36.

37.

38.

A. "It probably was, probably about 2-3 months after.”
also gave evidence at trial as to her mother's questioning83:

"Q. Can you remember your Mum asking you if Peter had ever put his penis
in your mouth?

A. Yes.

Q. Did your Mum ask you if Peter had ever touched you on your clitoris or
bottom?

A. Yes.”

Reference is made in the evidential interviews by w/}g locatio

that were named by her mother. For example, i ., , se
video interviewd4 - referred to being take \b{Mr lis
and taken to a big room with lots of escalat states

"mummy"” thought could have been the Ci
referred to touching having happened at

Q. "Can you remember ta
in November?”
s ”» Yes ”

Q. "Have you talked to your daughter about being in an incubator?”

A. "I have talked to her about how she appeared brave and strong and
that is how we chose her name hich means strength.”

Q. "Did you ever talk to her about her taking her nose out of a hose or
needles that sort of thing?”

83source: Notes of Evidence at Trial, p218
84 5ource: Second Interview, at page 16

855ource: Second Interview, at page 18
86Source: Notes of Evidence at Trial, p220
87Source: Notes of Evidence at Trial, p236
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A. were initially fed through a feeding tube and occasionally
they would wriggle round and pull the feeding tube out as many
premature babies are want to do and I can remember we told her that.”

40.  From the hand-written notes prepared by Mr Williams it appears
that in November 1992 ) drove _  ‘ose to the Créche
prompting a "disclosure” from . _ to her parents relating to a
house that she alleged Mr Ellis took her to.88

41. ... subsequently recorded two interviews with =~ on
audio tape. During this recording i and
suggestively questioned about an earli orded
conversation during their drive near the Creche”&

42.  Days later replayed the tape for d recérded
further interview with her during Wthh ubml —
appeared to indicate the pressure that sh er t e" to

her mother90:

8830urce: Hand-written notes by date /92:8:

8950urce: :Transcript of interview Jove 9 2 n example of the
questlomng <

C: "I remember

; ] Street past the Créche
and you remembered where the Créche wa , ere was a sign that said
"art classes”.”

B: "Yep.”
C: "And you wondered 3
had been thmkzng a lot abo
B: "Yes.”

C: "And then on & d that you thought you still had some more

home
things to remember out veren’t quite sure. Do you remember telling me
that?”
B: "Yes/

C: "And smd hat I hadvheard maybe a little girl had told someone that she
saw youlat_a h that Y to take children to sometimes but that I wasn’t sure
011 d up with someone else or whether she was telling the

u gidnt know.”

phere the Créche used to be and you
g past it haven't you.”

n yesterday night you started remembering some more about a

interview of i1 November 1992, for example:
When you listened to the tape sou know how you like listening to it

Does it make you think of any other things.

Um yeah it made me think of this ...

...the time with the sprinklers

Yeah.

Yeah, are there any other things besides the sprinklers that it makes you think of.

@

No.

What do you mean not my business.
Well it's not my business to think of any more things that have happened.
I don’t understand what you mean.

NEQAIOIOX
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C._ _SHARING OF INFORMATION

43.  In addition to the parents with whom she had contact through the
first informal support group, namely and her partner,
and her partner, .

,and parents, A iso attended
a support group that was established later in 1992 which also &
included the father of } ’ .. Spaxents,
) parents, and the mother of @

S M
44. ) was also in contact with o of
) of those dis

through her work, "and in the cours sions’
we may say how is. or how are you."? 3
as™to the ee of

X did not give clear evidence at Apia
information which was exchanged be In

- . 3 \/
cross-examination she was questlon@ w% N
Q. Did you ever have a disc about what your
S

children had said after

A. I can recall a discussjon “she aid begun disclosing but I
don’t know if I was ¢ ific th

Q. Therefore its pogsible yow-may hgte b re specific?
A. No. [ can r@ aske er her daughter had been
named by t/childre NQsgrey that is not right. I can remember
if othe ert” and she named specific children,
were j I cap’yecn gid I wasn't at liberty to tell her. And
beca ghtey close friend of the children she asked about

hi alurm& N
A

45. In ¢ Rifiation . described one of the types of
dis $he had with but could not recall whether

passed on sﬁé\Q’ﬁyﬂegaﬁons to 94;
Q. We » g Also had discussions about how on earth do we continue to
@ i a personally demanding and stressful area while this is going

@ our personal lives and given each other support in that respect.”

/}% business to think of any more things that have happened at the créche,
biisiness.
D see you think you've been doing enough remember. Why is it

e can remember some things that what happened to ... and then he can't
ber anything ... not much things have happened, he hasn't been talking about them

No but darling
The judge won’t know much.”

91Source: Notes of Evidence at Depositions p366
9250urce: Notes of Evidence at Trial, p237
93s0urce: Notes of Evidence at Trial, p233-234
4source: Notes of Evidence at Trial, p237
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Q. "Did you pass on to her details of the specific allegations which your
children or other children had made?”
A. "Not that I can recall.”

46. At the depositions hearing =~ added that since leaving the
Creche there had been two family visits that had included

47. . accepted that she had "occasional” contact with 3
the mother of .. and had discussions about the Creghe inquiry &
"on more than one occasion."?>
48. = _  remained in contact with , d %oum
the Creche investigation. At trial _  stated Q
the same school as she, lived just a couple of heuses azi%>
and that she saw often, although s that
play with him very often.?¢

49. At depositions T stated t ' eavj % reche, her
children had continued to mix gt\g 57 al
ing of

described an incident at the ere " and
.- went to the park & 9 98'§

"I can remember one prief xeference to Peter and we told him
not to talk abou more, he ia@t qalk”about what Peter had done to
him but rathe % had enacted\the night before out of excessive anger
towards Pet@ pretenfdéd to \jurip up and down on peter and threw

him into . B said at that park was about what
he had (do ight Hewas on the on top of the jungle gym and
% to hear in a voice full of glee.”

D. OF CONTAMINATION
50, Md a M _ was exposed, on at least one occasion
prior to e Creche, to another child masturbating. At trial

ibed an incident in the back of the car involving her

—cn& . 99:
Q On the way back in the car " was sitting behind the passenger seat, I

was driving, was in the middle of the back seat and on the
furthest side behind myself the driver started masturbating and
became very excited and giggly persuading the other children to have a
@ look and also became very excited and giggly, was very
frightened, wvery terrified, Adrian’s penis was erect and was
putting his hands over his eyes - 1 was so frightened and we persuaded

95Source: Notes of Evidence at Trial, p237
96Source: Notes of Evidence at Trial, p217
975ource: Notes of Evidence at Depositions, p361
98Source: Notes of Evidence at Trial, p237
99Source: Notes of Evidence at Trial, p225
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to stop because of 's fear and I can remember that
didn’t want to talk about it.”

51.  Prior to any allegations being made _  1ad been educated by her
parents concerning unwanted touching, specifically in reference to
Mr Ellis's tickling of them100:

"I remember talking to Peter when the children were quite little at the old
stte, the Wombles were in the upstairs part and there was a narrow g

stairway to get up to it and Peter would play a game where he Yrevented

the children getting up or down the stairs and he would tickle @ not

let them pas[t] and neither of the children liked this, t

being tickled and we talked to Peter about this and he d.

told the children their bodies were their bodies and ntrol
a

who was allowed to touch them or not touch them, t 2 school
to that effect and we taught them that tune. After I spaoke to g%

about that as far as I know the tickling stoppe
were at the Big End at the new site.”

52. . Wwas also exposed to a book
prior to her first Specialist Service {

"Prior to their March intery ead them B book, there was a book
at the creche What's Wran ] ottoms ich, {s a very general books
(sic) about indecent exposure\by 4 boy's Gryl I think I recall reading

that to them at the creche~—Prior first interview we were

advised not to reqs any books idy't, but then given the message
it was OK and>prg , ; d>it to them, we did that after
iptersi Vrofig With Bottoms and another book

7

children’s genitalia being private. And that
children in ways that don’t feel good to the
try to get the children to keep that secret. In the

sitfons hearing . - also referred to books called
Bottoms" which was at the Creche and "Secret
which was read to the children following
ist”Services interview in December 1991.1¢ ) also

cated at trial that she had read the children a further book called
@" niel and his Therapist".103

At trial 1 _  confirmed that her mother had read her such
material prior to her talking about Mr Ellis104:

100s0urce: Notes of Evidence at Trial, p223
10150urce: Notes of Evidence at Trial, p227-8
102g6urce: Notes of Evidence at Depositions, p367
10350urce: Notes of Evidence at Depositions, p369
10455urce: Notes of Evidence at Trial, p217
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"Q. Canmymj remember your Mum reading you a book called The Very
Touching Book?

Yes.
Canjiyoy remember that?
Yes.

That was before you started talking about Peter wasn't it?
Yes"

>0 >0 >

55. Foilowing the commencement of the Creche investigation and
first Specialist Services Unit interview enced
therapy in March 1992.105

56. It would appear
Creche Inquiry?9s:

" Access our [¢hi
ownaTV. 1
whether the

(b) that he touched her vaginal and anal area
his the Creche, the allegation being recorded in

@ﬁntea@\b arch 1992).

was formally interviewed three times by the

st Setvices| Unit (on 9 March 1992; 6 October 1992; 9
992). T e interviews were conducted by Sue Sidey with
@ade as th monitor for the first interview and Cathy

%} ford for the sﬁcond and third interviews.
nly the first interview of was played to the

Jury. There was no defence request for the video taped second or
third interviews to be played to the Jury.

THE ALLEGATION THAT PETER ELLIS PUT HIS PENIS INTO
MOUTH

105s0urce: ﬁ\lotes of Evidence at Trial, p226
10650urce: Notes of Evidence at Trial, p230
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LACK OF INTERVIEWER FOLLOW-UP - CONTAMINATION

60.

It is clear that ) | came to the interview
prepared to talk about Peter: “Mm. What have you come to talk
about today?’ replied “To talk with you about all the things

that Peter did” (at page 6). The interviewer did not follow-up with
_  how she knew that that is what she had come to talk about
that day.

|
1
SUGGESTIVE QUESTIONS @

61.

62.

63.

©

64.

gherkin from ,_ " lunch box (at P
i[ TF@E
THE DETAIL OF THE ALLEGATION

PENIS INTO b MO >

L told Susan Sidey about and the
went on to describe Peter Ellis as “a very mean man >and he wan
children to feel scared” and that she felt ”sc page 6
When pressec | described tickliw@ aking a ng a
R

i
i

The detail surri unding th gatio tracted from

using suggestivea q1’1e tions, for ex i
| @
Q: “Ye, ) whero saw that happen. Who knows

N N ..
5 penis in your mouth.”

thé\ enteld, tha

&
indicating-~to \L ne else was to be named as having
witnesged Plle1 S. _ responds “Marie”. The
inte ex did maﬁ% attempt to follow up this information:
”ws that happened”

: oes Marie know that happened”

‘%gauge she um was just going into the door of the toilets to check
hat Peter was doing and she saw him putting um his penis,

making children put his penis in their mouth.”

”Soyhorb do you know she saw it”
“Because um [ was, I ran out and I telled her that” (at page 10).

As Dr Parsons népoints out, given the serious nature of this
allegation and the allegation that it had been witnessed by an adult

there was an obligation on a competent neutral interviewer to have
this checked. ' |

1
{
i

The interviewer did not follow up with the apparent

inconsistency. The interviewer had asked who knew that
Peter Ellis put his penis into > mouth to which ~ ~ replied
but then went on to describe how _  ran out of the

toilets and told her.
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66.

67.

68.

69.

70

@%

e

s
. stateh t1§1at two other children,
present in the toilets too when Peter Ellis put his penis into

, and

were

mouth and t1hat:the touching had happened in the “area where the

toilets were”

(at page 11).

then stated: “And it made us feel scared and we wanted to tell

! 7
someone” t

had told Matie about this incident, it may or may not ha

incide‘.%nt tha
would have

t she was alleging earlier. An open-en
elicited a more reliable response.

The irllterviewer does not explore the topic of w&g

witnessed the alleged incidents further wit

interviewer has suggested to
being' touched whereas the informati
given the interviewer was that Marie ha

d Peter Ellis putting hi

had witnesse

Itis of note
responded

creates the difficulty in thai\?&e)}ﬁtervi
“correct” and was t

providing. Fc

RS
@Qletahs &s
ggestivé mu |

right” after -

and

t\stayed still

that the interviewey;

_ | that Ma ew

7

dr

b

een {old ;;

the
%ékﬁ \‘ -
ad \mritially

p which the interviewer suggestively responded “Im

hym and you told Marie.” (at page 12). did not say that she

n the
tion

ilet and
mouth’s.

itical pointsin the interview,

;had spoken. This

firming ation that

ou told her”

listen again.”
ou get the scary feeling”

icited from

Plop‘py and hanging down.

erviewer did not attempt to ask any open-

d “ri ght”

to indicate
was

arid stop Peter doing that and she tried to

i wrough the use of
oice questions, for example (at page 13):

nd was it um soft or hard or floppy or hanging down or.

ended questions of

_ to elicit contextual information, for example, where the other
children were at the time this was supposed to have occurred,
_ | before or after it was supposed to
have happened to the other children, the relative body positions of

whether it happened to

Peter Ellis anc

for instance whether they were standing or

sitting when this was supposed to have happened. At page 19-20 of

the

interview transcript the

interviewer asked

> about where Peter Ellis clothes were when it st(;pped:

Q:

“And um you know after, in the times when he put his penis in your

mouth”
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71.

72.

A: “Yeah”
Q “What happened when it stopped, what happened to his clothes
when it stopped”

“He pulled them up and zipped them up again and he then walked
out of the toilets and took us with him.”

“Where did he take you”

“Um outside the gate and some secret touching out there”

“What sort of secret touching happened outside”

“Tickling us”

“Whereabouts”

“Um my tummy and back and there”

s lr?mt secret touching or a different sort of touching”

J{ "Different sort and he also hitted us and kicked us t 50 we
trled to go inside” (at page 19-20).

vy

~

2022020

. N

response< . gave. For example, it a
descnbmg occasions of different days (wheyea
that it *happened lots on one day) and it ap
allegmg that there were other ch1 -
supposedly bemg abused in this W

and. . (whom
At page 21 the 1nterv1ewe ion of the penile

insertipn and asks ”Okay @ do you know what
happe1ed to Ethe othe ep 1e mouth part”
] e whe
adot

pened to them”.
as children it had happened
ey could run outside and tell
at they had told , sometimes
“lots of times” using the following

Ve

e, and they tried to help us to stop him but he just kept

qx’ % secret touching to us, could you please help us to stop him and
to listen and he kept on doing it.”

|
failed in her obligation to have this vital evidence
obligation consistent with a neutral and unbiased

submitted that the interviewer did not attempt fo elicit any

@h&taﬂ lof this event, such as obtaining any contextual detail from

about her conversation with In addition, the
mconslstency with s earlier statement that she had run out
and told Marie who came bﬁck in and witnessed the penile insertion
was not put to vlen that _ had said that it happened
lots of times on one day, it would have been important to ask open
questlons of | o ascertain her account of events.

THE ALLEGATION THAT PETER ELLIS HAD TOUCHED )
VAGINAL/ANAL AREA
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74. Havihg alleged |that Peter Ellis put his penis into* 3 and other
children’s mouths’ the interviewer then asked

1

i

| So |{what was Peter doing in the toilets with the kids.
; He\was trying to make us put his penis in our mouth.
l

m\hym was he doing anything else in the toilets with the kids or
I not.

HHe was touching our private parts”

“Whereabouts are your private parts”

“Just there and there (indicates genital area and bottein)’

“Hpgve you got another name for those”

“Bottom and clitoris” (at page 14).

These questions are direct and suggestive. & ; ;

75.  Inresponse to direct questions _  stat @\; is h one
to “um all thzt children that were it the ~and in

not” she
replied “it happened to me”. Inre

res s@ %&c’c questions
_ alleged that Peter Ellis to ‘ov X er clothes, hit
“us” on “our” back, kicked “ a .
|
76.  The interviewer failed t any éstions of _ A
relation to these additional a ega

77.  Given e a e “clitoris” and “anus” the
% enquiries of . o
uts as to the source of apparent

interviewer
ANAL/VAGINAL AREA.

78@\'@ ; tively open question “and when his hand was

I$toris” whereabouts were your clothes” . A
esponded: “Well on us but he just tried to do it like that,
r clothes” (at page 15). The interviewer persisted:

s

—

~

P20 020

Q: “Through your clothes”
A: II‘YEP 7
Q: “Okay so
A: “Yeah”
@ Q: “Um could you show me on the doll what happened.”
A: “He went like that”
Q: “So it was on top of your pants is that right”
A: “Yeah”
Q: “Okay was it always on top of your pants”
to which " responded:
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