












18. Having regard to the concerns raised by recent events, the parties were informed 

that a represe�tative from the Department with knowledge of the events at the 

school must attend this hearing. I am grateful to Mr. Wayne Roberts, the 

Designated Safeguarding Lead and Behaviour Support Service Manager in the 

Department for attending Court this afternoon on such short notice. He also 

provided a helpful Statement dated 18 May 2021, the content of which he 

confirmed as being accurate this afternoon.

19. Mr. Roberts confirmed that the allegations that were circulated in the media (a 

number of such media releases were exhibited to the affidavit of the father), were 

the ones under investigation. He indicated that the Multi-Agency Safeguarding 

Hub (MASH) were investigating the events. He could not give a precise date of 

when the investigation would be completed, but he felt it would be months away 

and would be after the end of the current academic year.

20. He outlined the actions that the Department had taken. They have appropriately 

removed the three members of staff who were purportedly involved in the alleged 

incidents. I am satisfied from what Mr. Roberts has told the Court that the 

individuals will not be back at the school prior to the end of the school year. The 

Department, by its actions, has promptly removed the immediate risk from the 

school. I accept that there may remain an ongoing question as to why these 

alleged actions may have taken place without other members of the school body 

seeing any warning signs. Mr. Roberts indicated that they happened at the end of 

the school day and that the teachers in the school were simply told that the 

children were to report to the Principal' s office.

21. An Acting Principal has been appointed at the school. Mr. Roberts informed that 

there would be a replacement for the Special Needs/Service Coordinator, 

probably within a week. He noted the concern of the father that the suspended 

Coordinator may have had some involvement with the child's affairs post her 

suspension, but he believes that this was limited to handing over her file rather 
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