REVISED VERSION

HISTORIC ENQUIRIES TEAM MEETING WITH NIGRA ON REV DAVID TEMPLETON’S MURDER IN 1997 

The David Templeton murder case is currently under review, out of time sequence, because of the Ombudsman’s enquiry into collusion allegations and Mark Haddock, a Special Branch agent who, it has been suggested, was involved in David’s murder.

Answers to our pre-set questions (below) were provided at the meeting with NIGRA on Wednesday 21 May 2008 at Sprucefield with Detective Chief Inspector Geoff Wall and Detective Sergeant Bluck. President P.A. MagLochlainn and Jeff Dudgeon attended for NIGRA.

The officers explained the purpose and role of the Historic Enquiries Team (HET) and indicated that for operational purposes they might not answer certain questions. The officers accepted that gay partners would be informed about cases and their wishes taken into account, but not friends, or indeed, organisations.

The NIGRA delegation argued strongly that the HET definition of a family did not sufficiently address gay people’s needs. We stated this restriction was inappropriate in that families might well be antagonistic or frightened of the gay aspect to their loved one’s murder and of it being probed or publicised, whereas it may well be necessary, and indeed useful to do so. 

It was argued that a more general phrasing such as that used by coroners would be better. Although open to interpretation the concept of ‘Properly Interested Persons’ at inquests has been extended to gay organisations in the past. The officers agreed to speak to the HET Chief (Mr Cox) on this matter.

NIGRA accepted that the reviews would be thorough but remain concerned about the purpose of the activity if there is little chance of convictions or charges and the papers are not made public. We certainly feel the two murders of gay men by the UVF and INLA (David Templeton and Darren Bradshaw) should be given special priority and resourcing as INLA was not initially covered by the Good Friday Agreement release of prisoners arrangements and the UVF ceasefire had been despecified in 2005.

The INLA ceasefire came about on 22 August 1998 after the Good Friday Agreement. The UVF ceasefire whose recognition was revoked or despecified in 2005 was however respecified by the NIO on 14 May 2008 a week before this meeting. As a result anyone convicted now of David Templeton’s murder would be sentenced and released early as per the prisoner-freeing rules of the Belfast Agreement.

QUESTIONS FOR THE HISTORIC ENQUIRIES TEAM WITH ANSWERS

1. Was there an enquiry into possible police involvement in the leaking to the Sunday Life of information about David’s 1995 arrest at Aldergrove and of the Customs search of his house in Greyabbey (which Newtownards police were aware of)? – There was no indication in the papers of any enquiry. One now would be a matter for the Police Ombudsman.

2. Were police culpable? – See above.
3. What was the nature of the ‘hardcore’ video seized at the airport and what was taken away from his house? – The only classification was by Customs that it was indecent and obscene and was explicitly homosexual. Further such explicit material was taken from his house by Customs.

4. Were the workmen interviewed about what they supposedly found at David’s Ballyduff flat in 1997 and was there evidence they had advised the UVF, or indeed, in one case, was involved directly in the murder? – Yes they were interviewed after arrest. Two gave alibis and denied passing information to the UVF. One said he saw some material. He denied membership of an illegal organisation. Altogether four people were arrested and questioned.

5. If so, were charges against them considered? – No evidence was found. Nineteen calls provided suspects’ names anonymously!

6. Who brought the rumours (as described by Chief Inspector McClatchey) of ‘paedophile and homosexual activity’ to the attention of the UVF and what did they consist of? – The rumours were not definitely sourced to the UVF but were widespread. The head teacher of a local primary school was so concerned by the stories that she contacted the police. This fact is both telling and disturbing.
7. What was the nature of the ‘additional material’ (as described by the Sunday Life editor) found by police in the Ballyduff flat? – None uncovered.

8. Was nothing ‘of a pornographic nature’ found by police there, as stated by Chief Inspector Jim Bailey? – This was said to be the case.
9. Were the three suspects described by David interviewed? – His description (they were masked) was thought insufficient to adduce evidentially – he apparently described builds, eyebrows and identified a voice. And of course David died shortly after he provided these leads. One person sought had gone missing and was never interviewed.

10. What was the nature and level of the evidence against them and were charges against them considered or sent forward to the DPP? – No case papers were drawn up, as evidence sufficient to charge was not found. An evidentially weak fingerprint on an outer door was not followed up as the individual concerned went missing. We encouraged a further search for this person as it was rare for people to drop permanently out of the social security system.

11. Were they ever investigated or charged with other similar offences? – The Data Protection Act was said to prevent HET answering this question. [Why so, if court cases (and consequent convictions) are public matters? This we failed to ask.]

12. Were the investigating police aware of Mark Haddock being a special branch agent? – Not answered.
13. Was the investigation hampered or tempered in any way to protect Haddock? – The original investigation never considered Haddock as a suspect.
14. Was special branch aware in advance of the attack on David, or subsequently from agent sources? – No answer recorded.
15. If so, was this appropriate? – If it was so, it was not appropriate.
16. Were staff on the Sunday Life interviewed? – No information to this effect was on file.

17. Will there be a call now for additional evidence from witnesses? – The case has been reviewed and is now in its final stages. - NIGRA asked that there be a specific call for witnesses and evidence in the David Templeton case given, especially, its recent nature, the fact that the prisoner release arrangements of the Good Friday Agreement might not apply and that there could therefore be real prison terms served by the killers, and the possibility that personal guilt and internal UVF disputes might adduce new information and evidence. Alibis might also be withdrawn. The HET said, strategically, they were against a stream of such calls but would speak to their chief, Mr Cox, about a call in this instance, taking into account our views. They said they would also review the 19 telephone callers who provided information.

18. What was the proviso of the Templeton family in relation to NIGRA’s involvement with the HET? – David’s family agreed to NIGRA being involved “so long as it does not effect their questions.”

19.  Is HET investigating the murders of Frederick Davis in 1973, Anthony McCleave in 1979 and Constable Darren Bradshaw in a gay bar in 1997? – Mr Davis was said to be the subject of a Red Team review while Mr McCleave did not seem to figure in their lists. (Anthony was murdered in Chichester Street by unknown assailants. The police failed to investigate, saying it was an accident that his head had been impaled on a spike. Also they assumed the family preferred no publicity as he was probably cruising at the time. His inquest revealed otherwise after the family called NIGRA in to assist. His brother Samuel suffered much the same fate.) The officers agreed to look into the Anthony McCleave case. 
Darren Bradshaw’s murder in 1997 although pre-INLA ceasefire seems way down the reviewing order. Perhaps, we argued, these recent murders should be given priority.
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