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[Mr. Fitzsimmons] ]
its efforts will meet with a prompt and
ready response by all concerned.

The question of sewerage has been
raised and I am informed that the sew-
age works is working normally and
satisfactorily. I have also been informed
that the refuse tip is now under con-
trol, or at least greater control, and that
two men with earth-moving equipment
are keeping this tip in order, Finally,
I would suggest that those involved in
this pacticular dispute would consider
the possibilities of reaching an agree-
ment because it will have to be done
in the end by talking and not by strik-
ing.

Attack on Londonderry Family
(Police Investigations)

3.07-p.m.

Mr. Huome (Foyle): I can only des--

cribe myself as astonished at the replies
given by the Parliamentary Secretary to
questions asked by me this afterncon
on a matter which I regard as of very
serious public importance. I ced
questions about the incidents in the
homie of the Devenney family in Derry
on April 19th, 1969, I askdd the Parlia-
mentary Secretary what investigations
had taken place, He told me a very
thorough one had ‘taken place but that
no evidence came to light on which any
action could be taken, I asked him for
the names of the district inspectors and
head ‘constables on duty in Derry on
that day and for the names of the men
-under their command. e said it was
not in the public interest to reveat those
names. I asked hith for the names and
a list of the men injured in Derry on that
date and the extent of their injuries.
He again said it would not be in the
public interest to give this information;
and similarly with the 24 members of
tke R.U.C. who have since resigned,
that it would not be in the public
interest.

The reason why I asked those ques-
tions T will make very evident as I speak
here today. Suffice 1t to say this at the
start—the Parliamentary Secretary has
spoken of an cxhaustive investigation
which brought no evidence to light; I
say that with the information available
anyone with a toy detective kit could
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have found out Who was in 'the Dcvenney
home on that day.

Mr. Currie {(East Tyrone): If
wanted to. th-ey ;

Mr. Humpe: What has been absent jg
the will to find this out, I am not taJk. |
ing about a minor incident—I am tajk. 3
ing about one of the most horrifying '3
experiences any family could haye 3
suffered throughout ail the disturbances
of the past 18 months; horrifying in &
that the outrages were not perpetrated i
by civilians but by members of thpu
forces who were supposed to be up.*
holding law and order, and on i
family none of whose members was inF:
volved in any way in the disturbancegi®

The members of this family were ;
their own home and they were attackegd®:
there. Present at that time werc thels
father; the mother; an 18-year-ofd;
davghter; a 16-year-old daughter whih
had -just come out of hospital followj
a stomach .operation; a 12-year-old G
8 10-year-old girl and a five-year-ol
boy. Each one of them was beaten g
it has been-accepted that these peop]
were seriously assailted, This the
liamentary Secretary will not ques
He will not question the fact that t
people were seriously assaulted.
girl Cathy, aged 16, just out of hosp
with a stomach operation, was ki
and beaten and left lying unconi
on the floor. Her father was. beateuits
conscious and got 22 stitches in his{ied
and subsequently died of a heart gftigK:
Two neighbours who were in the! T”.*
were also beaten; one of them wa}
ridden for months afterwards. THE)
Jim, aged 5, was hit with a batarf

All 'this was committed by, meain
of a force of law and order, anditics
fore, it is not a minor mattef vl
matter of serious importance. \;
most a year since this pappc_n.e-r :
was plenty of time to invesUBARHyg
to find out who was resporisibiCse
Devenney family were nol HLy:

" the disturbances, It is polct

these who have brought the ¥

into disrepute. There are M4

men in the R.U.C. but it is-WWediey
who commit outrages of this g
bring the force into disrepute gt
they remain members: of the
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the whole force will be held in disrepute
blc’icause people will hold #t against thenf
all

Let me say that it ali;pears from the
evidence which is publicly available that
senior members of the R.U.C. are pro-
tecting these men, ate protecting within
their own ranks people guilty of criminal
behaviour, and this should not be toler-
ated. I asked for the names of the D.Ls
and the head constables, The reason
why I asked—and the Parliamentary
Secretary must be well aware of this—
is that one of 'the policemen in that
house that- day carried a blackthorn
stick. He was therefore either a district
inspector or a head constable.

District Inspector Faulkner, who in-
vestigated. this case, said he asked five
D.Ls and six head constables would
they attend am identity parade, What
happened? ‘Every ‘one of them exercised
his legal right not to attend an identity
parade. In other words, rather than do
-their first duty as policemen to find out
who was the person iavolved, they

.. clubbed topether to -cloak and protect
‘the man who did this job,

« Secondly, evidence is available that

zpolicemran from Victoria Barracks. No
iiphotographs were produced. When Dis-
tinct Inspecior Faulkner was questioned
2t Mr. Devenney’s inquest, he said that
he had interviewed over 400 people—a
vty -thorough investigation—and had
en wittten to members. of the R.U.C.
0. had resigned but he could not get
evidence to tell him who was guilty.

he knew that one of the Misses
enney had in the hospital that even-
g:5een 4 policeman with an injury ‘to
%hand and a bandage on his hand,
ould not take a vety great defective
- iid out who he was, Hence the
spamentary  Secretary’s refusal to

. the names of the injured police-
&nd the extent of their injuries. That
ai.Teason why he did not give the
Uon to me—because it would
pointed the particular constable.

the other Devenney sister recog-
‘of the pqﬁcemez as one wl;go
n B, Viotorfa Barracks, District
e aulkner was asked did he
- 21y photographs of policemen
I . caney family, He said no, he
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txdne of the Devenney girls recognised a-
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did not. So how exhaustive does the
Parliamentary Secretary think that these
inquiries really were? Mr. Harkin, who
was ‘injured in the Devenney home that
evening, was faken from that home by
policemen to the police station and
thence to Altnagelvin Hospital. Surely
there is a record of who brought him to
the police station. Surely, again, it would
not require a toy detective kit to find
out who they were. Yet we are told that
the investigation has been very thorough.

There has been a lot of discussion in
fhis House over the past few months as
to how we can set up an impartial police
service which would have the respect of
the community as a whole, This is ‘what
all of us want. All hon. Members -on this
side of the House have made it clear that
we want %0 see an impartial police
service, because without that the very
fabric of this society is crumbling. But
while members of that force, and while
senior members of that force, cloak and
hide and contiive to protect criminals.in

their own ranks it is very difficult to have

any respect for them,

I believe that thiere are many members
of the police. force who resent the fact
that the people who have been guilty of
these outrages are bringing the whole ot
of them into disrepute. But neither can
there be any doubt that thete are many
members of the police force who know
who have been guilty of ‘this and who
are keeping quiet about it. How can
anyone defend that situation? We have
already had a situatiop where 16 police-
men were guilty of mishehaviour in the
January, 1969, incidents in the Bogside.
They were condemned: in ‘the Cameéron
Report and condemned“in the Baillie
Report. The Inspector General -subse-
guenﬂ_y saw fit 1o drop charges against

iem. :

Now we have others guilty of one of
the worst possible outrages. Children
were beaten, a young girl was picked ip
by the hair as she lay across to pro-
tect her younger brothers and sisters and
was thrown across the room and beaten,
and a man got 22 stitches in the head
and subsequently died. That is the sort
of conduct that went on. If we are to
have an hnpartial police force, ‘then
policemen guilty of criminal behaviour
should be brought to book just as much
as anybody else.

e INT Wl e - S S SR SEET el i
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[Mr. Hume] Mr. Hume; ;Why did they refuse to

From what I have said this afterncon it
must be very clear to most people that
there is enough evidence for anybody to
find out who was guilty of this. The Par-
liamentary Secretary cotnes here today
and says that the “exhaustive™—and I
would put that in quotation marks—in-
quiries revealed nothing. He tells us that,
and then goes further by refusing to give
us essential information. I can only sa
that the Parliamentary Secretary, too, is
conniving and protecting these people—
these criminals.

3.16 p.m.,

The Parliamentary Secretary to the
Ministry of Home Affairs {Mr. Taylor):
The hon. Member has referred to the
attack on the Devenney home on 19th
April, 1969, and has made serious
allegations about the.inquiries into this
attack which were carried out under
District Inspector Fanlkner. T will sum-
marise very quickly the allegafions

which he has made. One is that thereis

evidence that a policeman had an injury
which was attended to'in the Altnagelvin
Hospital and that a thorough investiga-
tion of this was not carried out, I can
assure him that a fully effective investi-
gation of the case of any policeman
treated for an injury in that hospital was
carriecd out. Therefore the matter to
which the hon, Member has réferred
was thoroughly investigated by the
R.U.C. investigation team.

Mr, Hume: Who wcre' the policemen
with the injured hands?

Mr. Taylox: This is what I said: any

:policeman with an injured hand in the

Altnagelvin Hospital was investigated
by the R.U.C.

Mr, Hume: How many were there?

Mr, Taylox: I said “any who thad.”
I am not going to say how many.

The hon, Member mentioned that one
member of the R.U.C. reported to have
been in the Devenncy home was carrying

a blackthorn stick, Once again I can

assure him that all officers of the Royal
Ulster Constabulary who were known to
be present at the Devenney home or
near 'to it were investigated by this
R.ULC. team.

found it possible to identify by nan

FEy et ar st ;.-;.:.r.m'xe‘!-.?':}.-'a‘

attend an identity parade, then?

Mr, Speaker: Would hon. Memberg
please restrain themselves and allow the
Parliamentary Secretary to proceed?

ARG A, e

M. T‘aylor: It is very easy to mis.
represent a subject—— .

Mr. O’Hanlon (South Armagh): Yoy
are doing a good job.

Mr. Taylor but one must be fajr
about this mattér, No member of the
Devenney family. or any relation or
friend who was present there at the time
bas found it possible either to identify
by appearance, nmame or otherwise any
member of the Royal Ulster Constaby.
lary who was.presént. :

Mr. Hume: Why did District Inspec:
tor Faulknoer not show the photographs.
of the policemen whom they had in.
dicated? ’ Wit

W

Mr. Taylor: What I am saying is thi

that tlie Devenney family have mb

or appearance any member of the Roya
Ulster Constabulary present. N 5
Mr. Hume: No identity parade,
photographs. -

Mr, Devlin (Belfast, Falls): Bec
they believe in ;oncealment x

Mr. Taylor: People have legal ri
That includes every one. It.ing
members of the R.U.C. They cax,
to take part in an identification.
just like any other person.

Mr. Fitt (Belfast, Dock): Yk
making it easy for yourself. :

Mr., Taylor: The point Is «ﬂi
evidence has been prcsen,ted_._ 3
member of the family or theif, :

Mr. Hume: Because you mi{
possible for ther. - 8t

Mr. Taylor—as to theti
ance or the number of R.UES 2
sent, The RU.C. investigd
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has thoroughly investigated the (wo
points referred to by the hon. Member
% for Foyle (Mr., Hume), namely, the
, member of the R.U/C. treated in hos-

pital for an injured hand and the ques-
§ §e tion of any member of the RU.C.
carrying a blackthorn stick in the home
of the Devenney family. I would go
further and say that the: fact that the
investigation squad made inquines from
400 members of the public underlines
the thoroughness of the investigation, I
reject very much the insinvation and in-
deed the clear statement of the hon,
Member that certain members of the
R.U.C, are trying to shelter other mem-
bers of the force.

Mr. Fitf: They are.

Mr. Taylor: It is a most reprehen-
sible statement to make in this House
and there is no justification whatever for
it.

© Mr. Hume: Will the Parliamentary
¥ Secretary agree to a CILD. investiga-
N Lion?

- 3.21 pm.

- . Mr. Currie: The Parllamentary Secre-
> fary bas given us an exhibition of twist-
ing and turning, half-truths and possibly
Féven worse. It was a great exhibition
#Which demonstrated why the Parlinment-
Ty Secretary is trusted by no one in
his community, either on the right wing
or the liberal wing. We have been given
g;.very fine indication of the type of
arliamentary performer he is by what
%.ha.s said today. It has been suggested
18t it is not in the public interest to

E‘

-y

L T Y A s L

sclose the names of members of the
.C., as requested by the hon, Mem-
Jdor Foyle (Mr. Hume). The bon
tiber made very serious allegations
nst the R.U,C, -allegations which
ust be answered one way or the other.
agyould suggest to the Minister of

e, Affairs—and I will direct my
ks to the Minister responsible and
0"the Parliamentary Secretaty be-
Eothere s no point in addressing
Ar%s to him——

iy, ’
wappeaker: Will the hon. Member
iddress the Chair?

pseumie:  Yes, Mr. Speaker,
1 ‘z.‘lou to the Minister of Home
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Affairs, These allegatidiis are so serious
that it is not in the public interest for
the information asked for to be hidden.
It is in the public interest that this in-
formation should be given so that if a
proper investigation were carried out the
public will be made aware that this
proper investigation was undertaken, If
necessary, people from outside the
RUKX, from the CJID., should be
broughi in.

andom-icrry Incident

Mr. Hume: Hear, hear.

Mr. Currie: I am sure we would get
the assistance of the Inspector General
on this, They should be brought in in
order to ensurc 'that there has been a
full, thorough and proper investigation
into this whole matter. 'We are dealing
bere with the forces of law and order.
As long as it is possible for allegations
to be made and not properly replied to
there cannot be full support for apd
confidence in the R.U.C, 1 would argue
very strongly that it is in the public
interest and also in the interest of mem-
bers of the RU.C, that this investiga-
tion should be seen to be 2 thorough
investigation.

3.24 pm.

Mr. Fitts I sincerely hope that the
remarks that have been expressed in
the House {his afiternoon will be fully
published tomorrow at least in the local
Press. I would be quite prepared to
abide by the verdict of the whole com-
munity when they read 'the full report
of what has been said here today and
see if they can place any credence what-
sover—I repeat what has been said by
the hon, Member for East Tyrone (Mr.
Currie)—on the half-truths which were
uttered and atfempted to be put across
this House by the Parliamentary Secre-
tary as a reply. I echo the questions
put by the hon. Member for Foyle (Mr.
Hume). Why was it that the 13 senior
police officers in Derry on that occasion,
those who in the normal course of their
duties carry blaclkthorn sticks, were not
brought out for an identification par-
ade? One would think ¢hat it would
be a relatively easy thing for a few
members of the Devenney family to come
along.to such an identification parade
and see if it was possible to pick out

o
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T in Mr. Fitt: The hon. Member has some-

: of one sitting beside him who is half-

1ght witted. ’

" to

put Mr. Burns——could find out who

tion perpetrated this alleged crime,

any '

2:112 Mr. Currie: Alleged crime?

BTy Mr. Burns: If this is so, I am wonder-
L ing where it would be possible to ob-

tain a 40y set of instrumernts so that we

Bill could make a present of them to the

e it hon. Membe_r. It may be that we would

ade have more difficulty in getting him sotne-

will one hal-witted. At the same- time,
fhe sometimes if people had one more brain

1ia- they would be half-witted and perhaps

can he wounld -have no difficelty in finding
by out who was responsible, This is not a

st question of who is responsible. It js

\der purely and simply a question of propa-

ned ganda. :

&lﬁ Mz, Fitt: Shame,

ach )

Mr. Boms: We have been advised,
and I accept it, that the cases of the
policeman ‘who attended at’ Altnagelvin
Hospital with an injured hand and the.
members of the R.U.C, who carried
blackthorn sticks were fully investigated,
>« This being so it seems to me—I am
" Quite sure all sensible people will agree
; —that when a thorough investigation is
¢ carried out and it s not possible to put
v the blame on any one set of shoulders,
then, if hon. Members know certain
Hacts that are not known to the Minjster
7or the Attorney-General, they should

ut them before them.
.&‘

%f: Mr. Heme: On a point of order,
3Mr. Speaker: On a point of cor-
*ection.

$VIr, Hume: | fjcl‘lst ﬁvant to D-intorm the
. r North Derry (Mr.
Ins) that all she inform@tioixy men-
died by me this afternoon is available
ethe: people who investigated this in-

It 95 in  statements given by
2us people. It has been known to
2 a0d the faot ithat such information
guored is surely proof that there

_grten-uon of trying to find out

18 MarcH 1970
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Mr. Buras: Infotmation has been
iven and investigated and it has been
ound that there was no substance in .

Hon. Members opposite realise as well
as anybody else that when a crime
happens information is given to the pol-
ice from all quarters and by all kinds
of people. All this information is
thoroughly investigated. I am satisfied
that this incident was thoroughly in-
vestigated by the police and I am quite
happy to abide by the ‘results of their
- Investigation.

Mr. Hume: There were no resnlts.
Mr. Fitt: Nothing happened.

Mr, Burns: Over 800 policemen were
injured very badly. Some of them had
their jaws broken. The hon. Member
for Dock says that nothing happened.
Hon. Members apposite would not think
it worth their while to say tiat the per-
gerrators of those crimes ought to be

rought to justice, It would be a pood
idea if we tried 4o forget about these
things, carried on with the business of
the House and stopped- going back aver
old sores, let them be right or Wrong.
I can give hon. Membérs opposite an
assurance, # any assurance is required

rr——
~

Mr. Devlin: We need the hon, Mem-
ber’s assurance for everything we, do.

Mr. Bumns——that when the R.U.C.
investigates any matter it does so very
thoroughly, A]i, reasonable and sensible
people are willing to accept the resujts
of that investigation. -

Mr. Hume: There were no results,

335 pm.

Mr. O°Hanlon: Most days I enjoy re-
marks made by ithe hon. Member for
North Perry (Mr. Burns), but the plati-
tudes he indulged in today are com-
pletely out of place. The matter we are
discussing ds far too serious for the type
of irrelevancies he has spoken, A very
hackneyed phrase has been trotted out
by the Government fime and time again
over the past few months. They have
said that justice must not only be done
but be seen to be done. Unfortunately
all we have seen is an exhibition of
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[Mr. Carron]

is a distrust that there was a miscarriage
of justice. Surely a family and the
people have a right to know this has
been fully investigated? T endorse the
suggestion that the CLD. or some other
body which would take an impartial
view should establish that justice is done.
The reputation of the R.U.C, is at stake.
I hope that when the Minister replies
he will give us that assurance,

3.48 p.m.

The Minister of Home Affairs (Mr.
Porter): I do not think that the angry
tone with which some hon. Members
opposite spoke on this matter lends
weight in any way fo the case they
sought to present to the House, Inso-
far as they implied that the Parliament-
ary Secretary was speaking on his own
account | would take this opportunity
to refute that in its entirety. What we
are concerned with is an investigation
that has to be carried out in accordance
with well recognised principle and -prac-
tice, I repeat, as the Parliamentary Sec-
retary said, a policeman does not lose
Igjs rights simply because he is in uni-
orm. .

There has been a great deal of talk
as to why an identification parade was
not ordered. Again, this is simply a
question of recognising the rights that
individuals have regardless of what is
their position in the community. 1 for
one am not prepared to legislate in this
manner—which is really what the hon.
Members opposite are inviting me to do
in order to deal with one particnlar mat-
ter, especially when it is one in which
I have taken some personal interest and
have inspected the file. I am satisfied,
as the Parliamentary Secretary has said,
that a most thorough investigation was
carried out and that every avenue has
been explored. '

Mr. Hume: Would the Minister give
way?

Mr, Porter: Yes.

Mr. Hume: Is the Minister satisfied

it has been a thorough investigation? He

- would agree that hon. Members of this
side of the Houss and many people in

the community are not satisfied? Would

Houske oF CoMMONS
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he agree therefore to an independent in-
vestigation by officers of the CI.D.?

_ M. Porter: I'have every confidence
in the present Inspector General and in
those who carried out the investiga-
ton——

Mr. Hume: He was not there.

Mr. Porters To say he was not there
at the time is being very naive. The
present Inmspector General is perfectly
competent to make an assessment of
what is happening in the force he now
commands. Hon. Members are putting
the case no further forward in making
this suggestion, The hon. Member for
Foyle (Mr, Hume) in saying that the
fact that information was given and thag
no action was itaken is proof of an up-
willingness to act again demonstrates
how little he appreciates the rights which
have got to ‘be recognised in this case
as in any dthers, I recognise fully that
Mr. Devenney received the most griev.,
ous and reprehensible beating on this
occasion. 2

WMr. Hume: From whom?

Mr. Porfer: Some hon. Memben:
opposite mentioned the question of the

.tights and indeed insofar as they werd

ﬁursued by the family, they were, as th
on, Member knows, fully recognised;
I do pot want to speak about the prod
ceedings on hand af the moment hu¥:
the hon. Member knows that the Minis}
try which is responsible for all claim

of criminal injury in this instance

mitted Hability. That simply is an -
mission that the injuries resulted from
a criminal injury under that particuldzy

act H
Mr. Hume: By policemen.

Mr. Porter——and, indeed, I.%@}
suggest that the hon. Member &
Mourne (Mr. O'Reilly) was mosti
wise to make the assumptions he, 2
this afternoon when he said, in the;Bi3
tive terms employed by him, 'tha
resulted from those imjuries. L L&
in putting it this way he is PUMI
much further than he s entitled

Mr. Q'Reilly: T am entitled tg&?
that wdy. i
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