18.  In hand-written notes made by . eference is made to the
Saturday evening conversation where ...  says that he didn't see
it really, that someone had told him about it happening. .
then noted “realised 1 was mnow pushing him as to whether it
happened to him or not - backed off'.118

19. Attrial ... recalled his mother's questioning of him11%: <§
“Q. Have you been talking to your Mum quite a bit about t
. Yes, not very much my dad though.

So you have been having lots and lots of chats
what happened?
Yes.

. She has been asking you all sorts of questfo @
. Yes” @
20 was also asked at trial120: @@ %
"Q. Do you remember when @ arted Mum about these
No

things?
Isn't it true that your sked r had done wees in your
face?
Yep.
And you 25 td her? @
sk @

Mum abg

20> O >

>0 O

Yep”

. [
21.  Finally, @s a
Y

. nyou t our Mum about these things and told her about
r doing po nd wees did your Mum know about those things
efore yqu told her?
7 No w
Q. know about those things?
A &

LQn e other parents told her and she told me to see if anything
spped to me. Or if I saw anything happen
Q e you told your Mum about Peter doing wees on you did your Mum

ow that?
. No

-examination121:

m \uib “Peter did wees and poos on the children’s faces.” I asked him how he did poos
- hildren’s faces because I thought, how could that be so and it not be noticed by the

e said, "No just wees in the children’s faces.” He said not to him, just to other

hildren. ... Then I said, "If it happened to you, what colour would it have been?” He said,

ellow, green”. And taste? Sour apples and poos ... I asked him twice more that day, "Did

it happen to you?" In the evening he said, "Yes once”.

118 The notes record: “Sat. Evgln bed : Q To you? Yes - onceThen: "didn’t see it really -

someone told me - I forgot that” Me - realised I was now pushing him as to whether it

happened to him or not - backed off

11956urce: Notes of Evidence at Trial p76

12050urce: Notes of Evidence at Trial p80

12156yrce: Notes of Evidence at Trial p83
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Q. Because Mr Harrison said to you your Mum told you that but your Mum
doesn’t say that, she says you told her that first, did you tell your Mum
Peter did wees on you or did your Mum tell you that was the case?

A. Some other parents rang up my mum and told her about that and she
told me if I had seen anything happen or anything happened to me and
I said yes.

Q. And then what did you say?

A. I telled her everything.”

22. It is also clear that . . overheard issues relating to the Creche
being discussed by his mother with other parents!22:

case?
A. About what
Q. About the allegations being made?

A. T have talked to parents in the last year éphaone b v a0t sure
what you are talking about. @

A. I am sure he has heard me tal ne fr %ttme and knew
I was talking to créche pa 1 very % t not using names
and that sort of things(sic are ts I know,

o were friends.”

DN

"Q told us that you had a phone conversation s ody else@
from the créche or parent of someone from the cre&

fiz

23.
4 (@
%old'
24.  Thete. ev1dence  continued to question

ore le, ecialist Services file note records that on the same
ond video interview, 27 April 1992,

ded@g@atmns to his parents!24:

27/4/92

% as retracted to [Hildegarde crossed out] parents + XXX ago
/i has says he's keen to go to Court”

@. SHARING OF INFORMATION

12255 urce: Notes of Evidence at Trial p89
123s0urce: handwritten notes at p7
12450urce: Specialist Services Unit Minute Sheet
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Q. As a result of the things that t had said to you is it not correct
you went and questioned your son in relation to those things?
A. No its not correct. What happened was I asked about bulls,
was so frightened of bulls he couldn’t get out of the car at school
because there were bulls under the car so I said to her please tell me
have any children talked about bulls and she said thev were shown
videos of animals and so that is what I said to him did you ever
see a video or film of bulls with Peter and after that he was never
scared from that day on of bulls..”

30. was further questioned in relation to this issue!
. You were shown this list in June 1992 is that correct?

Q

A. June or July I think.

Q. If you look down that list can you see a stateme ereibstates "sticks
up their bottoms” on the right hand side of the pag

A. Yes.

Q. That was on the list when you saw it?

A. It must have been if this is the list I s <17 f that,

son though.
Q. You would have seen t
disclosures?
A. He disclosed after I go\h%«{
after 1 had seen

31. However,

32. by«}eive cou&ing with a therapist that was used by a
RAum o

f children, Hildegarde CORBETT!3l. Whilst

< . derﬁ@f% ial that he tglked to his therapist abogt the
che1<‘§@ 1 began therapy in April 1992, around the time of

is Viewl33:

N far as attending therapy 1 think he started in April with
ildegarde Corbett and then she had to go away back to Germany or

@ whatever so we got another therapist but he didn't start with her Hll late

Sept. so in that winter period he didn’'t have any therapy.”

129s0urce: Evidence at Trial page 96
130s0urce: Evidence at Trial Page 97
B3source: Evidence at Trial, p90
13250urce: Notes of Evidence at Trial, p81/82
133source: Evidence at Trial, p90
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33.

34.

35.

was visited by Detective Eade in March 1992 prior to his first
Specialist Services Unit interview, although it is not known what
was discussed. recorded in her notes:

"24th March

- Colin came to visit.
said to him at end - still think I'm going to die”

It would appear that Detective Eade again visited Ilowing
his first Specialist Services Unit interview with
conducting his own interview. Detective Eade recor Job

Sheet dated 7 April 1992:

"I am seeing and his parents at 1715 hours 7 1992 disc
using as a complainant. [ believe he_is capabl a

convincing complainant and he has the req t fr @
TO DO: @
1. Confirm whether he f th n.

2. Medical.
3. Clarification int i in relation to the
number of times offenc itted on lum.

4. Establish the~uames~uf oth é } involved.”

There i -discussed Peter ELLIS with

Un notes:

go to

was taken to the Cramner Centre by his
Soc1a1 Worker, and was shown around the Creche

pecial Services Unit interview during which he avlleged
ending by Mr Ellis in the Cramner Centre building, including
chmbmg between buildings on a ladder.

At trial, - gave evidence that it was Detective Eade who took

around the Cramner Centre "to see if he could find the
secret doorway up there."135 However Detective Eade denied that he
was present and believed that was confused.136

134s0urce: Evidence at Trial, p299
135source: Notes of Evidence at Trial, p77
13650urce: EADE Evidence at Trial, p499
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E. THE SSU VIDEO RECORDED INTERVIEWS

38.  Mr Ellis was convicted on one count relating to

(a) Doing an indecent act by urinating on the boys face and

placing Mr Ellis's penis into the mouth of Child D, this

allegation being recorded in the first of three interyiews by
~on 3 April 1992. During the secon rview &

the urinating into his mouth was explored, this
video tape was not shown.

THE ALLEGATION THAT PETER ELLIS URINATE/<N _

: 3 %5 \/

INTERVIEWER BIAS @
39.  The Court is referred to the many ¢ s a ecargmendations
demonstrating the need for interviewer$to remain neutral and not

A

40. In the first interview the 1 idey) focused on the

thing to stay ' page 8);
"Whe %ﬂws abo%i\t d things, who have you told?" (at page 8);
@ whereabo% hat happen, the bad things” (at p 8);

ereabw these happen at créche or somewhere else” (at p8).
v

negative aspects of P llis, for e@
" Okay righ@ , tell he bad things, what's the easiest
bout ab

The interviewer again focused on trying to elicit "bad" details, for
example:

"Okay ooh better get it back. Okay so um now we talking about the
bad things that happened at créche and had things, sometimes Peter was
bad and you said that Debbie” (at p19);
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"Yeah how does he be bad to the children, what does he do that’s bad to
the children” (at p19);

"He’s mean to the children..what does he do sometimes” (p19),

"So what does he do that's mean”

to which replied
“I can’t remember” (at page 19) &
and the interviewer persisted E@S @
"Yeah who knows he’'s mean..who, knows he & s What's
meanest thing he does?" (at page 19).

43.  Susan Sidey asked:

"who knows about the mean thing
to which .___ replied, Q 7%2
ds

@@

Sidey asked @
"Yeah what and h know.”
repli@ Q

%7"1): 5@;

made you tell them”,

@ause I wasn't scared”.

y then misrepresents response and stated

@ "What made you feel scared” (at page 20)

44.  Eventually . responded to the following question (at page 21):

"Um Debbie does, and s

"What was the mean thing he did”; "Mym what was the meanest thing he
did?”

by saying
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"He dipped people in the ponds..quite a lot of people..the pond in the park
where he took us.”.

said that this did not happen to him (p22).

USE OF REPEATED QUESTIONS

45.  The Court is referred to submissions in relation to the dangers of
repeated questions. In short the use of repeated questions may cause

a child may believe that their previous answers were un table.
46.  The interviewer made it clear that some of ses ar
not acceptable, by repeating questions when h pro

information she required. For example:

Q; “Mym so which ones got dipped”
A; "Um quite a lot”
Q; "Yeah do you remember their

A; "No”
Q; "Were there any of your
A.

down there”

Q; “Would they”
A; "Yeah”
Q; "And did you, w
your friends—ar~qot”
A “Um were
1ch friends

an’ P remepib .
SS P A ‘Q
dicated to ) that he was
pe to speculate within the interview:
@y Q; at did the kids feel like when they got dunked” (at p22);
@ % at sort of feeling did they get inside them?” (at p23)
SOC

looking for, and uses social pressure to elicit a more "appropriate”
disclosure, making it clear that only the mean things were to be

@ talked about:

Q "Okay, and what else did you tell Mum and Dad about the mean
things?”

A: "Um just the mean things”

0} “Yeah, what else did you tell mum and dad

A: "Um told the good things and the bad things”

Q: "Yeah tell me, what what was, what’s the other mean things that

you told”
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A: “Um did weeze in people’s face” (at page 23).
49. At this point had alleged that he witnessed Peter Ellis
urinating in people's faces. Sidey approached the topic as if
had described himself being urinated on, for example, by asking

Q; "What did it taste like?" (at p24)

to which responds

A; "I don’t know". @ @
50.  The interviewer uses suggestive leading questio @ac’c d
of the allegation, for example:
0; "Was Peter standing up or sitting d01e did w@...%
Q ""So where they [Peter's hands] o ides or somewhere
else?”; 7&
Q "Yeah, was it [Peter’ harlging down-or wwis it a standing up

penis?” (at page \%
Q; "Which kid did i n to id it happen to a girl the
most or most?”
to which he res 3 @

T

5. F ggestive mudtiple choice questions were used in an

/\Qﬁg@g to che her boys or were involved (p28) and
sai ys were involved but he did not identify them.

' Q;\ts& d whether he was not saying names because of
e

u
xom because he had forgotten, he indicated the latter and
th, erylewer' response was to pressurise him: "Because [ heard
/ﬁ% that it did happen to someone that you know” (p28).
responded, "Who? Um, Don’t know."”

s

The interviewer persisted with questions about the mean things
that Peter did, for example:

Q; "Yeah and did Peter do anything else that was mean”

A; "Ah yes”

Q; "What else did he do”

A; “Put people in water”..

Q; "Yep so he did that one, the ponds, he ducked people, he did weeze
in their mouth, did he do anything else or not”

A; "I don’t know”

Q; "That was mean”
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A; “"Mym”

Q; "Did you see him do anything else that was mean”

A; “No”

Q; "What were the good things he did, what were the good things
about Peter”

A; “Um I don’t know” (at p29)

53. The interviewer having been advised before the interview that
has had a conversation regarding alleged abuse by Peter Ellis
attempted to elicit an allegation that he himself was abuged: When

the interviewer directly questioned ”So im, did—>
Peter, ah, did Peter do anything bad to you or n \\/

response was "No”. The 1nterv1ewer responded,, I

that he did some bad things to you” (p29, not an

hlch\\the inferviewer
things he d1 you

1mmed1ately but asked “Like?” (p30) to
responded “Like, um, well, what were the

that you don’t like?’ responded
Q that had
been passed under the door fro adé%m itor
was told that Colin € room, see at page 28

where Sidey says "So no me. I have to go
and get the wee letter becqise n’s wee note”).

noticed the notes coming :
Q: "Oh get sg tes " @
A; "More " {at'p30) @

55.  The signific

54.  Significantly at this point Ms Sid

is was that it indicated to . )

that Sus% ovided with information from Colin
Eade ~ab hat o \agk~ The interviewer then
indj that she knew more about the allegations
an d told her in the interview by asking the following
qu t10 example

you know when Peter did things in the kids mouths?” "Was
T a time when there was just you and him there?” (p30)
an erred "No” adding "some other kids".
56. @

terviewer questioned about whether he felt safe

und Peter and then asked “So has he done something to you to

make you feel unsafe or mnot” to which responded "No”

The interviewer contradicted answer by use of social

@ pressure and continues “So when you told mum though, when
you told mum and dad what did you say? What did you say fto

mum and dad?” (p32) i reiterated events thus far and stated

"Um, that's all.” (p32). The interviewer did not relent, “So I heard, 1

heard that Peter had done something mean to you as well”; "Tell

me what that was”. ) responded “he done wees” which the
interviewer interpreted to mean that was alleging that Peter
Ellis "did wees” o1 and stated, "Wees, yeah, where did it go
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