
I could use this speech to tell you all of the appalling responses that we 
have heard when survivors have reported their abuse to the Church, 
how they have not been believed, not got the help that they needed and 
were made to feel that they were a nuisance to the church.
I could tell you many sad and disturbing stories that we have heard but I 
hope that by now you are all aware of just how bad things have been in 
the past.
Along with MACSAS, I have been working closely with Bishop Paul 
Butler over the last couple of years and together, I hope that we can 
improve these responses in the future.
So I want to talk today about how the Church as an institution has 
responded and the effects that that has had on survivors like myself.
When allegations of abuse are disclosed it often leads to a crisis within a 
Diocese, a Cathedral or even a Parish and all too often the Church has 
behaved like many big institutions and gone on the defensive, seeming 
to care more about the image and reputation of the Church than it does 
for the welfare of the survivor.
The truth is that when a survivor discloses their abuse it is almost 
invariably at a time of great personal crisis. They need to to be heard, 
they need to feel believed and they need to be supported.
It may cause a crisis and panic within the Church but the real crisis is all 
too often with the survivor.
One such crisis followed the convictions of Rev. David Smith and the 
choir master Peter Halliday, this coincided with the conviction of Rev 
Colin Pritchard in my own case in 2008 - 12 years after I had first come 
forward.
These cases came in quick succession and caused great harm to the 
Church's image, especially as in each of these cases abuse had been 
reported to the Church many years before.
This was the first time that the Anglican Church had received the kind of 
media attention previously reserved for the Catholic abuse scandal.




The response from the Church was to commission the Past Cases 
Review. This was supposed to be a thorough examination on 147,000 
clergy files dating back some 50 years and was supposed to uncover 
any abuse cases that had not been handled correctly.
I asked to give evidence to this inquiry, asked to be heard and listened 
to but I was told NO.
I was told that it was a paper review only, only looking at files and only of 
living priests. Anyone that  was deemed to no longer pose a risk was 
also excluded.
I did point out that just because a priest was dead it did not mean that 
his victims were too - nor was their suffering.
Eventually, when complete the the one page of A4 summarising the 
results was published. It identified 13 cases and only 2 were passed to 
the police. No action was taken on either of these.
I was astounded and pointed out that I knew of at least that many cases 
in Sussex alone!
In the Diocese of Chichester, the reviewer for the Past Cases Review 
recommended that a further review should take place into my case - The 
case involving Roy Cotton, Colin Pritchard and Peter Ball.
This did go ahead and the reviewer, Roger Meekings tried to do a 
thorough and accurate job but we all know what happened next...
The Bishop at the centre of the criticism refused to accept the findings, 
threatened legal action if it was published. At one point I was threatened 
with legal action. The safeguarding adviser resigned - the crisis 
deepened within the Diocese - and for the survivors who had been 
promised the truth.
Bishop John Hind tried to resolve the situation by commissioning 
Baroness Butler-Sloss to carry out her review. This was supposed to be 
'independent' it had the gravitas of being conducted by a senior judge in 
the House of Lords - It didn't feel very independent, I was the only 



survivor to be interviewed and that was after the report had been 
completed. There was little openness or transparency with most of the 
more serious findings being communicated back to the bishops in 
secret. She seemed far too ready to believe accounts given to her by 
bishops and far too interested in keeping damaging revelations out of 
the press.
Once published, with the help of the BBC, I managed to prove that the 
accounts of 2 bishops could not possibly have been true and eventually 
it had to be accepted that the report was inaccurate
We then had the Archepiscopal Visitation, which was handled very well 
by Bishop John Gladwin and Rupert Bursell QC but many years had 
gone by. The delays and lack of openness, the in-fighting in the Diocese 
caused even more harm and denial of justice or closure to the survivors 
because whilst the Diocese was consumed by the crisis, little thought 
was given to the survivors.
It was only around this time that I discovered that the Diocese had been 
here before - Edi Carmi had conducted a review into the scandal at 
Chichester Cathedral and the Prebendal School nearly a decade earlier. 
Why had this not been published, could lessons have been learned in 
2003/4 that could have improved things over the last 10 years?
About 18 months ago I did manage to get a copy of the 
recommendations to this report.
The full report was only published this week. And there are good and 
powerful recommendations that should have been acted upon and 
learned from at the time.
One recommendation states that survivors and their families should be 
given support during investigations and inquiries. This was in 2004. 
Throughout the Pritchard police investigation between 2006 and late 
2008 myself and my brother were offered no support what so ever.
When the Peter Ball investigation was reopened 2 years ago, had 
lessons been learned, provision for survivors, whatever their 
circumstances or location should have been in place. One survivor 
contacted me, Neil Todd, who had had the courage to make the original 



complaint against Bishop Peter Ball back in 1992. He clearly needed 
help. I asked for support for him from the church on at least 5 occasions, 
some in writing yet the help he needed for not forthcoming and the 
practical difficulties of providing this to someone who lived in Australia 
seemed insurmountable to the church. Neil took his own life.
Had these recommendations been properly implemented Neil may still 
be alive today.
There were other recommendations about ensuring that there was a 
mechanism in place for circumstances where there is a conflict between 
a bishop and their safeguarding adviser - Had this been acted on the 
DSA for Chichester diocese need not have been forced from her job in 
2010.
It was recommended that there should be a mechanism for reporting 
how and when the recommendations from the report were implemented 
- this has simply not been done - instead the report has sat gathering 
dust for a decade.
The Church must learn from all this and do much better moving forward.
We have current inquiries like the Waddington and Winchester inquiries. 
We need to make sure that there is more consistency, to make sure that 
the terms of reference are not too limiting, that there reports are not 
open to challenge as the others have been in the past. Investigators 
should be free to follow the truth wherever it leads them. We need to 
insure that inquiries are truly independent and are not ridiculously 
protracted and delay justice for the survivors.
Justice delayed really can mean justice denied to many of the survivors.
It is important that you use your influence to try to make sure that the 
National Abuse Inquiry announced this week is converted into a full 
public inquiry with powers to compel witnesses to give evidence under 
oath - Otherwise we will have a situation where those who have lied and 
covered-up for years will continue to do so, as happened in the Butler-
Sloss Inquiry.
It is no longer good enough to say that things were different then. That 
there were no safeguarding policies at the time or that technically the 



policy of the time was followed as it did not specifically refer to 'historic' 
cases.
There has been a clear and consistent failure to protect people 
throughout the church.
For far too long the church has been too willing to believe the clergy and 
not to believe the survivors until it is forced to by the weight of their 
numbers.
It is time to accept that some priests can be wicked and evil.  
Chichester Diocese is now often held up as an example of how 
safeguarding should be done but the progress that has been made 
quickly or pro-actively  It has been forced into making these changes by 
the string of abuse cases over the last 20 years. The driving force 
behind these changes has been the survivors in almost every case.
It has taken 20 years to get where we are and there is more work to be 
done, more improvements to be made and more scandal and 
revelations to come - particularly in the Peter Ball case.
The survivors deserve the truth, the whole truth, however painful that 
may be for the Church. 
And when the inquiries are over and when compensation payments 
have been made it does not mean that the church's responsibility ends 
there. If someone loses a leg and receives compensation for the loss it 
does not mean that they have got their leg back - they, and us survivors 
have to live with the loss for the rest of our lives.
When I was a child, if you had asked me what I wanted to be when I 
grew up I would probably have told you that I wanted to be a pilot or a 
policeman or something similar. Nobody wants to grow up to become a 
full time survivor of abuse which is what it feels like I have become.
The abuse itself took up a decade of my life and dealing with it has 
taken another 20 years so far.
There is great cost to us all in the work that we do financially, 
emotionally and spiritually. We have somehow managed to survive, to 



challenge the abuse we have suffered and the abusers who perpetrated 
it but we are the few, there are many hundreds of other survivors who do 
not have capacity to stand before you here today, whose lives has been 
destroyed and whose suffering goes on, sometimes for a lifetime.
And sadly there are some who have not survived.
All we are trying to do here it to take that evil that was done to us and 
turn it into something good. Not let it destroy us but use our experiences 
to help prevent these terrible things happening to vulnerable people 
again and to help those whose lives have been destroyed by it.


