
 

William Connelly 

 
Dear Sir/Madam 

I attended Smyllum from 1958-1962 

You have asked for views on any aspect of the Bill but are particularly interested to 
know my views on the ten issues you mention in your guidance notes. I would find it 
difficult to answer most of these questions and so would many other survivors I have 
spoken to. 

It is actually putting some people off making a submission as they feel it is like taking 
a test. The language of the Bill is very daunting, as are the guidance notes. I 
understand that the Bill by its very nature needs to be comprehensive to cover a very 
complex issue but many survivors find it difficult to respond to. My opinion on the Bill 
is in many ways it does what it needs to do but I do take issue with some aspects. 

The Waiver, it is not made clear that it does apply to those who where in care pre 
1964 and this leaves some people worrying unnecessarily. But to those that the 
waiver does apply are being asked to sign away their rights because the 
Government says it will encourage organisations to make a larger financial 
contribution to the Redress Scheme. 

Does the Government think this is a charitable fund? I have never known a guilty 
party choose their own level of punishment, in 2014 the then Education Minister 
made a statement to the Scottish Parliament saying these people should be 
prosecuted and I agree.  

In the Bill, the Government states that Corporal Punishment was acceptable at the 
time. Corporal Punishment is a measured amount of punishment for something you 
have done wrong, I do not remember receiving CP in Smyllum for doing something 
wrong but I was brutally assaulted regularly for, wetting my bed, taking too long to 
get dressed, not eating all my food, looking round in chapel to see my sister and 
regularly for just being there. 

Many survivors I have spoken to are confused by the Government statement on 
Corporal Punishment because of their lack of understanding of what CP is. Some 
who feel they are entitled to a higher sum of compensation will be reluctant to apply 
as they feel the Government have sanctioned assault, the Government should have 
made the distinction clear in their statement. Survivors who feel they are entitled to a 
higher amount of compensation will need to produce documentary evidence of proof 
they were in care and evidence they were abused, this will be difficult for many.  

No account has been made for those who have given evidence to the Child Abuse 
Inquiry and the National Confidential Forum. When Lady Smith gave her decision on 
Smyllum and the reasons for her decision she said abuse did take place and stated 
the type and extent of the abuse and in doing so she referred to my evidence several 
times. If a High Court judge believes what we have said why do we need to go 
through it all again and provide proof to a panel. 

I do not think the amount of compensation goes anywhere near repairing the harm 
done. 

William Connelly 

 


