


SUBMISSION IN OCTOBER. WE TOLD THEM THAT WE HAVEN'T HEARD 
ANYTHING FROM THEM AND THAT OUR SENSE IS THE SHATTER IS POINTING 
TO THE I-D COMMITTEE REPORT AS A STARTING POINT FOR WORKING O ANY 
PROPOSED SCHEME. WE SPOKE ABOUT THE TIME DELAY FACTOR FOR AGING 
SURVIVORS.

- They had some difficulty in understanding the adoption link - they
understand about transfers from mother and baby homes but don't seem to
be getting the other stuff.  With that in mind it occurred to me
afterwards that it might be helpful for us to send them the "Magdalene
Laundries and Adoption" document we put together for the IHRC - pdf
attached here in case you can't find it Jim. - I had forgotten that we
included stories in that document.  I WILL FORWARD THIS WITH THE MATERIALS I 
PROMISED THEM, i) MARY RAFTERY'S MATERIAL ON HIGH PARK 
EXHUMATIONS, AND ii) PHOTOGRAPHS OF GALWAY GRAVES WITHOUT NAMES-
-MCALEESE WAS OBVIOUSLY DISTURBED BY THE LACK OF NAMES, BUT ASKED 
THAT WE HOLD OFF FOR NOW FROM APPROACHING THE NUNS.

- They were keen to assure us that they are being thorough, that they
are following similar lines of investigation to us and that they
obviously have access to a lot more.  As I said to Jim afterwards, it
was on the tip of my tongue to ask them if it was possible to have a
mechanism whereby a) if they feel, coming near the end of the
investigation, that they are missing something, that they could approach
us for help/suggestions or, b) if, once the report is out, we feel there
are gaps, that there would be a way for us to feed back to them and for
those gaps to be filled -I held back though as I just wasn't sure how
best to say it.. - I guess what I'm getting at is (as I explained it to
Jim) it's the difference between a social worker doing an adoption trace
and an adopted person tracing - the social worker will throw their hands
in the air a lot quicker and give up, but the adopted person will not
give up until every avenue is followed..
YES, CLAIRE IS BANG ON.  MCALEESE IS OBVIOUSLY INTERESTED IN 
ANTICIPATING NEGATIVE RESPONSES TO HIS REPORT. I RAISED THE ISSUE OF 
SURVIVOR ENGAGEMENT WITH THE PROCESSS AND THE FACT THAT SOME 
WILL SAY "THE COMMITTEE ENGAGED WITH THE NUNS BUT NOT WITH 
SURVIVORS" -- THE SEEMED TO STRIKE A CORD LEADING TO A POTENTIAL TO 
FIRST RECEIVE WRITTEN TESTIMONY FOLLOWED UP BY A POSSIBLE FACE TO 
FACE MEETING WITH SURVIVORS FOCUSED ON THE STATE INTERACTION 
ASPECT.  MCALEESE AND NUALA BOTH SAID THEY ARE NOT QUALIFIED TO 
RESPOND TO THE PERSONAL TRAUMATIC ASPECTS OF SURVIVOR TESTIMOY, 
BUT THEY DO RECOGNIZE THE IMPORTANCE OF WOMEN FEELING THEY HAVE 
ACCESS TO THE COMMITTEE WORK.  THEY ARE OBVIOUSLY STRADDLING A 
LINE HERE -- I THINK IT BEHOOVES US TO DO SOME MORE LEG WORK ON THIS 
ASPECT -- CLAIRE SPEAKS TO THIS BELOW ...








