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of the evidence g1ven by :
Witness No.

on the Eighth day of June 1998
in the prosecution against : Alan & Jane Maguire

JUDGE TROTT: Now are you

?

WITNESS : I am yes.
JUDGE TROTT: You were born in

1965?

WITNESS : I was yes.
5

JUDGE TROTT: What is your position and occupation?
WITNESS:

Uhm ... I work for The

Health Board in

I'm the unit manager for a

residential home for homeless teenagers.
JUDGE TROTT: I see. Did you have a position, did you hold at Blanche Pierre?
WITNESS: I did yes.
10

JUDGE TROTT: What was that position?
WITNESS:

When I was initially employed I was employed as a general worker in the sense of

domestic. It would have been more domestic.
JUDGE TROTT: Right and do you recall when you arrived there?
WITNESS: Around 88,89. Summer of 88,89,
15

I think Sir.

JUDGE TROTT: And how long did you stay there?
WITNESS: How long did I stay there?
JUDGE TROTT: Yes.
WITNESS: I think it was up until 92, 93 when the home closed down.
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JUDGE TROTT: I see. And do you recall who ran the home during the time you worked there?
WITNESS:

At the beginning when I first started there it was Mr and Mrs Maguire. Well Mrs.

Maguire.
JUDGE TROTT: Yes. And what was the atmosphere in the home?
5

WITNESS: Dreadful, dreadful.
JUDGE TROTT: Dreadful?
WITNESS: Yes.
JUDGE TROTT: Why was that?
WITNESS:

10

Because there was an awful lot of screaming and shouting at the young ..... at the

children in the house.

There was a lot of unfairness, the way they were treated in

comparison to their own child

. Which I found quite strange because at the

time I was led to believe that Mr and Mrs Maguire were both employed by the Children's
office and they would have also told me and other people that they were foster parents. So I
couldn't understand why there was such a big difference between their child and what they
15

were calling the foster child.
JUDGE TROTT: Child or children?
WITNESS: Children and their own child
JUDGE TROTT:

I understand. And did you see any evidence of abuse either mental or physical

to the children?
20

WITNESS: Numerous occasions yes.
JUDGE TROTT: Yes well could you give us some examples?
WITNESS:

One particular incident was

who was about seven or eight at the

time and he was quite small little chap. Uhm ... Mr. Maguire at lunch time he would come
home at lunch time and one particular day
25

had been playing in the playroom, he

was quite .... He lived in his own world he was a very imaginative little boy. Uhm ... and
Alan went. ... Mr. Maguire went into the playroom and told

to tidy up and

obviously said no or something to that effect or was cheeky or what ever. I didn't
hear exactly what he said at the time at that particular moment.

Right in front of the

playroom there was a big window and I was at the sink. I seen Mr. Maguire pick

2
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up and throw him the length of the room which was maybe the same from here to
that picture over there.
JUDGE TROTT: And how did he pick him up?
WITNESS: Uhm ...
5

JUDGE TROTT: Can you recall?
WITNESS:

Not really. To be perfectly honest with you at the moment I'm a little bit obviously

shaken being here at the moment.
JUDGE TROTT: Yes well nothing to worry about.
WITNESS:
10

He picked him up, threw him against the wall right underneath ..... sorry above the

wall was the window

hit the back of his head and broke his heart crying. Mr.

Maguire came out of the playroom and told me not to go near him .

My view was

completely unobstructed I could see what had happened.
JUDGE TROTT: Clearly see what happened?
WITNESS: Absolutely, yeah.
15

JUDGE TROTT: Now that's one incident can you recall other incidents?
WITNESS:

yeah, on a couple of occasions Mr.Maguire picked

up twice or

three times probably more because different times I can remember, literally there by his ears.
JUDGE TROTT: By his ears?
WITNESS:
20

By his ears, yeah.

you know his head hadn't

actually grown into .... His ears hadn't grown. Uhm .... He picked him up by his ears.
JUDGE TROTT: What was the sort of atmosphere in the home?
WITNESS:

Uhm .. for me as a worker in the house, dreadful, horrible. For the young people in the

house fear uhm ... very needy of affection and aprovement.
JUDGE TROTT: Mm ... Mm .... Did they get it?
25

WITNESS:

They would do anything to have the approval of Mr amd Mrs Maguire. And that

would be shown by .... If anybody from the Children's office came down to the house they
would hop up on Mrs. Maguire's knee or Mr. Maguire's knee or what ever and they would
be given the hugs the physical stuff and then when they weren't around the kids were just
shoved aside.
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JUDGE TROTT: I see. Do you recall any other incidents?
WITNESS:

Yeah, I was explaining this to the detective Troy uhm ...

was made to wear a

nappy and she wasn't allowed to have a drink after five thirty in the evening. She was given
crackers to dry up her wee .... Excuse me. But she was to dry herself up and if she had a

5

drink after that time she was smacked for that.
Maguire was changing

I walked in on one occasion and Mr.

nappy and I didn't know what to think I don't know even

if I thought bad at that time. uhm .. and he just said to me oh it's OK I'm just sorting this
out. Uhm. . . another occasion

had an aversion, she really disliked fish pie and I

seen Mrs. Maguire shove forkfuls, forkfuls in

10

mouth.

Uhm ... and

heaving and then the fish pie being put back into the fridge and waiting there for her the
next day. And there was something also with

with soft cheese, she didn't like soft

cheese and stuff like that and she was made to have that at the lunch time. But they always
would have had cheap meals and things like that.
JUDGE TROTT: Do you recall any incidents involving soap?
15

WITNESS:

Soap. Uhm ... no but Mr. Maguire would brag to myself and

how.... Well

Mr. Maguire actually told me when I first started there was. Any swearing or bad language
used in the house the children's mouth would be washed out with soap.
birth mark on the back of his

and I remember Mr. Maguire getting a wire brush or a

brush for cleaning clothes and him taking
20

had a

upstairs and the screams of

uhm ... because he considered it dirt or something like that.
JUDGE TROTT: Mm .. . Mm .... Did you complain to anybody about this?
WITNESS:

Yes I would have talked to Miss.... Uhm ...

who at the time would

have been a line manager and what he actually said was, he would keep a weekly check on
Jane or Mrs. Maguire and what he was using it as for Mrs. Maguire, was supervision that's
25

the guise that they were using, for Mrs. Maguire to be monitored.
JUDGE TROTT: So you did complain then?
WITNESS:

Oh I did. Yes, certainly I complained. To the point where it did get back to Mr and

Mrs Maguire and my hours would have been cut and different things like that. And I would

4
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have been in a very vulnerable position regarding I only had a temporary contract with the
States of Jersey as well. Plus I had no previous child care experience at all.
JUDGE TROTT: But do you .. .. you felt things were not right at the home?
WITNESS: No, no, they certainly weren't right. I remember Mrs. Maguire smacking
5

and

her urinating whilst being smacked.
JUDGE TROTT: Are you saying that they really went over the top?
WITNESS: I actually haven't got the words for it. Uhm ... sure I have no words for it. I've never
seen and I'm (inter)
ADV HARRIS:

10

Sir sorry to interrupt this but perhaps before we go too far down the line we have

to remember there are no charges relating to how much the Maguire' s loved the children.
JUDGE TROTT: Sorry?
ADV HARRIS:

I say there are no charges particularly relating to Mrs ~aguire of relating to this

evidence Sir. I don't want the witness to drift too far because it will obviously make it more
difficult in cross examination. That's unfair to her.
15

JUDGE TROTT: Right.
WITNESS:

It's not I don't feel it's unfair at all. Not at all I don't feel it's unfair. You say that

they loved the children if that's what you call love .... I wonder. I would question that. Big
time.
JUDGE TROTT: I see. Now is there anything else that you'd like to add?
20

WITNESS:

Yes. Uhrn ... the Children's office were aware of what happened. Myself and
we went and we made a formal complaint. Initially it was quite informal to Dorothy

Ingles and sbe took a statement and then we went to see Mr. Maguire or sorry Mr. Skinner
and he took a statement and within whatever time I can't remember the Maguire's were
asked to leave the house and
25

she took over.

JUDGE TROTT: She took over?
WITNESS:

Yes. But at the same time they were allowed to stay in the house while their flat was

being done up for them. So the staff that were there at the time myself and
especially as we were the two that complained had to be in the same house as these two
people, plus the children as well.

5
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JUDGE TROTT: And when the Maguire's left the home did the atmosphere change?
WITNESS :

Big time. Yeah. It became, became normal for a residential setting. It became

normal, yeah.
JUDGE TROTT: So there was quite a difference?
5

WITNESS : A big difference yeah. There was a big difference.
JUDGE TROTT: And it was a happier home?
WITNESS:

Happier home, happier .... Well I mean happier in every way. They were allowed to

play out on the street. They were never allowed to play out on the street. There was never a
petty cash system. In most residential units there would be a petty cash system for ice
10

creams and things like that. But we as staff would have had to .. .
JUDGE TROTT: So they didn ' t get any pocket money?
WITNESS :

Not that I recall. Now maybe they did, but I can't remember that.

But I don't

remember them actually being allowed out to spend money. They weren ' t allowed to mix
with the other children in the area. At the time I can't remember that at all. Again their
was very much the most important person in the house and

15

was made to

feel. ... The kids were literally second class citizens. Whereby we would have always said
that

she was very much the little servant to

. At the time it was for the

children and for the staff I've never in my life experienced anything like it. It's something
to be called into Court today to see this happen is wonderful just for the children alone.
20

JUDGE TROTT: Well thank you

. Mr. Harris?

ADV HARRIS: Thank you Sir. Is it
WITNESS :

?

.

ADV HARRIS: Miss . .. Miss ... Can I call you

?

WITNESS: You can ifyou like. Yeah.
25

ADV HARRIS:

You say in all your experience you've not witnessed anything like it. But was

your experience in 1988?
WITNESS: Prior to that?
ADV HARRIS: Yes?
WITNESS: None, nothing at all .
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ADV HARRIS :

So clearly even if it had been the best run in the world you wouldn't have seen

anything like it?
WITNESS: But you wouldn 't have to be qualified to know if something was wrong.
ADV HARRIS: But you said in all your experience and you had no experience at that time?
5

WITNESS:

No. At that time. But you wouldn't need to be qualified at that time to know if

something was wrong or right.
ADV HARRIS:

What we have to remember is that Mr and Mrs Maguire are not on trial for not

loving the children, not being properly trained or resourced home owners
WITNESS: I'm well aware of that.
10

ADV HARRIS:

There are specific charges and that's what we have to concentrate on. Now you

actually said you arrived in 88 or 89?
WITNESS: Can I be more specific?
ADV HARRIS: Yes.
WITNESS:
15

Unfortunately I can't. I'm sure the Children's office would be happy to supply you

with the date I started.
ADV HARRIS:

Thank you. And you said after the Maguire's left it became more like ... I'm not

trying to put words in your mouth I think you said normal for a residential home?
WITNESS: Yeah, yeah.
ADV HARRIS:
20

Situation. Uhm ..

when he gave evidence this morning described

it as more lax, the discipline was more lax in the change over?
WITNESS:

Are we dealing with what happened afterwards or the actual time that Mr and Mrs

Maguire were there?
ADV HARRIS: He said from the change from the Maguire's to
WITNESS:
25

it was then more lax?

Right. But what are we talking about in the Court room are we talking about whilst

the Maguire's were there or afterwards?
ADV HARRIS: No he's saying it was more lax after they left?
WITNESS:

I understand the question. I'm asking you the question. Are you asking me ... is this

about the Maguire's or is this about when
ADV HARRIS: It's about when

took over?

took over?

7
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WITNESS : Yes it would have been more lax, sure, sure.
ADV HARRIS: He also said he went off the rails and got into trouble with the Police?
WITNESS: He did, yeah.
ADV HARRIS:

5

Do you think that perhaps he needed a more disciplined approach to keep out of

trouble with the Police?
WITNESS: Uhm ...
ADV HARRIS : Which is the more important?
WITNESS: I don't know.
ADV HARRIS:

10

Not having a criminal record at that age or living in a happy go lucky residential

no rules home?
WITNESS:

Well in my own professional, personal opinion I would actually say yes going from

the Maguire's to

was better. Because he was put to

College where he

did not want to be, because Mr Maguire had conversion to Catholicism.
ADV HARRIS: Let's not get too off the track?
15

WITNESS: OK.
ADV HARRIS:

But so you think not withstanding the fact that he's now spent many years in

prison at the age of
WITNESS:

. That was the best thing for him?

No it was not. Certainly not but what happened was he was constantly running away

afterwards. The child's head was completely ... (inter)
20

ADV HARRIS: After what?
WITNESS: After the Maguire's left he was constantly running away.
ADV HARRIS: Is that a good sign of
WITNESS:

care at the home?

No. It had nothing .. , like what happened was he didn't get support. Those young

people got no support from the office after the Maguire's left. What they actually seen was

25

a lovely notice in the JEP saying that Mr and Mrs. Maguire are moving on to greener
pastures. I can't remember exactly what was written in the article. but they are no longer
foster parents, but they are doing other things now. And that of course was very upsetting
because at that time the children didn't think there was any justice at all. I don't know how
thought I wasn't inside his mind. I don't know.

8
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ADV HARRIS : OK. Well perhaps we can try and get back on the point. The one charge I think in
regard to Jane Maguire that you can help with relates to fish pie. Now can you tell the Court
when fish pie would have been served to the children?
WITNESS: Not very often.
5

ADV HARRIS: OK. Not very often that's how often but what time ... I think I know the answer?
WITNESS: To be honest with you I can't answer that question because I can't remember. I really
can't remember.
ADV HARRIS: Right.
WITNESS: But I wouldn't say it was every week or maybe not even every second week.

10

ADV HARRIS: I'm looking now at your statement that you made to the Police where you said you
asked ... that you remembered a particular incident.

asked what was for tea and she

was told that it was fish pie and you said she got upset because everyone laughed?
WITNESS: Yes.
ADV HARRIS: Who's everyone?
15

WITNESS: Everyone being the residents.
ADV HARRIS: The children?
WITNESS: Yes they were looking for approval from Mr and Mrs Maguire.
ADV HARRIS: Sorry I don't understand that?
WITNESS:

20

Uhm .... Well you see they would do anything for affection for a reaction you know

just so that everything was OK from Mr and Mrs Maguire. So that nothing would happen.
So if they laughed everybody knew how

felt about fish pie so of course that would

please Mr and Mrs Maguire knowing how she felt about it.
ADV HARRIS: What do you base that statement on. It seems quite outrageous if you don't mind
me saying so?
25

WITNESS: It's not outrageous. The way they reacted with the children is outrageous.
ADV HARRIS: And how long had you been there? A couple of months?
WITNESS: I'd been there ... yeah maybe a year not even that.
ADV HARRIS: With no previous child care experience?
WITNESS : No. General help as I say.

9
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ADV HARRIS:

And already you could understand the psychology of running a children' s home

and the children in that institution?
WITNESS:

Not at all, not at all.

And I haven't claimed at all in this Court that I had any

professional experience beforehand. But I do know what's right and what's wrong.
5

ADV HARRIS: Yes maybe you do know but in 1988?
WITNESS:

No I would have known. My mother would never have shoved fish pie down my

throat.
ADV HARRIS: Well no, no one's shoved any fish pie at the moment?
WITNESS: Oh sorry.
10

ADV HARRIS:

asked what's for tea and you say the children laughed because they knew

she didn't like it and they did that solely to get approval from Jane and Alan Maguire?
WITNESS: Yes.
ADV HARRIS: Which you said they never got in any case?
WITNESS:
15

They didn't. The odd time of course they would if they ratted on each .... Oh sorry if

they told on each other something like that.
ADV HARRIS: They'd get uhm ... ?
WITNESS: They'd get a pat on the back a slight little pat on the back, like yeah.
ADV HARRIS: For being a grass?
WITNESS: Yeah, yeah, you took the words right out of my mouth.

20

ADV HARRIS:

You see that doesn't ring true with anything else that you've said. You said they

never got affection they never got .... ?
WITNESS: Well they did when somebody was around.
ADV HARRIS: Well there was no one else around apart form yourself?
WITNESS:
25

Well they didn't get it really much. No not really they got no affection when I was

around. But anybody from the Children's office or one of their Church friends <?r something
like that they might get a little bit.
ADV HARRIS:

OK so when this happened and all the children laughed what uhm ... did either,

well I'll just deal with Jane. What did Jane Maguire do to the other children for laughing?
WITNESS: Nothing.

10
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ADV HARRIS : But did she seem pleased that they were laughing?
WITNESS: To me she did. That's my personal opinion, yeah.
ADV HARRIS : And how long ago did this happen?
WITNESS: Again you're asking me
5

ADV HARRIS: Eight nine years? Uhm ... we've had some conflict about the fish pie evidence
and yet you're the last person I think that can give evidence. Certainly today. I would just
like to make it as tight as possible. Some of the children have said that yes

didn't

like fish pie. Uhm ... that it was put in front of her and if she didn't eat it, it would get put
for breakfast. Now would you have been there because you were only working
10

...

would you have been there the following morning?
WITNESS: Uhm ... sometimes I would have been there.
ADV HARRIS : So it would have been like an afternoon shift and a morning shift. Were you ever
staying over?
WITNESS: Very rarely would I have stayed over. Very rarely.

15

ADV HARRIS: So the chances of you having in one of your stay over's tying in with a fish pie for
breakfast would be rare?
WITNESS: No not for breakfast. At lunch time when she would come home at lunch time I
would normally be there the fish pie would be put on ...
ADV HARRIS: Come home at lunch time from where?

20

WITNESS: School.
ADV HARRIS: Right?
WITNESS: The fish pie would be put in front of her.
ADV HARRIS: Uhm .. . so you might well have been on duty the following day?
WITNESS: Not every time of course.

25

ADV HARRIS: So what you're saying is that on the occasions and they weren't every week that
fish pie was served to

It would be left over for the next day at lunch time. And do

you recall any lunch time when that happened?
WITNESS: Yes I can recall one particular lunch time. And she wouldn't eat it and that was it, but
I wasn't around for that evening shift.

11
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ADV HARRIS : Right. You mean the evening of that same day?
WITNESS: No , no I just said that night, the dinner she wouldn't eat it. Uhm ... it was there put in
front of her at lunch time which I would have been there for and I wouldn' t have been there
for tea time obviously the next evening. So I don't know.
5

ADV HARRIS : No OK. You see when

gave her evidence she said almost exactly that.

In fact she said it was there for breakfast as well. So well you wouldn't have been there to
see it. So in other words what she said was fish pie would have been for the evening meal I
didn 't like fish pie I didn't eat it. I was told I had to eat it and if I didn't it would be there
for my breakfast. So she didn't eat it and it was there for breakfast. And then she didn't eat

10

it for breakfast and it was there for lunch time. And she still didn't eat it and she said it was
thrown away?
WITNESS : Well I don't know. Maybe it was.
ADV HARRIS: But..
WITNESS: I can't answer that.

15

ADV HARRIS: No, no . But you're not as I say those are

own words. That's her own

evidence. So you would say that rings true as far as you're concerned?
WITNESS: Well no I wasn't there so .... I suppose it makes sense, it makes sense sure yeah. I was
there at lunch time don't ask me what happened in the evening time I wouldn't have been
there. As I explained I would have been there the evening before. I'd have been there at
20

lunch time but I wouldn't have been there in the evening.
ADV HARRIS: But at the lunch time there is this cold fish pie and she says I don't want to eat
this?
WITNESS: I cannot recall it being dumped in the bin.
ADV HARRIS: Right.

25

WITNESS: That's not to say it didn't happen. I can't recall that.
ADV HARRIS: No. But it is a long time ago and I can only ask what you do. But do you recall
anything about that sort of lunch time?
WITNESS: At that time?
ADV HARRIS: Yes?

12
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WITNESS : It was put in front of her she was told to eat it. She refused to eat it and she got
nothing.
ADV HARRIS : Ok. I have no further questions for this witness . Thank you Sir.
JUDGE TROTT: Thank you. Yes Mr.Lakeman?
5

WITNESS: Sir thank you.

you told the Court how

was placed at

College and he didn't want to be there?
WITNESS : Yes.
ADV LAKEMAN: Do you know what

College is?

WITNESS: I do yes.
10

ADV LAKEMAN: It's a private school?
WITNESS : Yes
ADV LAKEMAN: Would you be surprised if the Maguire's or Mr. Maguire will give evidence to
say they thought they were doing the best for the child to get him

there?

WITNESS: No, no I would imagine that was done with the best of intention.
15

ADV LAKEMAN: Thank you. Can we come next to the incident where you say

was

thrown across the playroom. Obviously it's a very serious allegation?
WITNESS: It was a very serious event when it happened.
ADV LAKEMAN: Well how old would you say

was at that time?

WITNESS: Seven, eight between seven and eight.
20

ADV LAKEMAN: And I think you told the Court and tell me if I'm wrong that you didn't
actually hear the exchange of words that there was between Mr. Maguire and the child?
WITNESS: I just remember him screaming at him something about would you ever tidy up or
something like that. That type of thing it was tirade of get that play .... Well Alan was very,
very loud and it was a tirade of tidy that up blahs, blahs, blahs.

25

ADV LAKEMAN: And the learned Magistrate asked you if you recalled how Mr Maguire picked
the child up and you said you couldn't remember?
WITNESS: I'm not a 100°/o, to stand up in Court and say I am. I'm not.
ADV LAKEMAN: Well are you 100% about the incident completely?

13
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WITNESS : Yes I am . Oh I am 100% because I remember, I don 't know if it was the shoulders ....
Alan was stood like this

was down there and he picked him up.

ADV LAKEMAN: And where was your view from?
WITNESS : My view was as I say there was a sink unit above that there was a clear glass which

5

was obviously there for reasons that we could see the children playing in there. And next
thing is he goes flying across the room. I didn't miss any part when Mr. Maguire actually
placed his hands on
ADV LAKEMAN: So you' re saying that you were looking at Mr. Maguire?
WITNESS : Mm ... Mm .....

10

ADV LAKEMAN: Then you had a clear view of what you would say was a projectile coming
across the room?
WITNESS: Totally.
ADV LAKEMAN: Well when Mr.-Maguire gives his evidence to the Court he will say that you
are grossly exaggerating the incident?

15

WITNESS: Well that's Mr. Maguire's statement.
ADV LAKEMAN: And it surprising that it was so horrendous that even

doesn't

recall it h-imself?
WITNESS: No.
ADV LAKEMAN: Are you surprised at that?
20

WITNESS: Not at all. No.
ADV LAKEMAN: No?
WITNESS: If I was

I would want to forget that too . I would have locked that away.

ADV LAKEMAN: Well with the kind of therapy and counselling that is available to children and
I'm sure has been given to children in this case wouldn't you expect him to remember?
25

WITNESS: At the time he wasn't given counselling.
ADV LAKEMAN : No, now I'm talking about?
WITNESS: Oh now yes certainly but not then.
ADV LAKEMAN: Are these the wonderful skills that we hear about?

14
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WITNESS: Wonderful skills. I'm sure there are wonderful skills.

wasn't offered that

'Vitness:-

type of therapy after Mr and Mrs Maguire left the unit.
ADV LAKEMAN: And the force with which he was propelled across the room wouldn't you have
expected him to damage him ... ?
5

WITNESS: I don't how he didn't crack his head.
ADV LAKEMAN: Perhaps it was because it didn't happen as you described it?
WITNESS: Sorry it did happen as I described it. Completely happened as I described it so much
so that I report ... I actually told

and then Mr Maguire came in and

Maguire

(inter)
10

ADV LAKEMAN: I don't want to hear.
WITNESS: Oh sorry. You don't want to hear.
ADV LAKEMAN: Hearsay. No I don't want to hear hearsay?
WITNESS: Oh right.
ADV LAKEMAN: I'm not interested in .... Let's tum onto another incident if we could. You

15

recounted how on a number of occasions

had been picked up by his ears?

WITNESS: Yes.
ADV LAKEMAN: Have you ever picked up a child by it's head in play especially when they're
very young and very wee and very light?
WITNESS: No.
20

ADV LAKEMAN: Never?
WITNESS: Never, no. I actually have photographs of

his ears need to be pinned

back and to pick him up ... he's only one and a half but even when he's six or seven (inter)
ADV LAKEMAN: No I wasn't saying picking the child up by his ears. I'm saying picking the
child up by it's head or it's shoulders?
25

WITNESS: Uhm ... under it's arms yeah. Not by it's shou .. no not by it's head. No.
ADV LAKEMAN: You say it happened on a number of occasions. You said I think that it would
have definitely hurt.

can't remember any single occasion either of this. Is this

because of his dreadful experience that it's been repressed in his memory?
WITNESS: My own opinion is yes. And that wasn't one occasion it was a couple of occasions.
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Witness:-

ADV LAKEMAN: And yet he still can't recall any of those occasions?
WITNESS : OK. Well I can.
ADV LAKEMAN: One final thing you made comment of an article in the Evening Post when Mr
Maguire and Mrs Maguire left the home?
5

WITNESS : Mm ... Mm ...
ADV LAKEMAN: Are you aware of the contact there was between them and the children
subsequently to them leaving the position, or Mrs Maguire leaving the position of
responsibility for Blanche Pierre?
WITNESS : Repeat that question please?
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ADV LAKEMAN: Was there contact between those children who were resident when you worked
there with Mr and Mrs Maguire after Mrs Maguire left being responsible?
WITNESS: Well there would have been when they applied to foster
pick

. Mr. Maguire would

up outside the door. He never as far my ... when I was on duty Mr. Maguire or

Mrs . Maguire never set foot in that house after they left the unit. Perhaps when Mrs
15

Maguire took up the role as a support worker.
ADV LAKEMAN : Mrs Maguire became a support worker and the application to foster
was it successful?
WITNESS: As far as I know it was. I wouldn't have been a part of that.
ADV LAKEMAN : And would you be surprised to know that they will give in evidence that there
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was extensive contact with the children on a very friendly basis after they left the home?
WITNESS: No that wouldn't surprise me at all. No .
ADV LAKEMAN: And why wouldn't it surprise you?
WITNESS: Because they were the main people in their lives for a long time.
ADV LAKEMAN: No further questions. Thank you.
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JUDGE TROTT: Thank you very much

you are free to leave the Court if you so

wish.
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