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The Death of Terence Wheelock;

Report Following Investigation

1. Background

TerenceVHEELOCK was born on the #f March 1985 antived in the Summerhill

area of Dublin.

At 12.10 pm on the 2nd Ju2€05,hewas arrested with three othgung malegor an
offence under Section 112 of tR@ad Traffic Acts (Unauthorized taking af
vehide).The vehicle, which was disabled driver vehicle, had been stolen sttme

earlier in the Donnybrook area.

Two of those arreste@ary GIFFORD and Noel HUDSOMere detained at Mountjoy
Garda Station, while Terence WHEELO@Kd Simon DOHERTY were tak toStore
Street Gardat&tion arriving there at 12.20 pm.

Garda accounts state that at 14:40 pm on thefZune Terence WHEELOCK was

found in his cell with a ligature tied around his neck. He was unconscious.

Terence WHEELOCK was rushed to hospikéé. never recovered consciousness and
remained in a coma for three months until he died at the Mater Hospital ortbe 16
September 2005.

A Garda Siochana investigation into the death of Terence WHEELOCK was carried out
by Detective Superintendent OIMEANLEY andDetective Sergear8ean
CAMPBELL.

A file in the matter was forwarded on the™&f December 2005 to the Office of the
Director of Public Prosecution. No charges were directed against any member of An
Garda Siochana in relation to the dedterence WHEELOCK.



On the 1% of February 2006 the inquest into ttiecumstances of the death of the late

Terence WHEELOCK was formally opened. The inquest was adjourned to allow legal
argument and discussiamd on Monday the 30of November 2006 atife Cor oner s
Court in Dublin, Dr. Brian FARRELL, the Dublin City Coroner, commenced the inquest

in front of a jury.

Sean GILLANE B.L. appeared for the Wheelock family instructed by Yvonne
BAMBURY of Ferryods Solicitors. bdafofithe e | 00

Garda Commissioner instructed by the Chief State Solicitor.

Hl

Onthe18o0f July 2007 the inquest jury returned

Suici deb.

The verdict was recorded by the Coroner as
Mater Hospital, Dublin on the 16September 2005. The cause of death was
bronchopneumonia due to neck compression caused by hanging. Terence WHEELOCK

was in Garda Custody at cell 7 Store St Garda Station oritdar® 2005 when the

incident occurred.Delat of sui ci deo.

The inquest jury made the following recommendations:

f

ANo (1) That CCTV security cameras be in ope

State, monitoring all relevant areas within the stations, and that this be implemented as

soon as possie.

No (2) In all Garda stations within the State that those held in custody be checked every
15 minutes, regardless of how they present themselves, and that this be implemented

immediately.

No (3) In all Garda Stations within the State that (disposald#)ing be provided to
those in custody to avoid any future attempts atislin, and that this be implemented

with urgency.



No (4) In all Garda Stations within the State that external independent health and safety

officers carry out health and safetydau t s wi t h i mmedi ate effect. o

The Garda SiochanaOmbudsmanCommission Investigation under Section 102(4)
of the Garda Siochana Act 2005

On the 2% of July 2007, the Garda Siochana Ombudsman Commission, having
considered submissiomsade by the family of @rence WHEELOCKommenced an
investigation under section 102(4) of the Garda Siochana Act 2005 into the circumstances
surrounding the death of Terence WHEELOCK as it was considered a matter of public

interest.

Section 102(4) of the Garda Siochana Act 26idfes as follows:
The Ombudsman Commission may, if it appears to be desirable in the public interest to
do so and without receiving a complaint, investigate any matter that appears to it to
indicate that a member of the Garda Siochana may have

a) committedan offence, or

b) behaved in a manner that would justify disciplinary proceedings.

The purpose of the Garda Ombudsman investigation, as designated under section 98 of
the Garda Siochana Act 2005, was to establish whether or not any member of An Garda

Sioch#&a caused the death of or serious harm to Terence WHEELOCK, specifically:

0The Garda Ombudsman takes the view that it
of any failure by any member of the Garda Siochana in allowing for the presence of the
cord/ligature in the cell and any act or omission by member(s) surrounding Mr.

Wheel ockds arrest and detention that may hayv
Wheel ock. 0

Statement Made by Larry Wheelock on Behalf of the Family of Terence Wheelock:

Allegations andlssues



On the ' of August 2007 a meeting was held with the family of Terence WHEELOCK.
I n attendance were Terence WHEELOCKOs parent
and his two brothers Larry and Robert WHEELOCK.

It was agreed at this meeting that LAWYHEELOCK, the brother of the deceased, would
act as the spokesperson for the family and would provide a statement outlining their areas
of concern and any points they wished to rai

On the 28 of January 2004 signel statement was taken from Larry WHEELOCK
concerning the arrest and detention of his brother Terence WHEELOCK. Larry
WHEELOCK outlined areas that were of concern to the family. He also made specific

allegations.

Larry WHEELOCK alleged that his brotherefence WHEELOCK was assaulted during

his arrest, that whilst in custody Garda members taunted Terence WHEELOCK about the
content of his mobile phone, that Terence WHEELOCK was unconscious for part of his
detention and that there was a delay in ringingrabudance to assist his brother at Store
Street Station.

Larry WHEELOCK also alleged that his brother may have been sexually assaulted during

his detention. In making this allegation Larry WHEELOCK stated that Dr. Carl GREY,

an independent pathologist whad conducted a post mortem on Terence WHEELOCK,

had stated that there may have been an 0i nju

the cause of blood staining found in Terence

Larry WHEELOCK also expressed concerbsuat the custody record in relation to the
detention of Terence WHEELOCK and the Garda

An Garda Siochana



On the 28' of August 2007 Superintendent Raymond BARRY of Store Street Garda
Station appointed Inspectoefgus DWYER as Liaison Officer. Inspector DWYER acted

as the single point of contact for An Garda Siochana and liaised directly with the Garda
Siochana Ombudsman Commission investigation team regarding access to material held
by the Gardai. Inspector DWYE&Rso facilitated requests for access to Store Street

Station for the purpose of inspecting the custody facilities.
Summary of the Garda Siochana Ombudsman Commission Investigation

The Gard&iochana Ombudsman Commission has conducted a comprehensive
independent investigation of the circumstances surrounding the death of Terence
WHEELOCK.

The investigation has extensively reviewed existing documentationthe original
investigation undertaken by An Garda Siochana relating to the arrest, detention and
medical treatment of Terence WHEELOCK.

The Garda Ombudsman investigation rexeivedand reviewed documentatidrom
numerousthersources including the Mater Hospitdlhe Coroner for Dublinthe Prison
Service and the solicitor for the WHEELOCK fdyni

Extensive enquiries have been made identifying and tracing witnesses who have been

able to assist the investigation.

Extensive and thorough house to house enquir
Avenue/Summerhill area of Dublin to identify awjtnesses who may have seen the

arrest of Terence WHEELOCK and the three other males. Several witnesses were

identified who had not previously provided accounts of the arrests and statements were

taken from them.



Several of the witnesses interviewed ia tiriginal Garda investigation had to be traced
as no current addresses were held for them. A number of witnesses had left the country.

Two witnesses had #lecated to Australia.

Where possiblegll of the original vithesses were fimterviewed and freshccounts
obtained from them. This included all the medical staff involved in the resuscitation and

emergency care of Terence WHEELOCK.

All of the Garda members involved in the arrest and detention of Terence WHEELOCK
have been rnterviewed by Garda Omblsman investigators and where appropriate

certain allegations have been put to the members for comment.

A detailed time line of the arrest and detention of Mr. WHEELOCK was created by a
crime analyst the Garda Siochana Ombudsman Commission using lablkevand

relevant material.

Several expert opinions have been sought in relation to technical aspects of the evidence.
Expert opinion has been sought on the ligature thought to have been used by Terence
WHEELOCK and on the cell alarm switch in cell 7Sabre Street Station. Expert

opinion has also been sought in relation to the extensive available medical evidence
relating to the treatment of Terence WHEELOCK.

Forensic analysis of Terence WHEELOCKOs <cl ot
WHEELOCKOGs mowas alseangysed.

The original video tapes of an after caution interview of another prisoner unconnected to
the arrest of Terence WHEELOCK that was being carried out in an interview room at
Store Street Garda Station during the time Mr. WHEELOCK waletention was

requested and received from An Garda Siochana. This tape was enhanced by forensic
experts to improve the quality of the audio track. The audio track contains a recording of

background noise from the cell area of Store Street Garda Statiwtane Mr.



WHEELOCK was found in his cell. This audio track was not previously examined for
evidence relevant to the death of Terence WHEELOCK and was not available to the jury

at the inquest.



2. The Circumstances of the Arrest and Detention of Trence
WHEELOCK:

The circumstances of this case are divided into three sections in chronological order for
ease of reference.
These sections are:
1. Events Prior to the Arrest of Terence WHEELOCK
2. The Arrest of Terence WHEELOCK, GARY GIFFORD, Noel
HUDSON and Simon DOHERTY
3. The Detention of Terence WHEELOCK

In describing the circumstances, reference will be made to four main sources of evidence.
These are:
e Evidence gathered by the original Garda Siochana investigation undertaken by
Detective Superintendent HMLEY,
e Evidence provided by the family of Terence WHEELOCK or their
representatives.
e Evidence provided at the Coronerd6s ingqu

e Evidence gathered by the Garda Ombudsman investigation team.
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Section One:

Events Prior to the Arrest of Terence Wheelock

The First Anonymous Call

Garda accounts state that the 2° of June 200%t around 10.30 am an anonymous

female caller rang the public office of Fitzgibbon Street Garda Station.

The call was answered by GARDA 01 who was stationed in Fitzgibbon Streat at th

time.

The female caller informed GARDA 01 that she had seen Simon DOHERTY in the back
yard of his home at 41, Sean O06Casey Avenue
The caller stated that Simon DOHERTY had brought the car in earlier that morning.

Thefemale caller would not identify herself.

GARDA 01 was on duty with GARDA 02 as the crew of Uniform Alpha One (UA1), the

Fitzgibbon Street patrol car.

GARDA 01 and GARDA 02 went i mmediately to Se
rear of number 41. Fromthe laneway GARDA 01 was able to see a black car in the back
yard of number 41. GARDA 01 was also able to identify the make of the car as a Toyota

Yaris and the registration as 02 D 27490. There was no one in the car at this time.
The laneway is locallyr) f er red t o as OPigds Laneod.
GARDA 01 and GARDA 02 parked their patrol car in a position that allowed them to

observe access to the laneway and then requested personnel at Fitzgibbon Street station to

check whether the car had been reported stolen.
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The ca had not been reported stolen at that point but GARDA 01 stated that he was still
suspicious and requested that a car from Donnybrook be dispatched to contact the owner

of the car to confirm that the car wasnodot st
GARDA 02 stayed in position and kept the laneway under observation.

The registered owner of the vehicle was identified. The owner suffered from Multiple
Sclerosis and the Toyota Yaris was an automatic transmission model adapted to suit a
disabled driver.

At approximatelyL1.00 anon the 2% of June 200%5ardaifrom Donnybrook Garda
station called to the address of the owner and enquired whether anyone had been given
permission to use the car. They had not.

The Theft of the Car

In a statement provided Gardai on the 1Bof June 2005 the owner explained that on
the £'of June 2005 she had parked her car outside her apartment at around 5 p.m.
She further stated that she had had difficulty sleeping that night and could remember
looking out her windovat about 04.30 am on th&"af June and seeing her car parked

outside her door.
She then went to sleep.

At some point after 04.30 am on th¥ af June 2005 the car was stolen and transported

to the rear yard of 41, Sean O6Casey Avenue.
Simon DOHERTY 20, date of bith 220 f December 1984, then of 4

Avenue, provided a statement to the Garda Ombudsman investigation team Bofthe 6
August 2008. In this statement Simon DOHERTY admitted stealing the Toyota Yaris.

12



Noel HUDSON, 20, datef birth 1I"o f December 1985, of 19 Sean
also provided a statement to the Garda Ombudsman investigation team. He also admitted

to stealing the vehicle in Donnybrook.

Both Noel HUDSON and Simon DOHERTY state that Terence WHEELOCK was not
with them during the theft of the vehicle.

Whereabouts of Terence WHEELOCK Prior to the Arrest

Evidence exists as to the whereabouts and activity of Terence WHEELOCK in the hours

prior to his arrest at Sean O6Casey Avenue.

In his statement to the Ga@®mbudsman dated the"26f January 2008, Larry

WHEELOCK, stated as follows, AFirst of all,
he was arrested unduly. He had no part in the stealing of the car or any part in dealing

with the car. He only left #gnhouse five minutes before his arrest and the car was stolen

the night before. o

Later in the statement, Larry WHEELOCK state
up at nine o6clock.d6 He continues to descridb
house that morning with Terence when the car had been stolen. | was reading law books.

Terence was in his bedroom which was directly facing mine. Two weeks previously

Terence had been arrested and he had injured
GARDA 03 and GARDA 04 were on pral in the Summerhill Area in the early hours of
the 2% of June 2005 and have provided statements to An Garda Sfochana which state that

they met Terence WHEELOCK during their patrol.

GARDA 03 made his statementontié8f January 200 Btatemendis GARDA O

undated.
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At approximately 5 am GARDA 03 and GARDA 04 were attending a call on the North
Circular Road when they were approached by a taxi driver who reported a male acting
suspiciously in the area. The taxi driver reported that he thougimale was attempting

to break into a car.

When the two Gardai had finished attending the call, GARDA 03 drove the patrol car up
Summer North Street where he observed a male walking towards them. GARDA 03
states that the male appeared to drop sometfonghis hands when he saw the Gardai
approaching. GARDA 03 and GARDA 04 established that the man had dropped a pair of
black cotton gloves.

GARDA 03 reports that the male gave his name as Terence WHEELOCK, date of birth,
23% f Mar ch 19 8 BaseyfAvesud, Sumgerhilln Duldio 1.

GARDA 03 states, fiHe appeared intoxicated bu
from his breath. He was not intoxicated enough to be a danger to himself or others in his

vicinity.o

GARDA 03 states that Terence WHEEBCK denied going near any of the cars in the
area and stated that he had come over the fe

going for a walk.

The Gardai directed Mr. WHEELOCK to leave the area and he walked off in the
direction of the North Cirdar Road.

Following this GARDA 04 and GARDA 03 did a further check of the area where they

recovered a set of bolt cutters in a white p

left in the street.
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Investigators from the Garda Siochana Ombudsnmamnassion interviewed both
GARDA 04 and GARDA 03.

GARDA 03 stated that prior to this incident he knew Terence WHEELOCK as he had

met him on a few occasions. He states that on this occasion Terence WHEELOCK gave

the i mpression thabDAhe3o6o6whatadt G008WhOUGAR t
taken a legal or illegal substance because | could not smell any alcohol coming from

him. 0 GARDA 03 also states that he does not
Terence WHEELOCK at this time.

GARDAO4,inhi s statement to the Garda Ombudsman |
early hours of the morning that | spoke to Terence WHEELOCK, he appeared to be in an
intoxicated state, | could not smell alcohol from him though, but he did appear to be

undertheinfle nce of an intoxicating substance. He

Later on the 2 of June 2005GARDA 04 entered the details of the incident on the

Gardai PULSE recording system. The incident is recorded as having taken place at 05.00

am on the %' of June 2005. fieexact details recorded on the PULSE system are as

folows, A Foll owing a complaint from a passing t
checking out cars stopped and searched Terence Wheelock d.o.b. 23/03/85 of 34 Sean
O6Casey Avenue on S saamteproved negadve but aNvairrotbtack T h e
cotton gloves were found very close to suspect and a pair of bolt cutters were found

hidden in a pram at the top of summer street. The bolt cutters were also wrapped in a

white plastic bag. o

WITNESS 01, a frienadf Terence WHEELOCK, provided a statement to the Garda

Ombudsman investigation on the™2% June 2009. She states that on tfefJune

2005 at around 3.30 am Terence WHEELOCK phon
was saying he csaaskinginmdvhat Isvasel@ng. | said ke hadavoke me

up. He said he was just going to go downstairs to see if he could rob a few smokes off his

Da and that was it. He asked me to give him a ring in the morning when | woke up. | sent

1t



him a text message at@lt 9.3010 am and he phoned me back to my mobile about 15

20 minutes | ater. He was saying he asked his
was for. He was saying that he had taken all his posters down off the walls in his room

and asked me to get hinew curtains for the room while | was in town. He said he was

going to tear his room apart and start painting it. | remember he wanted to change it

around by moving the furniture about. He said he was up from about 8 am because he

coul dndét s mevasme washedaasdldressed land he said no. | think he was

cooking something down in the kitchen which is why it took hir2@5ninutes to get

back to me from the time | text. | think he left his phone upstairs. | said that | would see

him when | finishedvork at 9 pm that night and that | would bring the curtains around to

his house so that we could put them up. This was the last time | spoke to Terence. He was

a bit narky that he hadndét had much sl eep bu
roomdone, he had his music blaring and it was a lovely sunny day. Overall he was in

grand form. o

Simon DOHERTY in his statement to the Garda Ombudsman states that on the morning
of the 29 of June 2005 he rang Terence and asked him to come round to hés Heus
states that Terence was painting his bedroom at the time. He describes that Terence then

called around to number 41, Sean O6Casey Ave

In his evidence to the Coroner on th&2s November 2006, Simon DOHERTY stated
as f ol l ows, tdfsleeging tdhblets th& reght beforel Tthhe name of the tablets
were Zimovane, Zimos. Myself Terence and my two friends had taken the Zimos. We
took them the night before. Terence had nothing to do with the robbed car. | rang him
that morning, he was paing his room. | rang him and he came out and | told him | had a

car and al l of t hat . 6

As the clock setting on Terence WHEELOCKGs n
been set properlynte anal ysi s of Terence WH&EIWOCKAS6S mo
corrolorate whether thphone cdlfrom Simon DOHERTY to Terence WHEELOCK

took place.
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In a statement provided by Noel HUDSON to Garda Ombudsman investigators on the

15"0f May 2008, Noel HUDSON states as foll ows
was with Sinon DOHERTY in his back garden. We were looking at the jeep that we

robbed the night before in Donnybrook. We ha
garden. Simon DOHERTY Ilived in 41, Sean O006Ca
sunny morningsowedecde t o go for a wal k around the es
garden. We were just walking around the estate when we met Gary GIFFORD; he was in

the front of his garden at 36, Sean O6Casey
the back of md moer 6ass yead dlreinmai f he had any to

Noel HUDSON continues, AWe wal ked back to Si
us. We rang Terence to tell him to come and have a look at the jeep. He missed our call
and he must have had no credibas 6 c a | | med message came to on

Terence. We rang him back and he asked us what we were doing. Simon and | spoke to

him and we told him about the jeep that we h
garden and have alook atthe jeédp.lyou | ooked out the back win
you could see the jeep in Simonbés back garde

said that he had been up all night painting his room. I think he was doing his room up for

a change. 0

The analysisofT er enc e WHE EL OCd begn apldto coreobonate svhetiner

these calls and texts took place.

Noel HUDSON then states that a couple of minutes later Terence WHEELOCK climbed

over the back gate of 41, Sean @O&HE€asey Avenu
continues, Al think he was wearing a grey ho
written on it. When he came in we asked him what he was doing and he said that he was

up al l night painting his room. Tegobence was

that car; he knew what kind of car it was. He was telling us that we would be better off
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getting rid of it because of the fact that i

a specially built Toyota Yaris. o

Noel HUDSON describes Terence WHEECK wearing a grey hoody top and navy

bottoms with Adidas written on them. The outer clothing recovered from Terence

WHEELOCK following his admission to the Mater Hospital were a light bisieirt and

a pair of Navy Bl ue AdAdiadka sId aerkb rSalii d e rBeod t @mm
left leg.

Gary GIFFORD, date of birth ¥41anuary 1979, was a neighbour of Terence
WHEEL OCK. He | ived at 36 Sean O6Casey Avenue
this incident.

Gary GIFFORD in his statement to Gardakudsman investigators stated that between

10:00 am and 12:00 pm on th¥ &f June 2005, he was getting washed when Simon

DOHERTY and Noel HUDSON knocked on his front door. He stated that they wanted to

borrow some tools to take something from the back ofc a r . He said that he
loan them the tools but instead offered to remove whatever it was they wanted from the

back of the car.

Gary GIFFORD then states that Terence WHEELOCK then called to his house to borrow

a bicycle pump which he gave him.iGg GI FFORD t hen went to Si mo
house and began to remove the electronic wheelchair lift from the car. He states that

whilst he was removing the lift, Terence WHEELOCK arrived at the back garden through

Si mon DOHERTY®s house. madé&Garg@RrRFORDWHAEh& L OCK i nf

had returned the bicycle pump to his house.

Subsequent finger print analysis carried out
fingerprints on a disabled wheelchair that had been removed from the stolen car and was
foundinsidenu mber 41, Sean O6Casey Avenue. The fir

and Noel HUDSON were also found on the Toyota Yaris.
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Garda Preparation for the Arrest Operation

Shortly after 10.30 apres Gary GIFFORD was attempting to remove ehextronic lift

from the stolen Yaris, Gardai were gathering in the area.

GARDA 01 and GARDA 02 had parked their patrol car on North Great Charles Street
opposite Matt Talbot Court Flats facing onto the North Circular Road keeping the

entrance of Sean O6Casey Avenue in Vview.

GARDA 01 estimates that it took about at least an hour for Donnybrook Gardai to speak
to the car owner and establish that the Yaris was in fact stolen. Once it had been
established that the Yaris was a stolen vehicle, GARDA 01 and GARDA 02 requested
back .

GARDA 05 and GARDA 06 joined GARDA 01 and GARDA 02 in the patrol car.
GARDA 05 and GARDA 06 had been on beat patrol in the area.

GARDA 06 provided a statement to Detective Sergeant Sean CAMPBELL and Detective
Superintendent Oliver HANLEY in whichehstates that on the morning of tHé & June

2005 he was on beat duty with Community Police Officer GARDA 05. GARDA 06 states
that as a result of a radio message they went to North Great Charles Street to meet with
the crew of UA 1, the Fitzgibbon Sttdeatrol car.

GARDA 06 estimates that this took place at approximately 11.50 am. He stated that they
sat in the back of the patrol car for about

assistance.

SERGEANT 01 was on duty on th&'®f June 2005 attaeld to Mountjoy Station. He
had taken the patrol van to Fitzgibbon Street Station to collect stationary supplies when at
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the request of another Sergeant he went to S

Street Patrol which was dealing with a suspestet&n car.

SERGEANT 01 drove the patrol van to the area. He was accompanied in the van by
GARDA 07 and GARDA 08.

Also in the area at the time were GARDA 09 and GARDA 10 of Fitzgibbon Street who

were on beat duty in Summerhill.

There were now nine @a@ai in the immediate area available to deal with the suspected

stolen catr.

These were GARDA 01, GARDA 02, GARDA 05 and GARDA 06 in car Uniform
ALPHA 1; SERGEANT 01, GARDA 07 and GARDA 08 in the Garda van and GARDA
09 and GARDA 10 on foot patrol in theea.

The Second Anonymous Call

At around midday on the"%of June 2005 a second anonymous call was made to
Fitzgibbon Street Station. This call was taken by GARDA 11.

In her statement of the 3bf June 2005 Garda 11 said that the female caller tase
give her name. She states that the female ca

in the back yard in Sean O6Casey Avenueo.

The use of the phrase 6that caré would sugge

anonymous calls to Fitzgibbonr&et Garda Station.

Despite extensive enquiries, including all the houses that overlook the scene, it has not

been possible to identify the anonymous female caller.
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Garda 11 stated that she gave out the contents of this call on the radio exactlyaas she h

received it and estimates that the call was received by her at mid day.
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Section Twa
The Arrest of Terence WHEELOCK, Noel HUDSON, Simon
DOHERTY and Gary GIFFORD

The Pursuit

GARDA 11 estimates that she received the second call to Fitzgibbon Garelet Station
from an anonymous caller in relation to the

at around midday.

In his statement to Garda Ombudsman Investigators made in January 2009, GARDA 02
stated that he was in the Fitzgibbon Street PatrohitarGARDA 01, GARDA 05 and
GARDA 06 when the information was relayed to them that the car in the yard at number

41, Sean O6Casey Avenue was being vandali sed

GARDA 02 immediately drove the Fitzgibbon Street patrol car down the lane tacke b
of number 41. The members all got out of the car and approached the gate at the rear of

number 41.

GARDA 02 states that as he was the driver of the vehicle he was the last one out of the

car.

He describes how the other three Gardai were lookirtteigap at the gate at the rear of

number 41. He states that he jumped up on the gate and was able to see the stolen Yaris

and the occupants. He states, AnAs the | ads |
the gate at that time | saw the occupantfiefdar. | witnessed the driver in the Yaris

revving the engine and there was music playi

GARDA 02 states that al most i mmediately he h

occupants of the car jumped out.
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GARDA 02 states that heitnessed Simon DOHERTY alight from the front driver side

of the vehicle and Terence WHEELOCK get out of the front passenger seat. He states

t hat Noel HUDSON alighted from the rear driv

rear passenger side.

GARDA 01 ad GARDA 05 provided evidence to Detective Sergeant Sean CAMPBELL
and Detective Superintendent Oliver HANLEY in June of 2005 in relation to the position

of the four males in the car that is consistent with the account provided by GARDA 02.

GARDA 06 also povided a statement to Detective Sergeant CAMPBELL and Detective
Superintendent HANLEY in June of 2005. He confirmed that he saw Gary GIFFORD
and Noel HUDSON in the rear of the Yaris but was unable to identify the male in the

driver seat or the male in tfi@nt passenger seat as he was unfamiliar with them.

The Gardai all state that once the four males were alerted to their presence in the
laneway, all four alighted from the car and then ran in through the back door of number

41, Sean O6Casey Avenue.

GARDA 026s three coll eagues i mmediately ran
GARDA 02 jumped down from the gate and followed them.

The accounts of Simon DOHERTY, Noel HUDSON and Gary GIFFORD differ as to
their positions in relation to the car prior to themdraimng aware of the Garda presence.

In his statement to the Garda Ombudsman, Simon DOHERTY, states that he was
listening to music in the garden from the car and drinking bottles of Bulmers cider with
Noel HUDSON and Gary GIFFORD. He describes how Terend&RLOCK had

returned to his own home, leaving Noel HUDSON, Gary GIFFORD and himself in the

Toyota van. He states that Terence had returned to the yard and must have noticed the
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Gar da?z2. Si mon DOHERTY describes Terence WHEE

the Gardaz2o

He states, iwWe had our backs to the fence. T

through the house from the back to the front

Noel HUDSON told Garda Ombudsman Investigators that he had taken tools from Gary

GIFFORD and was workingontlkear when, O6Just in the corner
police and one of us shouted O0Therebds the po
house. We were | aughing because we coul dnodt

Gary GI FFORDOGs accoun tstatesachattwhes th&S@ardali arriv€imb u d s ma
he was inside the car working on it and the other three were standing outside the car. He

states that he was removing the last nut from the electric hoist when he looked to the back
gate and saw O0sooreer ignugy awi tuhs 6r.e dHeh asitratres t ha
then ran to the back door of the house, followed by Noel HUDSON, then Terence

WHEELOCK and then Gary GIFFORD.

From the available evidence it is likely that Gary GIFFORD is descriBiBDA 02
climbingthegateta t he rear of number 41, Sean O06Case

As GARDA 05 ran from Pigs Lane onto Sean O06C

assistance.

GARDA 09 and GARDA 10, who were in Summerhill on beat duty, heard over the radio
that a number of males were being pursoe@ardai. They immediately proceeded up

the steps from Summerhill to Sean O6Casey Ay
At the same ti me, SERGEANT 01 arrived at Sea

van. Also in the van were GARDA 07 and GARDA 08. As SERGEANT 01 stopped the

van, hesaw some of the four Gardai running in the opposite direction.
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GARDA 07 and GARDA 08 got out of the van and joined the pursuit on foot.
SERGEANT 01 turned the van around and headed in the direction the Gardai had run.

In his statement to the Garda Ombohn Simon DOHERTY describes how when he

and the other three males | eft the front doo
were fAsurroundedo. He states, fAWe ran out th
front garden. We were surrounded. The polwege coming towards us from

everywhere. o

Noel HUDSON states as follows, AAlIIl four of
the front garden. We looked to the left and we looked to the right and the police were

coming in from the Summerhill sideand 8eaO6 Casey Avenue side. The
Garda?2? that had followed us through from Sin
Garda? on foot and then the police cars star
far. o

Garda accounts would indicate timat Garda members entered number 41 or pursued the

four males through the house.

Gary GI FFORD stated as follows, Al could not
had a lock on it. It took about 40 seconds before Simon could open the lock. After the

door was open, all four of us ran out of the house. We all proceeded to run to the right

towards my house. The Gardai had surrounded the whole place and the house. The

Gardai ran towards us. All four of us were stopped in the garden, about three houses to

the right of Simonbés house. We were al/|l | augh

were arrested. o
GARDA 02 describes the pursuit in his statement to the Garda Ombudsman as follows,

AMy other three coll eagues hesSduaraatthefeolt st ar t

of Sean O6Casey Avenue, Il witnessed the four
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As the youths came out they took a right turn in the direction of the railings towards
Summerhill trying to make their getaway. | remember GARDA12® @ second Garda,
possibly a student Garda, | never found out who, had come up from Summerhill up to the
railings and they were meeting the youths coming the other way. We had been arranging
with Fitzgibbon Street for assistance so they have been calledlie station or one of

the other lads may have put a call on the radio. All four youths were surrounded. |

witnessed the four youths turn into a garden

In a statement made to the Garda Ombudsman ori"tbEMarch 2009 GARDA 09 said,

Al was on Summerhill, Dublin 1. I was with G
on Sean OO6Casey Avenue, the four males Si mon
WHEELOCK and Gary GIFFORD were being pursued on foot by a number of Gardai

When they saw us, they made no effort to run past us and they just ran into the front yard

of a house and stopped. They appeared to be out of breath and they gave themselves up to

be arrested. 0

Accounts of the Arrests

Accounts of the arrests are avhllafrom three main sources; the three males who were
arrested along with Terence WHEELOCK, the Gardai involved in the arrest and civilian

witnesses in the area at the time of the arrest.

The three males who were arrested along with Terence WHEELOCKatSeO6 Ca s ey
Avenue, Simon DOHERTY, Gary GIFFORD and Noel HUDSON have provided

accounts of the arrests on more than one occasion.
Noel HUDSON provided an account to the solicitor representing the WHEELOCK

family. This account is not signed or dated and wavided to the Garda Ombudsman

by the solicitor for the family.
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Noel HUDSON did not provide an account to the original Garda investigation and did not

give evidence at the Coroner6s inquest.

Noel HUDSON provided a statement to investigators from gael&Ombudsman on the
15" of May 2008. He was subsequentlyinéerviewed and a further statement taken
from him on the 29 of July 2008.

Gary GIFFORD provided an account to the solicitor representing the WHEELOCK
family. This account is not signed hitdated the $Lof July 2005. The typed account

was provided to the Garda Ombudsman by the solicitor for the family.

Gary GIFFORD did not provide an account to the original Garda investigation and did

not give evidence at the Coronerds inquest.

Gary GIFFORD provided a statement to investigators from the Garda Ombudsman on the
15" of May 2008. He was subsequentlyinéerviewed and a further statement taken
from him on the 29 of July 2008.

Since June 2005 Simon DOHER4s provided an account of theest on several
occasions. He has provided an undated statement to the solicitor for the WHEELOCK

family which has been provided to the Garda Ombudsman investigation.

Simon DOHERTY also provided a statement to Detective Sergeant CAMPBELL on the
21"ofNovember 2006 which was subsequently used
deposition before t hW¥ofKovemben20060Cn thatdateu e st on t

Si mon DOHERTY al so gave direct evidence at t

On the & of August 2008, SimoBOHERTY provided a statement to investigators from

the Garda Ombudsman.
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All nine of the Gardai involved in the arrest provided statements to the original Garda
enquiry. Three of the Gardai, GARDA 01, GARDA 02 and SERGEANT 01 also
provided evidence attteor oner 6 s i nquest.

All nine were reinterviewed by investigators from the Garda Siochana Ombudsman

Commission.

All nine of the Gardai provide descriptions of the arrest which suggest that it was free of

incident and that no force was used.

Extensvebuse to house enquiries were undertaken

Several witnesses were identified who provided statements to the investigation.

The Accounts ofSimon DOHERTY, Gary GIFFORD and Noel HUDSON

The descriptions of the arrests providgdSimon DOHERTY, Gary GIFFORD and Noel
HUDSON(differ from those of the Gardai in that they portray the Garda members as
being aggressive, verbally abusive and using excessive force during the arrest. The Garda

members state that the arrest was peacetuhatimout incident.

In relation to the treatment of Terence WHEELOCK by Gardai during his arrest, Simon
DOHERTY, Noel HUDSON and Gary GIFFORD have made two main allegations that
excessive force was used. In summary, these are that Terence WHEELOCK was
hardcuffed despite complaining of an injury to his arm and that Terence WHEELOCK

was struck off one of the Garda vehicles by one or more Garda members.
The first recorded account of Noel HUDSON of the arrest was provided to the solicitor

for the WHEELOCK fanly. The account is undated but it predates the interview of Noel
HUDSON by investigators from the Garda Ombudsman.
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I n this account, Noel H U &f SuBeN Myself antd Simon i1 r e me
DOHERTY were out all night. We wereinacarinthebadk Si mondés house | i ¢
music. Terence came over and was looking for a paintbrush as he was painting his room.

We were having a laugh and a smoke. Gary GIFFORD came over as well (nickname

Boo). Terence said, O0Theraeds hbespol Tbed e We
Guards everywhere. They said, O6You bastards,
was laughing at them. They handcuffed him and he was roaring at them to loosen the

cuffs as his shoulder was sore. They were beating his headaidestoff the side of

t he van. Myself and Gary were put in a polic

In this account, Noel HUDSON makes a clear allegation that Terence WHEELOCK was
mi streated during his arrest stahlithimgff Al saw
the side of the van. They hit him off the side of the van three or four times and were

bending his sore arm as far up as possi bl e ©b

In his statement to the Garda Ombudsman dated thefi@ay 2008, Noel HUDSON

describesthar r est as foll ows AThe police had thei
screaming at wus all, saying you fucking scun
stuff. We were surrounded and they were telling us to stop and not to run. The four of us

stopped ad then they started to grab at us. | think there was about 2 or 3 police for each

of us. Then they started to get rough. 0

In the accounts provided by Gary GIFFORD, he does not refer to any verbal abuse by the
Gardai. In his account provided to the saticfior the WHEELOCK family he also

makes no reference to any verbal abuse by the Gardai during his arrest.

In his account provided to the Garda Ombudsman on theflilay 2008, he stated,

AAfter the door was open, eallprocetdeduitorunaup us r an
to the right towards my house. The Gardai had surrounded the whole place and the house.

The Gardai ran towards us. All four of us were stopped in the garden about three houses

to the right of Si mon 0 eauskweimeh it whefunayghate al | |
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we all ended up in one garden. We were just laughing and did not say anything. All four

of us were arrested. o

In a further statement taken by Garda Ombudsman investigators, Gary GIFFORD
descri bed t he @ardaigrabbed Sereace WHEELOCK dnd 8imon
DOHERTY. Two Garda2 grabbed Noel HUDSON and

In his statement to the Garda Ombudsman Simon DOHERTY also does not refer to any
ver bal abuse from the Garda?2 at tias point a
nei ghbourdéds house when the police came, arre
me. They put handcuffs on me on the back. None of us resisted arrest. The Gardai had

surrounded us and we knew we were caught. Th

In his account prepared by the solicitor for the WHEELOCK family, Simon

DOHERTYo6s allegation in relation to the trea
arrest is as follows, fAWe were handcuffed be
as they cold behind our backs, up two steps and down two steps and we were flung in

the back of the van. Terence had a bad shoulder from the previous week and was asking

them to | oosen the cuffs but they woul dnot.
theywer e sl agging us. They were saying, OWait
were laughing at them. We were brought in the back of the station and reefed out the

back of the van. Both of us were slapped and hit out of the van. Our hands were still

behi nd our backs. 0

Later in this statement Simon DOHERTY also alleges that he was assaulted as he was

pl aced in the cell at Store Street stating,
cel I . I't was more | i ke beingmakethighed up. o Si
all egation in any of his subsequent statemen
Deposition, AThat day, the only time that th

putting me in the van, nobody touched me in Store Street, which is unusee.

Terence getting assaulted getting into the v
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In the account provided to his solicitor Simon DOHERTY does not allege that Terence
WHEELOCK was struck off a Garda vehicle in &
that both he and Terence WHEELOCK were assaulted at the rear of Store Street station

when they were getting out of the police van. In none of his subsequent statements does

Simon DOHERTY repeat or refer to this allegation.

In his statement to Detectiver§eant CAMPBELL and in his subsequent deposition to

the Coroneré6s Il nquest, Mr . DOHERTY stated as
separate. The other 2 went to Mountjoy in a car and the two of us were put into a van. Me

and Terence were handcuffed witlrtnands behind out backs. | knew why | was being

arrested | just knew why. When they were putting Terence into the van they were hurting

him. He had a sore arm. His arm was broke or fractured or something from Police

brutality 2 nights before. When theyeve putting him into the van he was complaining

about his arm and they whacked his head against the side of the van. Then we just drove

off to the Police Station. They were saying to us and threatening us that we were going to

be sectioned. They keptorysang t o us that we were going to

was in good spirits | aughing and singing whe
near suicidal. When we got to Store Street w
if we wentinthe backwy . We may have gone in the front

just wish to add that | now know that we were brought in through the front door and not

the back door of Store Street. 0

In relation to the allegation that Terence WHEELOCK complained of aasoreluring

his arrest, Si mon DOHERTY gave evidence to t
and Terence were handcuffed behind our backs
the van they were hurting him. He had a sore arm. His arm was broken areflamtu

something before two nights previously. When they were putting him into the van he was

compl aining about his arm and they whacked h
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In response to questions put to him at the inquest, Simon DOHERTY confirmed that

Te ence WHEELOCKG6s arm was not in plaster on

Si mon DOHERTY stated to Garda Ombudsman | nve
remember Terence was getting dragged and | heard him say you are hurting my arm. The

copper told him to shut ugnd that he was a little scumbag. | was already in the van at

this stage so | couldndot really see Terence
to the door but | could hear him complaining about his arm. | was arrested with Terence
WHEELOCK two weeksarlier and he got beaten by the police then. He had hurt his

upper arm and | had stayed with him in hospital the night it happened. The way they were

holding him was pulling his already injured arm back. The Gardai were getting him into

the van and theynsacked his head off the doors of the van when he was getting in. | saw

the scuffle as Terence WHEELOCK was getting in and | heard the smack of his head. It
wasnodét bl eeding. | didndét see which Gardaz i

arrested me.lthnk t here were two Garda? arresting T

In his statements to the Garda Siochana Ombudsman Commission, Gary GIFFORD does

not mention Terence WHEELOCK having an injured arm or making any complaint that

his arm was sore to the Gardai present. In meladt Terence being struck against the

van, Gary GI FFORD stated, Al heard some wome
OLeave him alone.d As | turned around and | o

aggressively by one Garda into the back of thedari van bef ore being put

I n a further statement taken from Gary GIFFC
Terence WHEELOCK was taken to a Black Mariah van. | describe the van as a black

Mariah van because it is known as that by the pdople Sean O6 Casey Avenue
proper description is a white Ford Transit Garda Van. The woman | mentioned screaming

in the statement i SofwlJWNESS2D®%, Onhd hea at
Avenue and she was talking with WITNESS 03 and her daugWENESS 04 in their

front garden. | think they witnessed the arrest of Terence WHEELOCK. Terence

WHEELOCK was taken to the Mariah Van. Noel HUDSON and | were taken up Sean
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O6Casey Avenue towards Summer Pl ace. Il then
Gardai. When | heard her scream, | turned around and caught a glimpse of Terence
WHEELOCK being pushed aggressively against the side of the van. The Garda, who had
arrested Terence WHEELOCK, had banged his head against the side of the Mariah van.
WITNESS 02 s@ this assault and screamed at the Gardai. Next | saw the side door of the
Mariah van being opened and | saw a scuffle between Terence WHEELOCK and the

Gardai. Terence WHEELOCK had his hands handcuffed behind his back and he could

not properly get into thean. The Gardai were trying to get Terence WHEELOCK into

t he Garda van. | then saw the Garda?2 grabbin

Noel HUDSON provided a statement to the Garda Ombudsman investigation off the 15
of May 2008 in whichhesdi, A Ter ence had sustained an i nj
he was in the custody of police a couple of weeks previously. The police were grabbing
Terencebs shoulder and sl amming him off the
to them to go easy withis injured shoulder. The police grabbed both his hands and put it
behind his back and then bashed him against the car again. The police bashed Terence

about three to four times against the police

A further clarification statement was taken frornelHUDSON on the 29of July 2008.

I n this statement Noel HUDSON stated, Al n my
Terence WHEELOCK was bashed against the Garda car. | am not sure what type of

vehicle Terence was bashed against. | think it was a Gardautit could have been a

Garda vané | did not pay much attention to t
arrested Terence WHEELOCK and who bashed Terence WHEELOCK against the

vehicle. | was worried about what was going to happen to me next. The Gaedaihat

Terence WHEELOCK had sustained injuries to his shoulder. The Gardai were punching

Terence WHEELOCK on his shoulder and the two Gardai held his hands and were

banging Terence WHEELOCK against the side of

Gardai Accounts of the Arreg
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The nine Garda? involved in the arrest of th
2" of June 2005 all provided statements to the original Garda Siochana investigation and
all nine were subsequently interviewed by investigators from the Gardé8&ch

Ombudsman Commission.

Of the nine, GARDA 01, GARDA 02 and SERGEANT 01 provided evidence to the

Coroner6s ingquest.

All nine Gardai deny that any force was used in the arrest and all describe the arrest as
peaceful and without incident. None of ther@amembers accept that Terence
WHEELOCK was assaulted in any way during the arrest.

I n his statement to the Garda Ombudsman GARLEL

had run, it was an easy arrest that had gone

At t he [Dguesbimrespodse to questions from the Coroner GARDA 02

described the arrest as follows:

AThey had initially ran from the house into
again having been kind of surrounded by members, with the aid of theMethvers,

they had nowhere to run at this time and Mr. WHEELOCK and the others just stopped

and pretty much handed themselves upé There

GARDA 02 stated that he had arrested Terence WHEELOCK on his own and had not

been assisted by anyher Garda.

Mr. GILLANE, barrister for the WHEELOCK family, questioned GARDA 02 in relation
to the fact that GARDA 01 was recorded on the custody record as being the arresting
of ficer. GARDA 02 stated that heubsegaet aware 0
di scretion in the custody records. 0 GARDA 02

not assist in the arrest and that he was the arresting officer.
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GARDA 02 accepted that despite being the arresting officer he did not accompany
Terence WHEELOCK t&tore Street Garda Station and was not involved in the
presentation of Terence WHEELOCK to the memhberharge at Store Street nor in the
processing of Terence WHEELOCK. He stated emphatically that he did not go near the
custody area in Store Street Gastation while Terence WHEELOCK was present.

Mr. GILLANE for the Wheelock family asked GARDA 02 to clarify that handcuffs had
been used on Terence WHEELOCK. In response to questions concerning the arrest,
GARDA 02 stated as follows:

AAgai n, Mr . ha\eEyEMU Gtépped and swerved, he had ran into the front
garden of the house. | approached Mr. WHEELOCK, quite literally he had his hands out

just to be arrestedéo

At a |l ater point in his testimony, in respon
bermel f of the Garda Commi ssioner, GARDA 02 de
he gave himself up he wasnét struggling he s

happy to be handcuffedé there was no difficu

GARDA 02 was questioed by Mr. GILLANE about the use of handcuffs on Terence

WHEELOCK. He confirmed that he handcuffed Terence WHEELOCK because it was

Anor mal procedure that a prisoner would be h
WHEELOCK was handcuffed behind his kduut that he did not resist arrest or threaten

the Gardai in any way.
GARDA 02 stated in response to questions from Mr. GILLANE that he had been taught

to handcuff a prisoner behind the back when
t heyor e tdoei nbga cikntood van. o
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Mr. GILLANE asked whether Terence WHEELOCK had complained about having a
sore arm or that the handcuffs being applied behind his back were hurting him. GARDA
02 stated that Terence WHEELOCK hadndét compl

In relation to the arrest of Terence WHEELOCK, GARDA 01 gave evidence that as he
was concentrating on the arrest of Simon DOHERTY, he did not see GARDA 02
handcuff Terence WHEELOCK. He also stated that he did not hear Terence
WHEELOCK say anything durmthe arrest. The Coroner asked GARDA 01 if he heard
Mr. WHEELOCK complain of his arm being hurt and GARDA 01 responded,

AAbsol utely not, no. o

The Coroner asked GARDA 01 to describe how Terence WHEELOCK and Simon

DOHERTY were put into the Gardavan. GARDAL st ated as foll ows, i
remember who was first, but | just know that they were both placed in the van. There was

no resistance offered at all. o0 GARDA 01 was
WHEELOCK banging his head d&édidnothaeghisan t o whi

head off the vané No, most definitely not. N

Il n an interview by Garda Ombudsman Investiga
the arrest of Terence WHEELOCK, he was arrested up at the barriemartchndcuffed

there. | then walked him down over the cobbled area to the Garda van. He offered no

resistance and no force was used. | totally deny that Terence WHEELOCK was

mistreated in any way. | did not punch him to the shoulder as has been allededgmtd

into the van without any difficulty. At no point did I hit him against the van or anything

of this nature. He made no complaints to me about his treatment and did not mention his

arm being sore.o
Aln relation to the al |vagmidtreated | denly this. ffeer enc e

had struggled or had to be restrained whilst handcuffed | would have no difficulty in

saying it but this was not the case. 0
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GARDA 02 went on to say, Aln my dealings wit
injuredinanywayah he did not complain of any injury
community that would turn against you if you were to mistreat anyone during an arrest

there. They all | ook out their windows and i

GARDA 01 stat ed, latsMdbout@0dyardsdromwadrekthey were
arrested to the van. A few women had come out of their houses and saw the arrest. Plenty
of people saw it and didndot complain or co0me

GARDA 01 states, dln r el BEHOGKnonce the foeuhlads ar r e st
had stopped running and saw they were caught red handed, they put their hands up. There
was no struggle and no force was used. No violence or resistance was offered to us and

no force was used by the Gardaz. o

SERGEANT 01, whowa t he senior officer present, desc
have never seen such a quiet and calm arrest. When the lads ran through the house and

came out the other side the Gardai were waiting for them. They were caught flat footed.

When they arrive out the front door of the house they had nowhere to go. They put their

hands up and were arrested. 0

GARDA 08 was a probationer Garda at the time of the arrest having been attested on the

12"0f May 2005. He stated to anyomereGistardss Ombud s
or cause trouble while | was pres8oft. 0 GARDA
May 2005 stated to the Garda Ombudsman, #dlt
looked tired. No force was used. Nothing about the arressstiakly head. | remember

it was an easy arrest.
GARDA 05 stated to the Garda Ombudsman, Al n

gave themselves up. It was not necessary to

stated, NThey g a vrested. ihrermwas howsteuggle wipatsaewver. Idiel  a
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not see any force being used to effect the a

were arrested without any difficulty. There

Although, the identity of the arresgrofficer for Terence WHEELOCK became an issue
at the Coronerdés I nquest, all the availabl e
Terence WHEELOCK.

The Garda accounts further indicate that GARDA 01 arrested Simon DOHERTY,
GARDA 06 arrested Gary GIFFRD and GARDA 05 arrested Noel HUDSON.

None of the Gardai present have referred to any complaint of a sore arm by Terence
WHEELOCK during the arrest and deny that he complained of having a sore arm while

he was being arrested.

The allegations made by SiIm®OHERTY, Noel HUDSON and Gary GIFFORD were
put to all of the Gardai involved in the arrests during interview by Garda Ombudsman
Investigators. All of the Gardai deny that Terence WHEELOCK was mistreated in any

way during his arrest.

Civilian Accounts of the Arrest of Terence WHEELOCK

Extensive enquiries were carried out by Garda Ombudsman investigators to identify

anyone in the area who may have witnessed the arrests.
Several potential witnesses were identified and statements were taken fromtieem. T
accounts provided differ from those of the Garda members and also of Simon

DOHERTY, Noel HUDSON and Gary GIFFORD.

WITNESS 03 stated that she remembered the day that Terence WHEELOCK was
arrested. She describes t hewmnowarsldtsawas t at i ng,
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couple of Garda? holding about three or four
Avenue, in front of house number 38. This area was about 12 to 15 metres from my

lounge window. | then saw about three Gardai run past my house towa@ks tiaé who

were holding the boys. | saw there was a scuffle and one of these boys was brought to the

ground by the Gardai. | did not remember which boy was brought to the ground. The four

boys were being arrested by the Gardai. | recognized these boysffoe an O6 Cas ey
Avenue. One of the boys was 6Bood GI FFORD, t
WHEELOCK boy, the third was Simon and fourth was another boy who | did not

remember his name. | saw the Gardaz placing

WITNESS3 goes on to say, ADuring 2005, there w
O6Casey Avenue. This arrest involving these
many arrests before. Nothing in this arrest stands out to me. | did not see anything out of

the ordinary. | did not see any of the arrested boys being assaulted or injured by the

Gardai. | heard someone screaming but | do not know who was screaming and | can not
remember what was said. After | saw the handcuffs being placed on these four boys, |

wal ked away from the window. | went to the Kk

WITNESS 05 describes an incident which she remembers as the day Terence
WHEELOCK was arrested. She states that she was looking out the window of her home

to check on herchildre who wer e playing on Sean O6Casey

She states that she saw a Garda Mariah Van a
Avenue and describes an arrest t hat she witn

out side numbers 40 and 41 Sean 0O6Casey Avenu

She states, ASome of these young fell ows wer
some were put into the Garda car. When the young fellows were put into the back of the

Mari ah van, I heard them screamindgeavand shout
me al one. o0 | also heard some of the | adies i
Garda?2. They were saying ALeave the young f e
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WITNESS 05 describes going looking for her children and being in the lane behind Sean

O 6 Cey Avenue as Gardai were jumping into the yard of one of the houses. She states

that she got her children and then walked back towards her house. As she did so she

wal ked past the Garda o6Mariah vandé. She st at
the wayto my house, my children got free from me and they ran around the Mariah van, |

heard the young fellows, in the Mariah van, kicking the Mariah van and shouting in the

Mariah van. After this | got my kids and | went into the house. When | saw the Gardai

arresting these young fellows, | did not see the Gardai hitting or assaulting these young

fell ows. | did not see any of these young fe

WITNESS 06 provided a statement on th& @80August 2008 in which she described an
arresttakip pl ace i n Sean O6Casey Avenue in June
cleaning upstairs in the house when she heard a commotion outside. She describes seeing
two Garda vehicles, a Mariah van and an unmarked Garda car parked in the square in

Sean OAvmes ey

She goes on to state that she went downstairs and went out to the front of the house where
she spoke with Gary GIFFORD. She states that she then saw Terence WHEELOCK and
another male, whom she did not know, being arrested.

She statedg, haildharGasda®d Terence WHEELOCK out
house. | remember Terence clearly. His hands were handcuffed behind his back. The

Garda? had Terenceds hands raised up, his he
walked him towards the Garda vehid@oticed that Terence looked sick and he was not

walking properly. Terence was looking grey in the face and he appeared to be really

sick. o
WI TNESS 06 goes on to say, APeople from the

going on. They were shougn at t he Garda2 saying o0l eave th

Terence up and they took him off and he was put into the Mariah Garda van. The Gardai
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then left the area. Terence was looking sick and unwell and he should have been in

hospital or provided medacl| assistance. 0

WI TNESS 06 describes the arrest of Terence V

rough with Terence but | did not see the Gar

In his statement to the Garda Ombudsman, Gary GIFFORD stated that during the arrest
WITNESSO2was present and shouting at the Garda?
was taken fronWITNESS 02 In this statement she describes an arrest of a wiaten

she believes to be LaryHEELOCK. She further states that she gets the WHEELOCK

boys names consed. She states that she cannot remember the date but remembers it was

a sumy day and that she saw LamWHEEL OCK arrested with O6one of
boys6é. She states that she did not see any i
him, but doestate that she remembers the person she refers to asWalBELOCK

complaining of having a sore arm.

It is likely that the arrest WITNESS 02 is describing is the arrest of Terence

WHEELOCK and not Lawrence WHEELOCK. The details of her account are vague but

she does state that, although she did not see the Garda members assault the male, she did
think that they were too rough.

Medical Evidence

The medical evidence in this case will be dealt with in detail later in this report. It should
be noted, howevethat there is no medical evidence to support the allegation that
Terence WHEELOCK was assaulted during his arrest in the manner described by Simon
DOHERTY, Noel HUDSON and Gary GIFFORD.

No injury to Terence WHEELOCKOshewasiad or shou

detained at Store Street Garda Station or whilst he was under treatment in the Mater

Hospital.
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I n relation to the pre exi stSmgDAOHBERTYry t o Te
stated to the Garda Ombudsman Investigators that he and Terence WBEKHFad

been arrested two weeks previously and that Terence WHEELOCK had been beaten up

by the police on that occasion. He stated, 0
with him in the hospital the nighSmont happen
DOHERTY is referring to Terence WHEELOCKOs a

the 16" of May 2005.

I n the Coronerd6s inquest Simon DOHERTY gave

arm. His arm was broken or fractured or something beforetwomghte vi ous |l y. 0

GARDA 01 provided evidence to the Coroner that he had spoken with Terence

WHEELOCK concerning the injury to his arm whilst en route to Store Street Garda

Station. He stated, il was aware his arm was
am and stuff |l i ke that. o Later in his eviden
suggested that | seen him with a cast the we
GARDA 01 | ater stated to the Coroner, il am
sore é certaimég not in the van or not while
I n his statement to the Garda Ombuds man, Lar

previously Terence had been arrested and he had injured his elbow. He spoke to nurses
and mentioned in his patieciarts that the cause for the damage on his arm was that he

was assaulted by the Garda? the previous nig

Il n relation to the injury to Terence WHEELOC
No GP records have been found for Terence WHEELOCK. teeen WHEEL OCKG6s GP
has retired and all attempts made to gain access to any GP records that may exist have

proved negative.

42



There are documents from the medical records held at the Mater Misericordiae University

Hospital which refer to an injury to TerencelMEEL OCK6s arm in May 2005
indicate that on the 16of May 2005 at 00:18 am Terence WHEELOCK attended the

Emergency Department of the Mater Hospital. The Nursing Care sheet in relation to his
attendance, records that he complained of an assault dyazar. It states under
Problem, A16/05/2005 00:54 Limb pfsie)bl ems, wa
been assaulted by the Gardai, now @@mnplaining of)pain on rt(right) arm also with

bruising on the LT (léagefndtethatsthedv@ds mitalidcsand f or e he

brackets have been added for the purposes of this report.

It appears that Terence WHEELOCKOGs injured a
given the pain killer and anti inflammatory Difene, which is commonly tseelieve
painful conditions with bones or joints and to treat sprains, strains and the bruising of

tendons and ligaments.

There is no reference to -ThyedaetoanyfraditeE EL OCK O s

being diagnosed.

On the 27 of May 2005 at 18.0 Terence WHEELOCK again attended the Mater

Hospital. He again was complaining of pain t
foll owing history is recorded, ALiIi mb probl en
week ago, el b o vhisaccasiean ngpainkildrsiate ecord€iras having

been prescribed and under the section ONursi
recorded. 't would appear that on this occas

fractured and not injured badly enougtréquire pain relief.

WITNESS 01, a friend of Terence WHEELOCK who was interviewed on thef3une

2009 as part of the Garda Siochana Ombudsman Commission investigation, stated that

the last time she had seen Terence WHEELOCK prior to"thaf dune P05 was on the

3ocf May 2005. She states, fThfeMay2805d t i me |

could not see any injuries on him at that time, other than he was complaining of a sore
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wrist or sore fingers because he had fallen at football. He dra&ltg the Mater Hospital

about this with Simon DOHERTY about a week beforetf®@X June but he di di
to wait any longer at the hospital as he had already been waiting hours so he left. From

what | can remember, his thumb was swollen from thid bahnot remember which

hand it was. o0

The Garda Ombudsman investigation has found no further records that would suggest
that on the %' of June 2005 Terence WHEELOCK was recovering from a fracture to his

arm or had a significant arm injury.

Conclusiors

The three males arrested with Terence WHEELOCK have made allegations in relation to
the force used during the arrest.

In the four different accounts provided by Simon DOHERTY, he has made allegations

that are lacking in consistency. He initially albeigto the solicitor for the WHEELOCK

family that at Sean O6Casey Avenue Terence V
be loosened but this was refused. He also alleged in this statement that Terence
WHEELOCK was Osl apped and ehGatda Station. Hedid t he v an
not repeat this allegation in any subsequent statement.

When interviewed by Detective Sergeant Sean CAMPBELL in November 2006, Simon

DOHERTY changed this allegation and instead alleged that Terence WHEELOCK
complained about hisex bei ng sore and then his head was
the van. 6 I n his statement to Garda Ombuds ma
putting Terence WHEELOCK into the Garda van struck his head off the doors of the van.

He stated that he sa¥e scuffle and heard the smack of his head. He further states that it

wasnot bl eeding.
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Gary GI FFORDG6s account differs from that of
alleged originally to the solicitor for the WHEELOCK family that a tall bald Garda

whacked T&#nce WHEELOCKGs head off the corner of
the van where he ended up on the floor. Gary GIFFORD states that Terence was

complaining about a sore shoulder. In his statement to the Garda Ombudsman Gary

GIFFORD described this evieas Terence WHEELOCK being pushed aggressively by

one Garda into the back of the Mariah van. F
the van before being put into itéo. I n a subs

seeing Gardai banging TerentHEEL OCK6s head against the sid

Noel HUDSONOGs description of the alleged ass
DOHERTY and Gary GIFFORD. He alleged to the solicitor for the WHEELOCK family

that the Garda? hel d Ter e oftthesitdBiENDOCKOSs head
three or four times. In his statement to the Garda Siochana Ombudsman Commission

Noel HUDSON expanded on this and alleged that the Gardai grabbed Terence
WHEELOCKG6s shoul der before sl ammiterg him off
statement Noel HUDSON changes this allegation and states the Gardai were punching

Terence WHEELOCK on the shoulder.

It is further alleged by Noel HUDSON that Terence WHEELOCK then complained about

his shoulder and that Gardai put his hands behindais, held his neck and then

Obashedd him up against the car three to fou
The allegations therefore range from the assault having taken place outside Store Street

Garda Station to Terence WHEELOCK having been struck against the Garda van at Sean

OCbCasey Avenue at |l east four ti mes.

There is insufficient evidence to corroborate these allegations.
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No CCTV footage of the arrest exists. None of the withesses identified during enquiries

in the Sean O6Casey ar ea havteealegatousimhaded acc o u
by Simon DOHERTY, Gary GIFFORD and Noel HUDSO®ne of the withesses does
describe the arrest of Terence WHEELOCK as 6
assault take place. Another witnédesgdesadidobe
by Gardai. This has not been alleged by Simon DOHERTY, Noel HUDSON or Gary

GIFFORD and is not supported by any of the other witness evidence.

One of the witnesses states that she heard a male believed to be Terence WHEELOCK
complain of having sore arm during the arrest. This is denied by the Garda members

present.

Furthermore, there is no medical evidence to support the allegation that Terence
WHEELOCKG6s shoul der or head was injured duri

Terence WHEELOCKO6s Frame of Mi nd

Sewer al of the personds present for the arres
description of Terence WHEELOCKOG &offluneme of n
2005.

Si mon DOHERTY stated to the Coroner, fTerenc

singingwre n we got to the station. He was nowher

In his statement to the Garda Siochana Ombudsman Commission in August 2008, Simon
DOHERTY stated, Al still candét believe that
always loved life and was alws out and about. He was never depressed or anything. |

have known and grown up with Terence WHEELOCK since we were in Kindergarten

and he | oved i f e, f oot ball and music for as
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Noel HUDSON describes Terence WHEELOCK laughing and gpkim the morning of

the 290 f June 2005. He al so states, il woul d de

person never sad, always cheerful. His hobbies and interests were football and cars. He
wasnodét in a serious r el at tlivedaNorth Stland.tHe h e

had a few girlfriends though. O

Noel HUDSON goes on to state, fANTerence
We were all in the same situation and we all hung around every day and Terence
WHEELOCK was not upset about dhing in particular on that day. The previous night,
the 3£'of May, | had been with Terence drinking at a party. We had a few drinks and a
few joints of hash. Terence was in good

Gary GI FFORD swmasathappy,go licKydetlogy.rHe was always smiling.
On this day the® of June 2005, he was very happy. He was dancing because the music
in the stolen car was very high. He was

Transport to Store StreetGarda Station
Following their arresttal2.10 pm Noel HUDSON and Gary GIFFORD were placed into
a Garda caand taken to Mountjoy Garda Station. They were accompanied by GARDA

05 and GARDA 06.

Terence WHEELOCK and Simon DOHERTY were placed in the patrol van driven by
SERGEANT 01.

GARDA 02, the officer who according to Garda accounts arrested Terence
WHEELOCK, stayed at Sean O6Casey Avenue

Yaris.
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Garda accounts indicate that GARDA 01 and GARDA 08 got into the patrol van with
Terence WHEELOCK and Simon D@RTY while SERGEANT 01 drove the van to
Store Street Station.

GARDA 01 gave evidence at the Coroner6s i nqgu
of the prisoners to Store Street Garda Station. When asked to comment on the demeanour

of Terence WHEELOK when he was being transported to the station, GARDA 01

stated, fAHe seemed fine to me, | canodot reall
GARDA 01 states, fAAs | said in my statement

seemed fine heheddrntéai rsleye rwausnméatppy . 0

GARDA 01 described being in the back of the Garda van with Terence WHEELOCK,

Simon DOHERTY and GARDA 08. He stated that he was sitting opposite Mr.

WHEELOCK in the back of the van. GARDA 01 describes the conversation in the back

ofthe van as follows, AThere was | ight convers
WHEELOCK é it was just |light conversation, t

When asked by the Coroner did he mean to sug
stated, fANot b ant lgracticebhatiwhen you do takelprisonérein n or ma

the van in order to é you keep conversation
of communication so that if they were becoming aggressive that you would sense that,

that s all . o

The Coroner questionathy GARDA 01 had made no note of the conversations with the
t wo accused to which GARDA 01 replied, Al t w
proceedings. It was just general conversation about how he is keeping, and | was aware

his arm was broken and Ilwasaskn how hi s arm was and stuff |

GARDA 01 was then pressed on the issue of Te
GARDA 01 clarified that he had seen Terence WHEELOCK with his arm in plaster the
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week before and that he mentioned this to him in the vanGMLANE pressed
GARDA 01 in relation to this as follows:

Mr . GILLANE: Al just want to get this straidg
back of a van with his hands behind his back and you engage in conversation with him

about seeing his arm ingster, and thiswas light e ar t ed ? 0

GARDA 01: dAlt was | i-lgehrted convensatierr. MraWHEBLOCK not | |
was in the back of the van with handcuffs on
were behind his back or front of his back the conversation was light conversation in

order that he would communicate between myself, Simon DOHERTY and Terence. It

woul d be nor mal practice to do that as to ke

Mr. GILLANE: AWho chom20the topic of the sor

GARDA 01: il canot remember . 0

Mr. GILLANE: AWere you winding him up?o

GARDA 01: @AOh, absolutely not. o

GARDA 01 in response to questioning stated t

said his arm was sore, Coroner, certainly no

SERGANT 01 states that there was nothing in t
head?®d. He states that he was concentrating o
a Perspex glass between the fronuldreeard back s
muffled voices but you couldndt make out exa
nothing that caused me concern. It was a slow drive and everyone was safe and well

when | stopped at Store Street. | ftoanyt hing

make sure that everyone was all right.o
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I n the Coroner 6s [“of Yaverbdr 2006e Simon DAHERTN t he 22
stated that on the journey to Store Street S
that we were going to be sectioned. They kepsaying to us that we were going to be

sectioned. Terence was in good spirits.o

During his evidence to the Coronero6s inquest
what he meant by the word sectioned. He expl
sectioned,yog et tortured basically for the hoursé
get it now when we get you in thereo. It s

misunderstood the term. It is a term frequently associated with involuntary admissions

under Mental Healtkegislation.

Contrary to the account provided to Detective Sergeant Sean CAMPBELL and to the
Coroner6s inquest, when he was interviewed b
Ombudsman Commission in August 2008 Simon DOHERTY recalled the trip asdpllow

Al't was just Terence and | in the back of th

the station. o
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Section Three

The Detention of Terence WHEELOCK
Arrival at STORE STREET GARDA STATION

Following the arrest of Simon DOHERTY and Terence WHEELQ(EK2.10 pm,
SERGEANT 01 drove the Garda van to Store Street Garda Station. He parked the van at

the front of the station and got out and opened the van door.

GARDA 01 and GARDA 08 then walked the prisoners in through the front entrance of
Store Street @da Station.

At 12.20 pmon the 2°0of June2005 t en mi nutes after their arr
Avenue Terence WHEELOCK and Simon DOHERWére brought into Store Street
Garda station custody area by GARDA 01.

At this timeGARDA 12was on duty as gaoland the memben-charge was
SERGEANT 02

At the same time another prisoner WITNESS 07 was brought to the Custody Area by
GARDA 13.

WITNESS 07 refused to provide a statement to the original Garda investigation but did

indicate that he had seen or hearthimy unusual. WITNESS 07 did provide an account

to the Garda Ombudsman investigation in whic
not hear or see anything out of the ordinary
further st adtedhdtneitiier whieil sahk in theocussody area nor while | was

in the cell, I heard anything unusual. I can

GARDA 01 presentedboth Simon DOHERTY and Terence WHEELOCK to GARDA
12.
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GARDA 12 then began to complete a custody record forriserners. She began to
complete the record for Terence WHEELOCK first.

The Custody Record
GARDA 12 completed the custody record details for Terence WHEELOCK.

Il n section A 6Details Concerning Person in C
recorded Teence Wheel ockds name and his address a
She recorded his date of birth as 0623/ 3/ 856.
0Any Distinguishing Marks/ Deformities/ Amput a
(Personaltyanf o ssi bl e Tendencies) where GARDA 12 r

arm + Dbruises. ©

In her statement of thé"®f June 2005 to Detective Sergeant Sean CAMPBELL,
GARDA 12 stated, AWhen | asked him if he had
noticed he ha a birth mark or bruise on his lower left arm. | asked him what it was and

he ignored me. | noted this on the custody r

In her statement to the Garda Siochana Ombudsman Commission GARDA 12 clarified,

Al n relation t o s e dtelatmgto disdnguisiiingmérks etc, i st ody r €
have written oO6birth mark on | eft arm + bruis
his left arm. Normally | would ask the prisoner if he had any marks, scars or tattoos and |

would note the response in bkats on the custody record. | would ask this in case they

had any marks or anything not visible under his clothing. In this case Terence

WHEELOCK either didnét answer me or said no
the record. He had no other phygimarks to his face or to his other arm. If they had

been visible | would have recorded themé if
search of Mr. WHEELOCK or at any point in his detention | should have been told about

it and | would have recordeddat.
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The Arresting Member

GARDA 12 completed the section B oO6Details of
Terence WHEELOCK indicating that he was arrested at 12. 10 pm.

Il n section B ODetails of Arrest @gatMepndretr 6B 1
GARDA 016s name has been written on the prin
through with a single Iline. Above this is wr

also scored through and then the name of GARDA 02 is written.

Due to ths correction to the custody record in the section relating to arresting officer, the
i ssue was raised at the Coronerds Court as t
Terence WHEELOCK.

GARDA 12 has explained that she mistakenly made the assumptiastG@ARDA 01

was present with the prisoners, he was the arresting officer for both of them. She wrote

GARDA 0106s name as arresting member on the c
WHEELOCK.

In relation to the recording of GARDA 01 as the arresting officer o€tistody Record,

GARDA 01 stated at the Coronerds inquest tha
completing the custody record she must have assumed that he was the arresting officer

and recorded him as such on the atemtor d. He s
stage | dondét know, but it was definitely be
the arresting guard, GARDA 2 was the arresting guard. | also informed GARDA 12 | was

the arresting guard of Simon DOHERTY. O

GARDA 12 then amendedtherecdddy cr ossi ng out GARDA 0106s nc¢
GARDA 0206s.
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GARDA 01 was interviewed by Garda Ombudsnrarestigatingofficers and stated as

foll ows, fAln relation to the correction on t
officer. This was amnocent mistake by GARDA 12. For operational reasons GARDA

02 remained at Sean O6Casey Avenue and | acc
did not work in the same station as GARDA 12 and did not know her. She mistakenly put

my name as the arresgj officer and this was later corrected. GARDA 02 was not present

during the processing of Terence WHEELOCK at

GARDA 12 stated in her statement of June 2005 to Detective Sergeant Sean

CAMPBELL that there was fhanamingafithe artestig of conf
member 6 on the custody record for Terence Wt
GARDA 01 as the arresting member, she was then asked to change this to GARDA 02,

which she did.

At the Coroner 6s i nqgu elknawatyAffhbt#vo Guardsst at ed, 0l
personally. There was actually a mix up at the start because | had assumed, when | asked

who the Guard was, there were two Guards that entered the public office and | was under

the undertaking (sic) that one was GARDA 02 andwas GARDA 01. Now | thought

GARDA 01 was actually GARDA 02, | had never spoken to these Guards before, they

are in Fitzgibbon Street Garda Station, and
assumed that he meant t hat éngpletalowtrondilihad name, Db
taken up GARDA 01 as GARDA 02; so thatods whe

Later in her evidence to the Coroner, she st
must have gotten them mixed up. The deposition was made two dayhafitecident
occurred, I stil | did not know who those t wo
dealings with them after the incident. | know now who they are, but at the time | did not,

so | might have confused matters there.o

In her statement tthe Garda Ombudsman, GARDA 12 provided an explanation of the

confusi on, Ailn relation to the mistake on th
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officer of Terence WHEELOCK on thé“bf June 2005 | would like to state the

following. When GARDA 01 atteded Store Street with the prisoners | did not know his

name. I n section 16 of the Custody Record un
originally just wrote his shoulder number U162 and then continued to complete the rest

of the Custody record. | had assunasche was with the prisoners, Terence WHEELOCK

and Simon DOHERTY, that he was the arresting officer. The entry at 12.25 on the

Custody Record also refers to the member as U162. | still did not know the members

name at this point and was referring to himhigyshoulder number. At some point after

this | asked someone his name and was told. | then entered this name at section 16 as the
arresting member. At 1.10 p.m Aine FLYNN from LYONS solicitors rang and asked to

speak to the arresting member, | approacBA&DA 01 and informed him of this. It was

at this point he told me that he was in fact, not the arresting member, but that it was

GARDA 02. | corrected the custody record to reflect this but on the first attempt | spelt

GARDA 02 incorrectly and crossedstout and revrote it. Prior to the ¥ of June 2005

| only knew GARDA 02 and GARDA 01 to see. | did not know their names. They

worked in Fitzgibbon Street and | worked in
regular two months prior to the inciute Prior to that | was on Boulevard Unit which

means | did not do duty in the station. Thi s

have |little or no opportunity to know these

In his statement to Garda Siochana Ombudsman Commissiatigaters GARDA 02

stated, dAln relation to GARDA 12 1 did not K
prisoners would have gone to Mountjoy and not Store Street. Prior t&'tbieJ2ne 2005

|l did not know her. | wa s stdtionedenrRdthfgrnham t h a c o
but 1 did not know GARDA 12 prior to thé®of June 2005. My time in Store Street on

the20f June 2005 was short and | never went p
cell area. o0 GARDA 0206s s hAo uwlldéesr nnuumbbeerr iwsa sU 1L

In relation to the arresting officer, Simon DOHERTY stated to the Garda Siochana

Ombudsman Commi ssi on, il di dnot see which Ga
Garda arrested me. o At the ClMdDOEERDY | nquest
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and he was asked whether the same Garda member who had arrested him, had brought

him to the station. I n response he stated,
Guards as well though. o
Conclusion

The Garda Ombudsman investigationatiied that GARDA 02 was indeed the

member who arrested Terence WHEELOCK. The errors made on the custody record
have led to confusion and a suspicion of wrong doing. Whilst the errors appear to be
innocent in nature, their effect has been to create dsutat the integrity and accuracy of

the details recorded on the custody record.

The Remainder of the Custody Record

GARDA 12 completed the remainder of section B of the custody record to indicate that
Terence WHEELOCK was ar r eant @&rivedatithe Saienat OO0 Ca s e
12.20 p.m. She noted the offence for which Terence WHEELOCK had been arrested as

060112 RT Act .

Section B 20 of the Custody Record asks for

or ment al condi tbeenleftblankThi s secti on has
I n her evidence to the Coronerodés I ngqguest GAF
mood saying, fAHe was grand, he was talking a

agitated, he was calm, they were just talking generally there was justlnorma

conversation. o
The Coroner asked GARDA 12 if she had any co

wel | being at this stage, to which GARDA 12

t here. o
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In her statement to the Garda Siochana Ombudsman Commissiortskedsta i Ter enc e
WHEELOCK never suggested or complained about his treatment on that day. There was
nothing about Terence WHEELOCKOGs arrest or d

concern. o

Il n section 6C2206 of the Custendd GARDAdIdl2ehats
recorded that at 12.22 pm she provided Teren

given to arrested person in accordance with

Section 6C236 of the Custody iBhsdspmvdedh ot es t h
to a prisoner. GARDA 12 records this occurring at 12.24 pm for Terence WHEELOCK.

Section 06C246 of the Record allows for the p
acknowledging receipt of the notice of rights. In the sectiorhf@t 6 Si gnat ure of t
person in custodydéd GARDA 12 has written ORef
WHEELOCK refused to sign the Custody Record.

In his statement to the Garda Siochana Ombudsman Commission, Larry WHEELOCK

has noted this as being significant. $1¢ at es, A The Custody Record
refused to sign the custody record that day and requested a solicitor, | had always told
Terence never to sign the pink book unless he had been given his rights and treated with
respect. That says to me tisaimething went wrong that day. That document exists to

remind you that you have rights and signing that sheet indicates that you received those

ri ghts. o

None of the four males signed section 24 of their Custody Records acknowledging

receipt of their rigig. There is no record of any complaint being made by any of the four

males during their detention.

57



The Custody Records in respect of the previous recent arrests of Terence WHEELOCK

were reviewed by the Garda Siochana Ombudsman Commission investigagon. T

custody records related to TefMay2es thtVHEEL OCK 6
24" of May 2005, the ZBof May 2005 and the 30of May 2005. On all four custody

records it is recorded that Terence WHEELOCK refused to sign the record to

acknowledg the receipt of the notice of rights.

At 12.25 p.m. Terence WHEELOCK was brought to the cell area for a search. The

Custody record contains an entry by GARDA 12
ul6éz2o. Ul62 refers to t helevwabassstedirthisspraccmber of
by GARDA 14.

The Custody Record also records that Terence WHEELOCK requested his solicitor be

notified of his detention. The request is timed at 12.26 p.m.

However, GARDA 12 has recorded in her statement to Detectivegg¢rg§ean
CAMPBELL in June 2005 that prior to being brought to the cell for the search Terence
WHEELOCK requested that GARDA 12 contact Solicitor TERRY LYONS and Co. Itis
likely that the request was made close to the time recorded but prior to Terence
WHEELOCK being taken to the cell for the search.

GARDA 01 stated in his statement to Detective Sergeant CAMPBELL or"tbeJ8ine

2005, fAnl searched Terence WHEELOCK in the ce
WHEELOCK with which he could harm himseference WHEELOCK removed his T

Shirt runners and track suit bottoms and socks. | searched all these items and found

nothing unusual in them. Terence WHEELOCK also shook out a pair of shorts he was

wearing under the track suit bottoms which revealed natfiegence WHEELOCK put

back on his clothes. | removed his runners placed them outside the cell door which is

nor mal practice. | then |l eft his phone into
WHEELOCK appeared in good spirits. o
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In his evidence to thCoroner GARDA 01 stated that the purpose of the search was as

foll ows, AThe purpose of that procedure is t
prisoner that they might hurt themselves €& s
werelacesos hoes, just in case theydédd harm t hemse

GARDA 01 also gave evidence that the purpose of the search was also to look for

anything dangerous or any weapons that the prisoner might have.

I n response to quest i BDADL dtatedthat hidhad noO6 HI GGI NS,
recollection to there being a visible band around the tracksuit bottoms worn by Terence
WHEELOCK.

Il n his statement to the Garda S2och8na Ombud
relation to the search of Mr. WHEELOCK. Mysahd GARDA 14 were present for the

search. | asked Terence WHEELOCK to remove each item of clothing and then to shake

it out. He was wearing tracksuit bottoms and we checked the pockets of these. He was

wearing shorts and we checked the pockets of titsok off his runners and his

socks. He put the clothing back on. |l candt
visible outside of the track suit bottoms. |
that off him. o

Forensic examination of ¢htracksuit bottoms by Forensic Scientist Michael NORTON
would indicate that the drawstring of the tracksuit bottoms could have been visible to the
Garda members carrying out the search. This is discussed at length later in the report.

Inrelationtothd r ack sui t chord GARDA 01 stated, ilt
practise for us to remove tracksuit bottoms

taking all Terence WHEELOCKOGs clothing and g

In relation to the training #t he has received as a Garda member in carrying out
searches, GARDA 01 stated, AThere is trainin
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dondt remember any specific instruction in r
or anything like that. We auld always refer to the Treatment of Persons in Custody

Regul ations and | dondét remember any other i
put in the cell we didndét go near him again.

GARDA 14 stated in his statement to the Garda Ombudsman intestigan , Al escor t
Terence WHEELOCK with GARDA 01 from the custody area to the cells to be searched.

Terence WHEELOCK was in perfectly fine spirits and he did not make any complaints to

me or GARDA 01. There was no difficulty with him. GARDA 01 asked Tezdnc

remove his clothing to be searched. Terence had no problems with this and he complied

with the instructions. He removed hishirt, tracksuit bottoms and runners. | did not

notice any injuries on Terence.inglorodi d not no

hi m. o

The available evidence would suggest that Terence WHEELOCK was placed in Cell 7 of
Store Street Garda Station. Hi s 6runnersodé we
outside the cell. He was wearing socksshitt, shorts and a pair of tiksuit bottoms.

The Garda members present state that he was uninjured and was in good spirits.

While Terence WHEELOCK was being searched by GARDA 01 and GARDA 14,

GARDA 12 completed the custody record for Simon DOHERTY. She recorded

completingthe C22sdécton of Si mon DOHERTY®&ds custody rec
section at 12.28.

I n his statement to his solicitor Simon DOHE
[Terence] down to the cells and left me at the desk. They left one Guard with me. They

were gone avhile. | tried to walk to the corridor to see what was going on but they

woul dndét | et me. | was waiting ages for then

with our runners and our belts on us. 0
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In his statement to Detective Sergeant Sean CAMRBE November 2006, Simon

DOHERTY said, AThe next thing | remember was
Of course they took down his custody records. | was left standing at the custody hatch for

ages longer than usual. It had me thinking | shoultbdbe corner and have a look to see

what was going on but | thought better of it. Then the Guards came back up for me and

they just flung me into the cell. | was searched just me pockets searched everywhere the

usual . Searched | ike. 0

In his statement tthe Garda Siochana Ombudsman Commission in August 2008, Simon
DOHERTY stated, fiTerence gave his informatio
the cell. I was still standing in reception. Then they took my name and information. | was

waiting for the Gedai to come back and search me and take me to the cell. | was standing

on my own with a Garda behind the desk watching me. | was just waiting for those

Gardai to come back. | remember thinking that they were taking an awful long time to

search Terence amait him in the cell. | thought it was a bit unusual that they were

taking such a Il ong time, but | decided again
any more shit from the Gardai at this time. The same two Gardai came back and took me
downtothecel s . |l was put in a cell and | think T
me because when | was taken out there was police tape on the outside of that cell. Before
putting me in the cell they searched me. I d

into the cell, they might have taken my runn

GARDA 01 and GARDA 14 state that following the search of Terence WHEELOCK
they returned to the custody area and then escorted Simon DOHERTY to a cell to be
searchd. GARDA 01 states that he searched Simon DOHERTY in the same manner as
he had searched Terence WHEELOCK.

GARDA 12 has recorded checking Simon DOHERTY in his cell at 12.30 pm and another

prisoner WITNESS 08 at 12. 31 pm. In relation to WITNESS 08 she rdce d APrisone:

asleep on cell bed. Al I i's well .o
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The Custody Record for prisoner WITNESS 07 records that the C22 section was
recorded at 12. 32 pm and the C 23 section was completed at 12. 34 pm.

GARDA 12 has recorded contacting the solicitor for SIB@HERTY at 12.35 pm and

leaving a message for them to attend the station.

GARDA 12 has recorded WITNESS 07 being taken to the cell to be searched at 12.36

pm.

Also at 12.36 pm GARDA 12 has recorded contacting Terry Lyons Solicitor for Terence
WHEELOCK ard leaving a message for them to attend the station.

In her statement to Detective Sergeant Sean Campbell, GARDA 12 has recorded that she

went down to the cell and spoke with Terence
went down to the cell and | toltieé prisoner that | had left a message for his solicitor to

contact us and that when the solicitor had called or phoned | would bring him to speak

with the Solicitor. The phone in the cell area was out of order and | had to bring 4 or 5

prisonersuptothpubl i ¢ of fice to use the phone. 0

This contact with Terence WHEELOCK is not recorded on the Custody Record by
GARDA 12.

She states, AAs | | eft WHEELOCK after tellin
of the cells rang. | went back to the cellaend | checked all the prisoners again. | spoke

to most of the prisoners. Nobody had any con

GARDA 12 has recorded that at 12.42 pm she checked on Simon DOHERTY and he was
sleeping on the cell bed.

At 12.46 pm. GARDA 12 has recorded that WITNE®7 was taken from the cell and

released following a negative search.
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Also at 12.46 pm GARDA 12 has recorded that she checked on Terence WHEELOCK.
She noted Iin the custody record, APrisoner

GARDA 12 has noted checkingn@risoner WITNESS 08 at 12.48 pm recording,

OPrisoner asleep on cell bed. 0o

At 12.49 pm GARDA 12 records that WITNESS 08 is charged in his cell by
SERGEANT 03.

At 12.55 at Gardiner Street LoWfITNESS 09was detained under section 23 of the
Misuse of Dugs Act byGARDA 15. At the same tim&/ITNESS 10andWITNESS 11
were also detained under the Misuse of Drugs AGEARRDA 16 and transported to
Store StreeGardaStation.

At 13.00 pm GARDA 17 checked on prisoner WITNESS 08 and notes that he was okay.

At 13.02 pm GARDA 12 recorded that she has checked on both Simon DOHERTY and
Terence WHEELOCK and that they are both okay. In relation to Terence WHEELOCK,
GARDA 12 made the entry, APrisoner asl eep
At 13.10 pm GARDA 12 recordeddhshe began the Custody Record for WITNESS 09.

She recorded providing the information in accordance with Regulation 8(1) in section

C22 of the Custody Record at 13.10 pm.

At 13.10 pm WITNESS 11 is recorded by GARDA 12 as arriving at the station.

a

N

Alsoatl1 3. 10 pm GARDA 12 recorded on Terence WHE

she had received a phone <call from Terence

V

ASolicitor phones s tTEtEPHONENNMBER RECOBRDEDY Ly ons)

Text in italics has been add.
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At 13.12 pm GARDA 12 recorded that WITNESS 09 was provided with his notice of
rights under section C 23 of his Custody Record.

At 13.15 pm WITNESS 09 is recorded by GARDA 12 as having been taken to a cell by
GARDA 15 to be searched.

At 13.18 pm GARIA 12 recorded that WITNESS 1das provided with the information

in accordance with Regulation 8(1) in section C22 of the Custody Record.

At 13.20 pm aPenneys in Mary Stre®/ITNESS 12andWITNESS 13were arrested by
GARDA 18

At 13.21 pm GARDA 12 readed that WITNESS 11 was provided with his Notice of
Rights and 13.22 pm he was taken to a cell to be searched by GARDA 19.

At 13.24 pm GARDA 12 recorded that prisoner WITNESS 10 was provided with the

information in accordance with Regulation 8(1) in EetC22 of the Custody Record.

At 13.26 pm GARDA 12 recorded that prisoner WITNESS 09 was taken from his cell
and released following a negative search and also that prisoner WITNESS 10 was

provided with his Notice of Rights.

At 13.28 pm GARDA 12 recordeWITNESS 10 was taken to a cell to be searched by
GARDA 19.

Also at 13.28 pm GARDA 12 recorded that WITNESS 11 was taken from his cell

following a negative search.
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GARDA 17 in his statement to Detective Sergeant CAMPBELL stated that he took up
duty as @oler at approximately 1. 45 pm as GARDA 12 had to go to court. At the same
time GARDA 20 took over duty in the public office.

However, it is likely that GARDA 17 took up duty earlier than stated, because at 13.30
pm GARDA 17 recorded checking on prisoéITNESS 08 and noted on the custody

record for the prisoner that all was in order.

At 13.36 pm GARDA 19 noted that WITNESS 10 was released from custody but at
13.38 pm GARDA 12 records that he isamested having never left the station.

At13.38pm A RDA 12 recorded a check on Simon DOHE

on cell bed all is well .0

At 13.39 pm WITNESS 10 received the information under Regulation 8(1) and his notice
of rights at 13.42 pm. He was taken to a cell at 13.43 pm.

At 13.43 pm GARDAL2 has recorded a check on Terence WHEELOCK in his cell

noting, APrisoner asleep in cell bed. o
GARDA 17 in his statement to Detective Sergeant CAMPBELL stated that he took up
duty as gaoler at approximately 1. 45 pm as GARDA 12 had to go to court. getrtiee

time GARDA 20 took over duty in the public office.

At 13.50 pm at PeWMTNESSA4ndWITNBEES 15yere Srtestezl e t
by GARDA 18 and transported to Store Street Garda Station

At 13:53 pm GARDA 12 recorded a check on Terence WHEELOGKnared,

APrisoner asleep on celll bed. 0
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The entry at 13.53 pm is the last entry made by GARDA 12 on any of the custody
records. At this point at 13.53 pm on tH8 & June 2005, Terence WHEELOCK, Simon
DOHERTY, WITNESS 10 and WITNESS 08 were all in cdstat Store Street Garda

Station.

The Garda Custody Records would indicate that Terence WHEELOCK was in cell 7,
Simon DOHERTY was in cell 5, WITNESS 10 was in cell 6 and WITNESS 08 was in

cell 3.

At 13.55 hourSERGEANT 04took over as t@ationHouseOfficer.

At 14.00pm GARDA 17 recorded checks on WITNESS 08, WITNESS 10, Simon
DOHERTY and Terence WHEELOCK. All prisoners are recorded as being okay. In
WHEELOCK GARDA 1

rel ation to Tere

At 14.00 pm GARDA 21 comenced duty as gaoler.

nce

7 recor

At 14.05 pm approximately, GARDA 21 met with GARDA 20 and received a handover
update as regards the prisoners in custody. She stated to Detective Sergeant Sean

CAMPBELL, i enquired

how many weeang

i n cust

special attention i.e. drunk, drugged etc., A drunk or drugged prisoner require to be

Vis
21

wa s

i ted
al so

no

every 15
recal l s

l i ghts on

mi nut es.

chec
t he

King

a l

There were
t he caerims$. Therk

arm board whi

At this point in her statement of th& 8f June 2005, GARDA 21 stat&s Detective
Sergeant Sean CAMPBELL
and | looked through the glass in the door and | checked to see that the prisoners were

i T h éweert towazh cell

no pri
arms at
ch indi

t hree

breathing and that | could see the prisoners faces. All of the prisoners were lying down on

their bunks. | returned to the public office and | madeentry in the custody record of all

of

t he

prisoners.

0
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The available evidence would suggest that there were four prisoners in custody at Store
Street at this point: Terence WHEELOCK, WITNESS 08, Simon DOHERTY and
WITNESS 10.

It would also suggest th&@ARDA 21 made entries on only two of the custody records at
14. 10 p.m. She noted on both Terence WHEELOC
all oko at 14.10 p. m.

This is the last recorded check on Terence WHEELOCK before he is discovered in his

cell with a ligature around his neck.

GARDA 20 in his statement to Detective Sergeant Sean CAMPBELL makes the same
mi stake stating, fAThere were three prisoners

to go to court. o

SERGEANT 04 who was the Station House Officerduty at Store Street Station from
14.00 on the ' of June 2005 correctly notes in her statement that there were four

prisoners in custody at this point.

It is likely that the release and-agrest of WITNESS 10 is the explanation for the

confusion inthis regard. He was released from custody at 13.36 pm and thereseed

at 13.38 pm having never left Store Street Garda Station. He was then brought back to the
custody area at 13.39 pm and placed in a cell at 13.43 pm.

At 14.10 pm four prisoners, erof them a Romanian national accompanied by a child
were brought into the custody area by GARDA 18. The prisoners were WITNESS 12,

WITNESS 13, WITNESS 14 and WITNESS 15.

GARDA 21 began to process WITNESS 14 giving the required information under 8(1) of

the Treat ment of Persons in Custody Regul ati ¢
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and recording this at 14.11 pm on the C22 section of the Custody Record and the notice
of rights under C23 at 14.12 pm.

At 14.16 pm SERGEANT 05 took WITNESS 14 to a cefl& search.

GARDA 21 then processed WITNESS 15 giving the required information under 8(1) of
the Regulations and recording this at 14.17 pm on the C22 section of the Custody Record
and the notice of rights under C23 at 14.18 pm.

SERGEANT 04 has recordéa her statement to Detective Sergeant Sean CAMPBELL

that at approximately 14.20 pm she spoke with Aine FLYNN from Terry Lyons & Co.,
Solicitor. SERGEANT 04 states, fiShe [ Aine FL
custody Terence WHEELOCK. | went to tBestody Record. | spoke with GARDA 21.

| asked if we had a Terence WHEELOCK in custody and what was the position with him.

| was informed he had been arrested by a member from Fitzgibbon Street Station. | told

her if she did not hear from me thathewonlé get ting bail . 0

At 14.21 pm SERGEANT 05 took WITNESS 15 to a cell for a search.

GARDA 21 then began to process WITNESS 12 giving the required information under
8(1) of the regulations and recording this at 14.22 pm on the C22 section of the Custody
Reord and the notice of rights under C23 at 14.23 pm. WITNESS 12 was brought to the
cells for a search at 14.26 pm by GARDA 16.

GARDA 21 then began to process WITNESS 13 giving the required information under
8(1) of the regulations and recorded this at 4@ on the C22 section of the Custody
Record and the notice of rights under C23 at 14.28 pm.

At 14.31 pm WITNESS 16 was brought into Store Street Station by GARDA 23 and

GARDA 24 having been arrested. GARDA 21 commenced processing WITNESS 16 and

providedhim with the required information under 8(1) of the Regulations at 14.32 pm.
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At 14.32 pm WITNESS 17 was detained for the purposes of a drugs search in the Eden
Quay/Liberty Hall Area of Dublin City Centre. Also arrested at 14.33 pm were
WITNESS 18, WITNES 19, WITNESS 20 and WITNESS 21. They were arrested as
part of an ongoing Garda Operation. The members involved were GARDA 22, GARDA
13 and SERGEANT 06. The five prisoners were then transported to Store Street Station

At 14.33 pm WITNESS 16 received htice of Rights recorded in section C23 and
WITNESS 13 was taken to a cell for a search by GARDA 16

As GARDA 21 was completing the Custody Record for WITNESS 16. SERGEANT 06,
GARDA 13 and GARDA 22 arrived with their five prisoners.

At this point theravere nowl4 prisoners in Store Street Station. In the cells are Terence
WHEELOCK, Simon DOHERTY, WITNESS 08, WITNESS 10, WITNESS 14,
WITNESS 12 and WITNESS 15. WITNESS 13 has been placed in the medical room at
the Store Street Custody area because sharhadant child with her.

WITNESS 16 was taken at 14.40 pm to an interview room at this point to be interviewed
by GARDA 23 and GARDA 24. This is recorded in the custody record for WITNESS 16
by GARDA 21.

Also in the Custody area are WITNESS 17, WITNESSWITNESS 19, WITNESS 20
and WITNESS 21. They are supervised in the Custody area by GARDA 22, GARDA 13
and SERGEANT 06.

Before she started to complete the five custody records, GARDA 21 informed
SERGEANT 06 that she was going to check on the prisoG&RDA 21 has recorded

this in her statement and this is confirmed in the statements of GARDA 22 and GARDA
13.
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Due to the events that occur at this point, the timings in the Custody Records for the
prisoners are not accurate for the next period. Theaagfibns for the inaccurate timings

will be dealt with later in the report.

The interview of WITNESS 16 is recorded on the video tapes used for the interview as

commencing at 14:43.

However, it should be noted that at some point either before she dlactKerence
WHEELOCK or shortly after GARDA 21 checked the time on her wrist watch and
recalled it as being 14.35 pm.

GARDA 21 stated in her statement of th&d June 2005 to Detective Sergeant Sean

CAMPBELL that she then went to check on the prissner She sai d, Al t ook
the cells and | went to check the prisoners. | looked through the glass on each door and

all the prisoners were okay. The Romanian woman who had the child had been placed in

the medical room. | checked on her. | went tol#s¢ cell. Cell no. 7 it was the last cell

closed. I looked in the glass and | could not see anything. | opened the door. | saw the

prisoner who | now know to be Terence WHEELOCK. He was half lying and half sitting

with his back against the wall. His heads slanted back his eyes were closed and his

face was yellow. | could see a black chord around his neck and this was attached to the

cel | buzzer. o

GARDA 21 continues, Al got an awful shock. I
closed the door ahl ran for help. | ran to the public office. | shouted at SERGEANT 04.
| ran back to the cell area followed by SERGEANT 04.

SERGEANT 04 stated in her statement to Detective Sergeant Sean CAMPBELL and
Detective Superintenden tpri@ndrsweing breughinte Y, Al n
the station for drug searches by SERGEANT 06 and GARDA 22 and GARDA 13. |

didndét see GARDA 21 complete the Custody Rec
looking up GARDA 21 had run into the office she called my name andPsisioner. |
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knew by her face and demeanour that something was wrong. | ran out of the public office
past the prisoners who had just come in d
GARDA 22 stated in his statement of tHé®f June 2005, Al then s
down tothe cell area. About less than a minute later GARDA 21 ran up to the public

office and called to SERGEANT 04 for help. SERGEANT 04 and GARDA 21 ran down

to the cell area. | thought that they may have been in difficulty. | followed and | heard
SERGEANTO4& al I i ng for GARDA 25 | ran down to

SERGEANT 04 stated to Detective Sergeant
the door of cell 7 | saw a young man lying back against the wall. There was what
appeared to be a black lace around his neck wischsuspended from the Buzzer fixture

on the wall. The prisoner was unconscious and was grey in the face. | said to GARDA 21
to lift him up. | shouted for help. While help was arriving myself and GARDA 21 tried to

lift the prisoner up to take pressurebfh e | i gat ur e. 0

I n her statement to the Garda Ombudsman,
against the wall with the ligature around his neck. He was unconscious or appeared to be
at that stage. He was yellow in the face. There was no blood ielth&élere was no

blood on his body or on his clothing. The only injury that | noticed was the ligature mark

on his neck. 0

GARDA 21 described to Detective Sergeant
say Oh Jesus lift him up. Both SERGEANT 04 and | litteel prisoner up to take the
weight off his neck. SERGEANT 04 shouted

GARDA 22 described arriving atthe cellilopet ect i ve Sergeant Sean
saw GARDA 21 and SERGEANT 04 holding up a male who had a navy lace which was
tied around his @ck and attached to the cell alarm. | went down to the cell | picked up the
young male GARDA 21 had his right arm. SERGEANT 04 ran off to get a sharp object

to cut the | ace. 0
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SERGEANT 04 stated to Detective Sergeant
and Isaid to GARDA 22 lift him up. | came out of the cell to see if there was anything |
could use to cut the ligature from around the neck. At that stage GARDA 25 came
running around the corner to the cell area. | shouted at him to get me a knife or dcissors.

saw the first aid kit and | emptied it ou

I n her statement to the Garda Ombudsman,
that | refer to in my statement of thé 8f June 2005 was across the casritom Cell 7.

| was only a few yards away. o0

GARDA 22 stated in his account for the An Garda Siochana investigation ofl dfie 3
June 2005, AAt that point | held up the vy
neck. I laid him on the ground anglapped his face hoping for a reaction. | got no

reaction. | tried for a pulse and to | i st

GARDA 21 stated to Detective Sergeant Sea

doorway of the cell and tried to revibei m. 0

I n her evidence to the Coroner GARDA 21 i
ground €é Coroner, initially it was half i
basically, |ie him down t o tmedicalareatinentannd o
him. o

Il n her evidence to the Coroner in July 20

GARDA 22 removed the ligature from his neck, he, say, lifted him down on to the
ground and he was pulled out into the hallway, as the catl c®nfined there would be
no way of any movement in the cell. That he moved him out on to the corridor, and
SERGEANT 04 began AR. O
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I n response to a question from Mr. O6 HI GGI N
an emergency situation, he was kind affldragged out on to the hallway to be quite
honest with you. Just literally to get him down and try to perform some form of first aid

on him to try revive him.o

Mr. GILLANE then questioned GARDA 21 as regards the suggestion that Terence
WHEELOCK aggeddrfrom the cell. GARDA 21 apol
word. She also accepted that the word &édpull e

Il n her statement to the Garda S2och8na Ombud
relation to the uwoerdd idénd rtahgeg eGobr ownheircéhs ICour t
Mr. WHEELOCK from the cell once we found him. This was just an unfortunate word.

Mr WHEELOCK was pulled from the cell in an attempt to save his life. The cell was too

small for us to attempt any first a@hd he was taken from the cell so that we could try to

save him.o

SERGEANT 04 stated to the Garda S2och8na Omb
had to be |ifted as he couldnét move himself
hi m medi ¢ aSERGBEANTe0A éxplanad.thimat GARDA 22 slapped Terence

WHEELOCK on the face to get a reaction but got none. SERGEANT 04 then splashed

water on his face but again got no reaction.

SERGEANT 04 then began mouth to mouth resuscitation on Terence WHEELOCK. She
was unable to locate a pulse and then tried mouth to mouth for a second time.

GARDA 26, INSPECTOR 01 and GARDA 27 arrived into the cell area at this time.
GARDA 25 requested that GARDA 28, who was on
consul 6 tubancg te the station. SARDA 28 estimates that this took place

6someti me between 2.30 pm and 2.40 pm. GARDA

put through to DFB Ambulance. He states that he asked for an ambulance urgently for
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Store Street and then remSERGEANT 04 to inform her that an ambulance was on the

way.

The Dublin Fire Brigadeds records state that
respect of an incident at Store Street Station was received at Fire Brigade Control (DFB)
at 14.44.27 pnmours.

Also at about this time SERGEANT 05 approached GARDA 29 in the Communications
Room at Store Street Station and asked whether he had a vent aid. GARDA 29 confirmed
that he did and went immediately to the cell area and provided SERGEANT 04 with the

vent aid pack.

SERGEANT 04 took the vent aid pack and continued mouth to mouth on Terence
WHEELOCK.

GARDA 29 returned to the public office and dialled 999. He spoke with someone at
ambulance control who confirmed that an ambulance had already beeraodllédt it

was on its way. This call is recorded at Dublin Fire Brigade at 14.44.29 pm

At cell 7 INSPECTOR 01 took over mouth to mouth from SERGEANT 04. GARDA 27
commenced chest compressions and INSPECTOR 02 counted the compressions.
GARDA 25 held Tereme WHEELOCKO&s | egs straight.

These attempts continued until personnel from the Dublin Fire Brigade attended Store

Street Garda Station and took over.

GARDA 21 has stated that at this point she made an entry onto the Custody Record of

Terence WHEELOCKI n her evidence to the Coroner os |
stated as foll ows, AnCoroner when the ambul an
was being performed on Mr. WHEELOCK, | went back up with one of the members of

the ambulance crewtogivedet | s t o the ambul ance crew of T
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name, his date of birth, and address, and any other relevant details they might need. |
noted 2.35 pm i mmediately on the custody rec

| went immediately back den to the cell areato seeif | could helpinang y . 0

At 14:45 pm hours Fire Appliance D102 from Tara Street Fire Station responded.

At 14:46 pm Ambulance D44 from North Strand Fire Station responded to the call. At the

same time Fire Appliance D102iaed at Store Street Garda Station.
At 14:49 pm Ambulance D44 arrived at Store Street Garda Station

Thefive members of the Dublin Fire Brigade who attended Store Street Garda Station
provided statements to Detective Sergeant Sean CAMPBELL. They vaze a

interviewed as part of the Garda Ombudsman investigation.

FIRE FIGHTER 01 was on day duty on tH& & June 2005 on Fire Appliance D 102. In

his statement to Detective Sergeant Sean CAMPBELL FIRE FIGHTER 01 described a
call coming in just after 2Bpm. FIRE FIGHTER 01 stated that the Fire Appliance was

on College Green when the call came in and they were able to attend Store Street Station

in about 90 seconds.

Il n his statement to the Garda S2och8na Ombud
arrived & Store Street Garda Station, | saw a male lying on the ground across the corridor

and the Gardai were performing CPR on him. | now know this male to be Terence

WHEELOCK. | remember Terence WHEELOCK hadshirt on and this-shirt was cut

to expose hishest. This was done as a standard procedure when we need to use the

defibulator. | can not remember whattypesfhi rt Ter ence was wearing

FIRE FI GHTER 01 goes on to say, Al did not s

caused me concern. | did madtice anything strange. The Gardai did not prevent us from

carrying out our duties. o
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In his statement to Detective Sergeant Sean CAMPBEIRE FIGHTER 01 stated that
he noticed a pair of white runners outside the cell door on the floor. He also disueibe
attempts at CPR and the removal of Terence WHEELOCK to hospital by ambulance
staff.

In relation to any possible injuries that Terence WHEELOCK may have had, FIRE

FI GHTER 01 stated to Detective Sergeant CAMF
StoreSt r eet Garda Station é there was a deep ||
chest was exposed because | had to apply the defibulator pads. One pad goes just under

the clavical on the right side and the other on the left hand side of the ribcagéhender

arm. There was no bruising abrasion swelling or redness on the arms face or chest. The
patient received approximately 8 minutes of

signs of blood on the patient. o

In his statement to the Garda Siochana Ombudsrmam@ssion investigation, FIRE

FIGHTER 01 stated, fAApart from the | igature
neck. |l did not notice any old or new injur.i
was no blood on his body or on his clothing. | think Terence WHEEL@@&wearing a

track suit bottoms. From what | remember, | did not see any blood on his track suit
bottoms. We did not examine the | ower part o
was no need for us to do so because we were told by the Gardai that Terence

WHEELOCK had hung himself. | do not think his tracksuit bottoms were removed.

Terence WHEELOCK was lying outside the cell and a Garda had told us that Terence
WHEELOCK was in the cell he was | ying in fro

FI'RE FI GHTER 01 | at e rthesGardaseatihn perfioding CPR towe wer €

Terence WHEELOCK, no femoral line was inserted into this femoral artery on the inner

side of his | eg. Il think this could have bee
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FIRE FIGHTER 02 stated to the Garda Siochana that on arrigabie Street Station a
Garda led them to the custody area where he observed a number of Gardai performing
CPR on a man lying on the floor. He outlined attempts made at CPR and also the

removal of Terence WHEELOCK by ambulance.

He al so st &tore Btreet Stakibnil dskeed someone how did the patient hang
himself? A black lace type chord was pointed out to me. This was hanging inside the cell
door on the right hand side at about | ight s

In his statement to the Garda Siochana Ombadsgommission, FIRE FIGHTER 02

stated, AWhile we were performing CPR on Ter
exposed. | am not sure who removed his upper body clothing and | do not know what

type of upper body clothing Terence was wearing. | did not noticeldror @ew injuries

on Terence WHEELOCKG6s upper body. I did not
body because there was no need to examine this part of his body. As far as | can
remember, I did not see any bl ood oon Terence

the fl oor of the corridor. o

Il n his statement to Detective Sergeant Sean
wish to add that the patientds chest was exp
a deep | igatur e mar knotaatice any ethempbauisingemt 6 s nec k.
abrasions. He was not bleeding that | saw. Part of my training is patient assessment. | did

not see any other injuries on the body of th

FIRE FIGHTER 02 stated to the Garda Ombudsman investigation in his statentiee

Mof February 20009, Al needed to find out ho\
injuries and | was told by Gardai that Terence WHEELOCK tried to hang himself from a

light switch in the cell. | went into the cell and | saw a flat metal platebean bent and

this plate appeared to be covering an existing light switch fitting on the cell wall. 1 did not

find anything suspicious in the cell and there was no blood on the cell floor or walls. The
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Gardai did tell me that the cell was a crime scenaligl not prevent me from going into

the cell . o

FIRE FI GHTER 02 stated, AWe did not <carry ou
WHEELOCK that would result in him bleeding from the lower part of his body. There

was no femoral line inserted on the femanaéry of Terence WHEELOCK. This

femoral line insertion is normally performed by a paramedic and no paramedic was called

out to the Garda station. 0

FIRE FIGHTER 03 was also in Fire Appliance D 102 and also attended Store Street

Garda Station. In a statentdo Detective Sergeant Sean CAMPBELL in June 2005 he
stated, AWhile performing CPR on the patient
the front of the patientds neck. I't appear ed
mark was very narrow argkeep. Previous experience with this kind of injury indicated to

me that it was a shoe lace or something similar. | did not see any other injury other than

the ligature mark on the patient. He was not bleeding and there was no other obvious

signs of injury?o

FIRE FI GHTER 03 also gave evidence at the Co
evidence that no ligature was present on Terence WHEELOCK when he was being
treated. He also indicated that other than the ligature mark there was no other obvious

sign ofinjury.
He also stated that when he arrived at Store Street Garda Station there were a number of
Gardai in the hallway and two were performing CPR. He states that they looked like

0Ot hey were well into ité and O6they were doin

He states that Terence WHEELOCK remained unconscious throughout.
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FIRE FIGHTER 03 also provided a statement to the Garda Ombudsman dhathe 4

at

Te

he

c

February 2009. He states, AWhen | arrived
Garda station, | did not seay action by any Garda member that caused me concern.

Apart from the ligature on the neck, | did not notice any old or new injuries. | was on my
knees supporting Terence WHEELOCKOGs head.
exposed. | did not see any ings or any blood. | think Terence WHEELOCK was

wearing dark track suit bottoms. | did not see any blood on this track suit bottoms. | did

not see any blood on the floor in the corri
He goes on to state, Al di d BLOGKwgsdying nt o

in the corridor. | was not restricted from moving around the cell and | was not informed

by the Garda? that this was going to be

I n relation to the insertion of the femoral
Station,there was no femoral line inserted into the femoral artery. This procedure is done

by a Doctor. I can not remember if Terence
pull ed down a bit to check a pulse at the

perform asphincter reflex test. This procedure would entail forcing a gloved finger into
the rectum of the patient to feel for a reaction. The insert of a femoral line into the
femoral artery or a sphincter reflex test can cause the bleeding which may resailt in th

pooling of blood in the anal area. o

FIRE FIGHTER 04 was one of the crew of Ambulance Delta 44. In his statement to
Detective Sergeant CAMPBELL, he outlined the attendance at Store Street and the
removal of Terence WHEELOCK to the Mater Hospital.

He al® stated that when he attended the cell area of Store Street Station, the fire crew
had already applied a stiff neck collar to the patient which would have obscured any
ligature mark. He states that he did not observe any injury whatsoever on the Hatient.

also states that there was no signs of blood or bruising on the patient.
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Il n his statement to the Garda Ombudsman FI RE
attending to Terence WHEELOCK, the Gardai stood back and they allowed us to carry

out our duties. did not see any action by any Garda members that caused me concern. |

did not see any ligature marks around the neck of Terence WHEELOCK. | did not notice

any old injuries or dry blood on Terence WHEELOCK. | did not look into the cell area

because | did ndiave any reason to go into the cell. | did not see if there was any blood

in the cell. The Gardai did not prevent us from moving around the cell area and corridor.

As far as | am aware, a femoral line was not inserted or used on Terence WHEELOCK

whilehewas at the Garda station. 0

FIRE FIGHTER 05 was the driver of the ambulance. He attended Store Street Station but

did not render any medical assistance to Terence WHEELOCK. He stated to the Garda
S2o0ch8na Ombudsman Commi s s inexttpthdipAtentantdh e st age
| did not notice any injuries on him. | do not remember seeing any blood on the patient or

on the floor. o

Dublin Fire Brigade records indicate that at 14:54 pm the Mater Hospital was placed on
standby by DFB Central Control in atlon to the receipt of the patient Terence
WHEELOCK.

At 14:56pm Ambulance D 44, transporting Terence WHEELOCK, arrived at the Mater
Hospital.

The Other Prisoners At Store StreetGarda Station

The original Garda investigation team interviewed thergthisoners who were in
custody at Store Street at the time of the detention of Terence WHEELOCK. None of

them recall hearing any taunting by Garda members of anyone in the cell area.
Investigators from the Garda Siochana Ombudsman Commission alsceintzha

number of the prisoners who were in custody at the time of the incident. To trace a

number of these witness enquiries were made through the Social Welfare authorities,
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Garda PULSE records, the Garda National Immigration Bureau, the Prison Aushoritie
and local solicitors. Due to the passage of time two of these witnesses, both foreign
nationals, could not be traced. Two of the withesses were traced but declined to assist the

investigation.

Where statements have been made to either the Garda Siovlestigation or the

Garda Ombudsman investigation they have been summarised below.

In her statement to the Garda Siochana taken in June 2005, WITNESS 14 recalls being
arrested with W TNESS 15 in a 6Penneyds6 a &+
She was taken to Store Street and placed in a cell with WITNESS 15. She recalls hearing
girls shouting but doesnodét recall hearing an
she was released from the cell there was tape from one side of the ctlltheeather

side. WITNESS 14 was contacted by investigators from the Garda Siochana Ombudsman
Commission. She stated that she could hardly remember the night in question and could

not assist further. WITNESS 15 was also contacted and she stated tloat sbeld not

remember anything of her detention at Store Street or'foé 2une 2005. In her

statement to the Garda Siochana WITNESS 15 recalls hearing roaring and shouting about

10 or 15 minutes prior to being released from the station. She doeswidepany detail

of what was shouted. The custody record of WITNESS 15 records her release at 15.10

p m. I't is unlikely then that what she descri
as alleged by Simon DOHERTY. srecolleagticnofmor e | i ke
shouting relates to the Gardai discovering Terence WHEELCOCK in his cell and the

subsequent attempts to resuscitate him.

WI TNESS 13 a Romanian national "Wdlinearrested
2005 and brought to Store Streett®n. She had her baby with her and was not placed in

a cell but instead was put in a room off the custody area. In her statement to the Gardai

she stated that she heard no shouting. Garda Ombudsman investigators were not able to

trace the witness.
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WITNESS 07 declined to make a statement to the original Garda Siochana investigation.

He was spoken to by Detective Sergeant CAMPBELL who recorded a Memo of

Interview regarding his conversation with WITNESS 07. Detective Sergeant

CAMPBELL noted that WITNESS Offad not seen or heard anything unusual.

WITNESS 07 was interviewed by investigators from the Garda Ombudsman and

provided a statement. In the statement he recalls'fe2 June 2005 sayi ng,
was in the cell, | did not hear anyone talking outsigecell door nor did | see anyone

outside the cell door. | did not hear or see anything out of the ordinary that would have

attracted my attention. o

A further statement was taken from WITNESS 07 by Garda Ombudsman investigators.

In this statement he deribes being brought to the custody area of Store Street Garda

Station. He states that there was a male prisoner there with one Garda member. He
describes the male as being in his | ate 2006s
further details. WITNES 07 states that he cannot remember any conversation between

the male and the Gardai and also stated that he did not hear anything unusual whilst he

was in custody.

WITNESS 10 was in custody at Store Street on tAef2June 2005. In his statement to

AnGarda S2och8na he recorded that he did not
t hat he was brought to court and when he ret
some shouting and | heard people running. | looked out the door and | savwbaintan

placed on a stretcher. This man was in the cell to my left. It was very difficult to see

something because there was so many people around at this time. It was all quiet before |
heard people running | ike | estmatodsfromtizespi t e ¢
Garda Siochana Ombudsman Commission it has not proved possible to trace WITNESS

10.

WITNESS 12 was arrested at 13.20 pm on ff@RJune 2005. She was brought to Store
Street Station arriving at 14.10 pm. She did not provide a statemthe original

82



investigation and when interviewed by Garda Ombudsman investigators denied having

been arrested.

WITNESS 09 did not provide a statement to the Garda Siochana investigation but was
interviewed and provided a statement to the Garda Osnbaid. In his statement he
states that following his arrest for shoplifting he was treated well by the Gardai at Store
Street Station. He does not remember anything of note but does mention a male in the
cell area who was shouting for medication. He wasabt# to identify who this male

was.

WITNESS 11 provided a statement to the Garda Ombudsman. He states that his memory

of his arrest is not exact due to the passage of time but that he remembers seeing a young

mal e i n his 206s wpdaredtabe cring. WATNESSAdlnatlo t hat he
states that he did not see anything unusual during his time in custody. He states that he

did not hear anyone screaming but does r emen
at the time as his English was poor.

WITNESS 17 provided a statement to the Garda Ombudsman. She describes a male
being 6draggedd into a cell by Garda2. She s
see but does not state that the male she saw was Mr. WHEELOCK.

She does not describe anything eleclevance.

Of the remaining witnesses, WITNESS 20 and WITNESS 19 declined to make a
statement to either the Gardai or the Garda Ombudsman and WITNESS 08 was not able

to assist the investigation.
WITNESS 21
WITNESS 21 was detained for the purposea skarch under section 23 of the Misuse of

Drugs Act 1977. The custody record completed for the detention of WITNESS 21 notes
that he was arrested at 14.33 pm at Custom House Quay and arrived at Store Street Garda
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Station at 14.40 pm. He was taken to & foelthe purpose of a search at 15.01 pm and

released from custody at 15.10 pm.

Detective Sergeant CAMPBELL interviewed WITNESS 21 on tHedt4july 2005.
During this interview WITNESS 21 declined to provide a statement to Detective Sergeant
CAMPBELL and said that he did not want to get involved.

During this interview WITNESS 21 made allegations to Detective Sergeant Sean

CAMPBELL regarding the treatment of Terence WHEELOCK by the Gardai. Detective

Sergeant CAMPBELL made a record of the interview daTMESS 21 in his Garda

notebook which WITNESS 21 signed. Detective Sergeant Sean CAMPBELL

subsequently made a statement outlining the interview of WITNESS 21. Detective
Sergeant CAMPBELL recorded WI TNESS 216s all e
celbesi de where the fella was hung. He saw evVe
asked what he saw. He saw Garda going into the cell with a rope and hanging the poor

fella. He says he saw it all. | asked what cell was he in he said the one beside the young
fella. The Guards killed him he said. He di d

be involved. Al he wanted was to get out of

Detective Superintendent HANLEY noted in his report that Garda accounts would

indicate that WITNESS 2Was not brought to the cell area in Store Street Garda Station
until after Terence WHEELOCK had been removed by ambulance and at no stage was he
in a cell beside Terence WHEELOCK.

WITNESS 21 was arrested with four other prisoners, WITNESS 20, WITNESS 17
WITNESS 18 and WITNESS 19. None of the other prisoners made allegations of this

type.

Detective Superintendent HANLEY concluded that the allegations made by WITNESS

21 were Oobviously false and fabricatedd.
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Investigators from the Garda Siochana Ommais Commission took a statement from

WITNESS 21 on the™ of September 2008. In this statement WITNESS 21 made a

different set of allegations. In this instance he alleged that on a date in June 2005, he was

in Store Street station when he saw Terence WHEEK being removed from a cell in

what he describes as 6ésome sort of body bag

0
then put into the same cell by Garda2 and th

In this statement WITNESS 21 also stated that he badrrbeen interviewed by Gardai
in relation to his time at Store Street on tA&a? June 2005.

This version of events is not supported by any of the available evidence. The custody

record for WITNESS 21 would indicate that he was not in the cell atba ime he

states and none of the medical emergency personnel who attended Store Street have

stated that there was blood in the cell or cell area. In addition there is no evidence to
support the suggestion that a EBACKduyof bagd was

the cell.

A further statement was then taken from WITNESS 21 by investigators from the Garda

Siochana Ombudsman Commission to clarify the allegations he had made. In this

statement he said that he did not see Terence WHEELOCK being remavetthé cell.

He also stated that he had not seen 6éa body
being carried down a corridor in d6éda white su
in a cell that had blood on the floor and that he assumed that thibevesl| that

Terence WHEELOCK had been in. He also stated
being beaten whilst | was in Store Street and | cannot be sure that the cell | went into was

the one he came out of . 0

WITNESS 21 has provided three different acdswmn three different occasions. None of
the accounts he has given are supported in any way by the available evidence. The
allegations he has made are entirely without foundation or credibility and can be

discounted.
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WITNESS 18

WITNESS 18 was also déteed on the ¥ of June 2005 for the purposes of a drugs
search. He was arrested at 14.33 pm and arrived at Store Street Garda Station at 14.40.

He was released from custody at 15.25 pm.

In a statement to Detective Sergeant CAMPBELL on tfeafIune 205, WITNESS

18 said as follows, Al remember the 2/6/05 I
drug search. There was about 7 of us arrested for searches. We were standing at the hatch

a ban Garda ran up from the hallway where the cells are. Sletwvasut i ng 06 Get a Kk
They all started running down to the cells. We were pushed in the opposite direction

towards the entrance you go in when you are

On the 28 of November 2006 WITNESS 18 gave evidenceatthCor oner 6 s i nque s
the death of Terence WHEELOCK. During his evidence to the inquest he stated as

foll ows, AWell, itdéds just that that day they
arrested there a good few times but they arrested logupfe and they were very

quick to get them into the van and to get to the station and when we got to the station they

left us hanging around, where you are usually brought in fairly quick, for about 10 or 15

minutes, before this Ban Garda came runningtigeemed to be very, in hindsight, it

|l ooked very staged. o

WITNESS 18 confirmed that at no time did he see Terence WHEELOCK during his
detention at Store Street on tH& & June 2005.

In a statement to the Garda Ombudsman, in May 2008, WITNES&t&8 sis follows,
Al was coming out of the clinic in Pearse St
bridge to Custom House Quay. | was speaking to a couple of people there. A policeman

came flying up to where | was standing. They dragged everytméhmvan, about ten
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people. They rushed us all to Store Street for a drugs search. Everyone was brought in
including about two women with buggies. There were about two or three guards in the

van, they were in uniform. It was about midd

Hethenstae, fAWe were | eft standing at the proce:c
minutes. There was nobody watching us which flies in the face of a drug search. A ban

Garda came running up the corridor from the cell area screaming get a knife. We were

told move @wn the corridor by a Guard who came out of the main reception area. We

were taken out of earshot. | do not know what happened afterwards if we were searched

or not, it would have been very quick if we

WITNESS 18 alsostaed, fiThe next day when | was back
heard from conversation that a young fellow had been brought to the Mater Hospital from
Store Street Garda Station that he had been put on a life support machine and that the

policehader i ously i njured him and pretended that

Evidence indicates that WITNESS 18 and the other prisoners detained for the purposes of

a drugs search were arrested as part of an ongoing Garda operation.

GARDA 13 provided a statementtotherGdaa Ombuds man outl ining as
2"% of June 2005 | was involved in either Operation Eden Quay or Operation Boardwalk.

This was an operation to target drug abuse and drinking on the boardwalk. Basically, you

went out on a plain clothes foot paltand you rounded up people you believed to be

involved in the sale or use of controlled substances. As far as | know it had been going on

for t he week. 0

GARDA 13 describes the operation as foll ows,

drugusersin he ar ea. It would have been a communi

Il n relation to W TNESS 186s all egations that

stated, AAny suggestion that the searches we
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thiseventarenator r ect . 0 GARDA 13 also states that t
observation by him at all times and that at no stage did he or the prisoners enter the cell
block while Terence WHEELOCK was being treated.

SERGEANT 06 expands on the description of thedGar Oper at i on expl ai nin
an operation that commenced around April 2005. | was personally supervising this

operation alongside Superintendent BARRY. It was targeting open drug dealing and

drunkenness in the areas of Liberty Hall, Busaras, Edeg Queand Boar dwal ké EvVe
day two or four Gardai in plain clothes would be deployed generally under my

supervision. They would identify known drug users or persons suspected of being

involved in criminal activity. These targets would be brought to Storet$3aea

Station and be searched under section 23 of the Misuse of Drugs Act and various checks

including bench warrants would be completed.

SERGEANT 06 also states, AdAlt was not unusual
volume of prisoners daily. | witd estimate that approximately 500 persons were arrested

throughout this operation whichranfo82 mont hs . o

Other documentary evidence provided by An Garda Siochana would indicate that the
arrest of WITNESS 18 was part of an ongoing operation. Indeedrds exist which
show multiple arrests on a daily basis. The allegation that WITNESS 18 and others were

arrested so that they could witness a 6stage
The Interview of WITNESS 16

WITNESS 16 was arrested by GARDA 24 #&bi® Street Garda Station at 14.30 pm on

the 29 of June 2005 for an offence under section 12 of the Criminal Justice (Theft and

Fraud Offences) Act 2001.

The custody record for WITNESS 16 was completed by GARDA 21. SERGEANT 04
authorised his detention 4.34 p.m.
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The custody record notes that at 14.40 pm WITNESS 16 was taken to an interview room
by GARDA 24 and GARDA 23 to be interviewed. The interview is recorded as
terminating at 15.01 pm.

Of this interview GARDA 24 recalleth Detective Garda Se&hAMPBEL L , AWhil e
conducting the interview | heard a lot of noise coming from the corridor outside. |

became aware that something was happening, however, | did not know exactly what it

was. At 3.01 pm the interview was terminated and WITNESS 16 was bioughta c el | . 0

GARDA 23 stated o Det ecti ve Garda Sean CAMPBELL, AT
2.40 pm and terminated at 3.01 pm. During the interview | heard a commotion outside in

the cell area but paid no attention to it.o

WITNESS 16 provided a stateméno t he Gar da Ombudsman. He st .
interview at the time it was in the evening. | heard a number of coppers running by the

window. One of the guards, a detective who was interviewing me went out of the room to

see what was happening. When hee back in a few minutes later, | asked what was

happening, he said that young WHEELOCK hung

WITNESS 16 also confirmed that he knew Terence WHEELOCK and did not see him

during his time in custody.

The interview of WITNESS 16 by GARDA 23 and BRA 24 was video taped.
Following a request from investigators from the Garda Siochana Ombudsman
Commission, An Garda Siochana provided the original video tapes used to record the

interview of WITNESS 16 on thd"@of June 2005.

The original video tapesere then brought to Infra Tech Forensics, a company which

provides expertise in forensic evidence. Infra Tech Forensics were able to provide an
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enhancement of the audio track of the video tapes of the interview. The forensic
enhancement attempted to segpa the background noise from outside the interview
room that can be heard on the video recording and increase the volume and clarity of the

background noise.

Although Infra Tech was unable to completely isolate the noise from outside the
interview roomthat was picked up on the interview recording they were able to enhance

the audio track to a degree.

As Garda video interviews are carried out the equipment used to record the videos creates
a time and date stamp on the videotapes. As such there isshdgk readout on the

videos.

Whilst a lot of the background audio is indecipherable, as the microphones in the
interview room are designed to pick up the ongoing interview of WITNESS 16, some
details can be heard.

The interview commences at 14.43 pon the 2% of June 2005, by the clock on the
video recording. The Custody Record records that the prisoner had been taken to the

interview room at 14.40 p.m.

At 14. 43: 20 a female voice can be heard shou

knife. o

At 14.43:22 a commotion can be heard outside the interview room. It is difficult to

understand what it said but it sounds as though a male voice is shouting.
At 14.44:27 a male voice can be heard shout.i

At 14.45.17 a male arfémale voice can be heard talking. The female can be heard to

say, Al didndét think he was é0 and the phras
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At 14. 45. 17 a female voice can be heard aski

A lot of the remaining audio is indecipheral&RGEANT 04 and GARDA 21 were-re

interviewed by Garda Ombudsman investigators and the tape was played for them.

SERGEANT 04, having listened to the recording stated to investigators from the Garda

Siochana Ombudsman that she believed it was her voicetshion g 6 Get a kni f e .
stated as follows, AAt 14:43:21 1 think it i
or scissors so that | could cut the | igature
this in my previous statement. There was dBARDA 21 and myself in the cell area at

this point. There was no alarm system outside of the cells at that time so | had no other

way of | ooking for assistance. 0
She continued, fAl14:44:27 Oheds down, heds do
GARDA 22 and GABA 21 had lifted Terence WHEELOCK up and taken the ligature

from his neck. 0

SERGEANT 04 also stated that at 14:51:29 she thinks she can hear a male voice say

6Spinal board and stretcherd which may be on
approximately SERGENT 04 t hinks she hears | NSPECTOR (
you get a tape across thato and | ater instru

scene being sealed off.

GARDA 21 also listened to the tape. She was unable to assist in clarifyingoiriiaeh

recording.

Calls to Dublin Fire Brigade

91



Statements from the Garda members present in Store Street Garda Statior'bofthe 2
June 2005 would indicate that two Garda members called for an ambulance on two

separate occasions.

GARDA 28recallsimi s st atement to Garda? that he ran
Command and Control consul after GARDA 25 requested him that he get urgent

assistance.

GARDA 29 also rang 069996 from the public off
statement to the Gardlavestigation that he confirmed that a cardiac ambulance was on

the way to the station. He stated, Al then s
control who confirmed to me that an ambulance had already been called and that it was

on the way. o

The Dubin Fire Brigade provided the Garda Ombudsman with the times of both calls
from Store Street Garda Station to the 0999056

The first call Dublin Fire Brigade have recorded is at 14.44:22 on'thef 2une 2005.
This is the call fromn GARDA 28.

The second call Dublin Fire Brigade have recorded is five seconds later at 14.44:27. This
is the call made by GARDA 29.

In a letter to the solicitors for the WHEELOCK family dated th& aBSeptember 2005,

John OONEILL Stiad fFiOfd i Breirgade Dutbdt ed t hat,
2/6/05 a call for services was received by telephone at Fire Brigade Control in respect of

an incident at Store Street Garda Station. o
calls were received froi8tore Street Garda Station within five seconds of each other.

This |l etter also sets out the response of th
AFire Appliance D102 from TaFaAWEORirret Fire S
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charge responded at 14.48urs and arrived at the scene at 14.46 hours approximately

three minutes before the ambul ance. 0

The ambulance is recorded as responding at 14.46.

It further records that appliance Delta 44 carrying Terence WHEELOCK left Store Street
Garda Station at4l53.

The letter states that the patient was removed to the Mater Hospital and that the hospital
was placed on standby at 14.54 hours by DFB Central Control and that the time of arrival

at the hospital was 14.56 hours.

CONCLUSIONS

The Garda members inlved in the attempts to resuscitate Terence WHEELOCK all

deny that there was any delay in requesting an ambulance. There is clear evidence that
two different Gardai both requested the assistance of the emergency services from two
different parts of the stian. These two calls were made from Store Street within five
seconds of each other at 14.44:22 and 14.44:27. The two separate calls made by two
different Garda members from two different parts of the station would indicate a genuine

attempt by Gardai teguest medical assistance.

On the audio track of the video interviewMMTNESS 16a commotion can be heard at
14.44. 22 and a male voice saying, AHeds down
is most likelyGARDA 22who removed the ligature romdfeence WHEELOCKO6s ne

and assisted in laying him on the ground.
The clock on the video recording of the intervieWwfTNESS 16is clearly not

calibrated with the clock used by Dublin Fire Brigade Central Control; therefore some

discrepancy in the timinig understandable. However, these timings provide evidence
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that GARDA 21discovered Terence WHEELOCK at approximately 1414015 and that

there was no delay in calling for an ambulance.

Aine FLYNN

Garda Ombudsman investigators interviewed Aine FLYBNolicitor withTerence
Lyons and Co., in relation to the events of tAo2 June 2005 as she was contacted by
Gardai from Store Street at the request of Terence WHEELOCK.

Aine FLYNN provided the Garda Ombudsman investigation with a copy of her drigina

contemporaneous notes made at the time of Te
AThere was a message on the pager at 13.03 h
Terence WHEELOCK at Store Street Garda Stat.i

Aine FLYNNhast ar i fi ed that, fAWhen | recorded O6The
13.03 hoursé | mean that this is the time I
having lunch in Smithfield when | got the message and returned the call to the Garda
Stationverysbr t |y after-calsl &8 wsvalsi ¢heooat the ti me
usually works, is that the phonecall comes through to the office, a member of staff in the

of fice takes the message and then calls the
They then take the message. It is transmitted on to the pager and the message comes up

on the pager in script.o

Al received the mess ag"8oflume 200y, howeverghecait 13. 03
could have come through the office earlier than thas. gossible there may have been a

short delay in the office in contacting the paging company or it is possible that there

could have been a delay in transmission. o

Al rang the Garda Station at 13.07 hours. Th
phore me back with more information. A Fitzgibbon Street Garda (not GARDA 02) rang
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me back at 13.20 hours. He confirmed that Terence had been arrested for an offence
under section 112. He confirmed that Terence was not being detained for questioning and
at this stage it looked as if he was going to be charged and released shortly. (I was aware
myself that there were two outstanding Bench Warrants for Terence, one ffasfi 27

May in court 44) | did not mention this.

| asked if | could speak to Terence and@wada said that he was calling from the Public

Office and said it would take some time to have Terence brought to the phone. We agreed

that | would phone back at 2 o6éclock when we
| rang back at 2.07 hours and this time sptk SERGEANT 04 who had just come on

duty. She said that at that stage it looked as if Terence was going to be charged and

released. She said that she would need to check this with the Gardai as it was a

Fitzgibbon Street matter. We agreed that | wouke iathat he was going to be charged

and released soon and that SERGEANT 04 would phone me back if anything else

happened.

SERGEANT 04 rang at 3.30 pm to say that Terence had been rushed from Store Street to
the Mater Hospital as he had tried to hangdalhin his cell. She said that CPR had been
performed and they had got a heartbeat. His family had been notified. She said that it
seemed that he had used the draw string from the top of his tracksuit to hang himself.
Everything else with which he couldtm himself had been taken from him before he

was placed in the cell . o

CONCLUSION
The available evidence would suggest that appropriate attempts were made to notify the
solicitor nominated by Terence WHEELOCK as per Regulation 9 of the Criminal Justice

Act 1984 Treatment of Persons in Custody Regulations 1987.

Terence WHEELOCKOs Mobile Phone
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Simon DOHERTY has alleged that he heard Garda Members taunting Terence
WHEELOCK regarding the content of his mobile phone.

In his statement to his solicitor SIm®OHERTY alleged that as he and Terence were at

the desk in Store Street providing their det
phone out of his pocket and were reading his messages and he tried to grab his phone.

There was a bit of banterandfFTe nce was gi ving as good as he

Later in this statement he said, fAWhen | wen
was opposite me. |l could hear a guard with T
Terenceds girl fri endtstuffinfersnseangsegtZingotitiochh wer e p
guards. 0 He | ater states, Al went to sl eep a
He was singing 2 Pac in the cells. 0 Terence
his friends.

In this account Simon DOHERTalleges that the Gardai taunted Terence WHEELOCK
about the content of his mobile phone on three occasions. The first occasion is at the desk
in the custody area when they were processed, the second is when Simon DOHERTY
was initially placed in his cell anthen a third occasion when Simon DOHERTY had

slept for a period of time.

In his account to Detective Sergeant CAMPBELL Simon DOHERTY alleges that when

he was initially placed in the cell, he was trying to go to sleep when he heard noises

outside the de | . He stated, Al can hear a commoti on
way something about a mobile phone. I think the coppers were slagging Terence about

his girlfriend. |1 couldndét see them because

gos |l eep. O

In the statement provided to the Garda Ombudsman, Simon DOHERTY alleges that he
had been placed in his cell and had been in there for about five minutes when he heard
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somet hing about mobile phones andel aughter.
saying things to Terence about his girlfriend and his mobile phone. They were winding

him up and woul dnodét turn off the phone. Il he
mobile phone, but | didndét paygefit.ttvemnti on t o

semiconscious during this time.Oo

The allegation that Terence WHEELOCK was taunted about the content of his mobile
phone was put to the Garda members involved in the detention of Terence WHEELOCK
and Simon DOHERTYy investigators from th&arda Siochana Ombudsman
Commission. All of the members have denied that Terence WHEELOCK was taunted in

any way or that his mobile phone was accessed.

GARDA 12 stated as follows, Aln relation to
about Gardai tauntinference WHEELOCK about his mobile phone text messages. |

know nothing about this. | would state that you can hear very little through a cell door

when it is shut which is why you have to open them to talk to the prisoners. | did not see

or hear anyonetatni ng Mr . WHEELOCK during his time 1in
GARDA 12 outlined how a prisonerods property
property box. As soon as someone comes to the counter you ask them to empty their

pockets and then generally the Gatdaatt 6 s wi t h t hem does a gener .
down to see whatés in their pockets. The pro
Garda would come back and tell me what cell they put them into. In this case GARDA 01

woul d have ¢ omacelpmizen7dl weuld have patevidatever property |

had into locker number 7 and that locker is underneath the desk | was writing the custody

record on. o0

GARDA 12 also explained a note on the custody record relating to Terence
WHEELOCK whi clhl r®aRirsqp AiT® was written by her
Amobil e phonedo was not written by GARDA 12.

itemised the property placed in a locker as this property would have been returned to the
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prisoner onanelresda@at@®sShdél did not handl e Mi
or have any dealings with his mobile phone. It would be normal practice if a mobile

phone i s part of a prisoneros property it wo

GARDA 01 has recorded @hwhen he searched Terence WHEELOCK at Store Street
Station he removed his mobile phone and t hen
that Terence WHEELOCKGOG6s phone would have bee
gaolerto be placedinthepmen hol e all ocated to each cell
relation to the allegation that Terence WHEELOCK was taunted about his mobile phone

and its content, this did not happen. We did not need his phone as evidence and we did

not access his phone or gwdugh the phone messages. The taunting did not happen. |

was not even aware that he had a girlfriend.
or hear anyone else do so. We were happy enough with our evidence and there was no

need to antagonise himr anyt hing | i ke that. o

GARDA 14 assisted GARDA 01 with the search of Terence WHEELOCK. He does not

recal | whet her GARDA 01 removed Terence WHEE
search but does stat e, AWhil e | BEAGCKIi n t he ¢
nor did | hear any other member taunting Ter

INSPECTOR 01 states that once Terence WHEELOCK was removed to hospital he
retrieved the mobile phone from the prisoner
SergeanBean CAMPBELL.

None of the other prisoners in custody at Store Street Station at the same time as Terence
WHEELOCK on the ¥ of June 2005 have mentioned hearing Terence WHEELOCK

being taunted by Gardai.

Terence WHEELOCKGO6s mob itle&argalsioanama Onibwdsnam o v i d e d
Commission by the solicitor for the WHEELOCK family.

98



The phone was analysed by Heather GRILLS Forensic Scientist and Senior Scientific

Officer with Forensic Science Northern Ireland.

The purpose of the analysis was to sékafphone contained any text messages that

would support the allegations made by Simon DOHERTY that members of An Garda

Siochana taunted Terence WHEELOCK about the content of his mobile phone. The

analysis could also provide information as to Terence WHBECK 6 s behavi our pr
the arrest on the"2of June 2005.

The analysis showed that the messages stored on the phone were not readily identifiable

as having come from a girlfriend of Terence WHEELOCK. Terence WHEELOCK had

stored the mobile phone numben his contact list repeatedly and under different names.

For example the contact | isted as 6Bi mbod wa

memory of the mobile phone and in nine locations of the handset memory.

The messages stored on the phone wetdisted against the name of the person who had
sent them but were instead listed against the mobile number from which they had been
sent. Therefore it is not obvious to anyone reading the messages whether they came from

a girlfriend or merely an acqueance.

At the time the phone was analysed only three messages were stored in the Inbox. The
three messages are all dated as having been received to the phone ditefthe2
2005.

Heat her GRILLS commented i n thmessagesepor t , AThe
associated with the Inbox or received text messages are set by the network. The dates and

times associated with the Outbox, Sent or any other form of stored SIM8& Message

Service)are set by the date and time settings on the handset aefbtheare only as

accurate as the handset settings at that tin
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It can be concluded then that these three messages were not stored on Terence
WHEELOCKG6s phone at the time of his arrest
Staton. In any event all three of these messages are innocuous in nature and they would

not in themselves support the allegations made by Simon DOHERTY.

Fifteen deleted text messages were recovered from the SIM card of the phone. The

majority of these fifteemessages are innocuous in nature. Two of the messages could be

described as personal messages.

One message is listed as being received by Terence WHEELOCK at 06.53 am on the
morning of the 2 of June 2005. The message was sent from a phone on the Meteor
net wor k and r e mabie,phoiiehimbder lsEths@anediteand would

like you to ring them. Mesg leftat20@®0 2 06: 53. 0 I talicised port

in place of the actual mobile phone number.

As this text message was receivedligyence WHEELOCK on the morning he was

arrested, attempts were made to trace the person who caused the message to be sent. The
mobile phone number was identified as being listed to female who is believed to have

been a friend of Terence WHEELOCK. Orla WHEDCK, sister of the deceased, stated

that she believed that they may have been involved in a sexual relationship.

Due to the timing of the message considerable efforts were made to trace this person.

Unfortunately all attempts to trace them have prawesliccessful.

CONCLUSION

Theonly evidence relating to the alleged taunting of Terence WHEELOCK is that
provided by Simon DOHERTY. Simon DOHERTYOS

inconsistent.

No other prisoner has recalled any inappropriate taunfiigrence WHEELOCK. All

the Garda members have denied that any taunting took place.
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The text messages stored on Terence WHEELOCK
the allegation made by Simon DOHERTY.

The allegations made by Simon DOHERTY are nopsuied by credible evidence.

Signing Off of the Custody Record

Once Terence WHEELOCK had been removed to the Mater Hospital, and the scene
preserved, INSPECTOR 01 went with SERGEANT 04 and GARDA 21 and examined
the custody record. INSPECTOR 01 stated kieatook possession of the custody record
at this point.

INSPECTOR 01 states that he signed the custody record on the left hand side column. He
also entered the date.

| NSPECTOR 01 stated to Detective Sergeant Se
column was 2.10 p.m. and was signed by GARDA 21. In my presence GARDA 21 wrote

the details of the occurrence stating the time as 2.35 p.m. Myself and SERGEANT 04

observed the entry by GARDA 21. | immediately took possession of the custody record

of Mr. Terene WHEELOCK. No person interfered with the custody record while it was

in my possession. | handed the custody record of Terence WHEELOCK to

D/Superintendent Oliver HANLEY at approximately 5.30 p.m. on that date at Store

Street Garda Station. o

This accoundiffers slightly from that of GARDA 21 who contends that she had entered
the time of 2.35 p.m. at some time prior to this meeting and completed the entry in the

presence of INSPECTOR 01.

| NSPECTOR 016s signature i s mepentetethas2.85at e col u

p.m.

101



Il n a statement to the Garda Ombudsman i nvest
21 then completed the custody record at my request. The content of these entries are from
her recollection. The reason | initialled the custody reedrdre | did, was to indicate

that from that point on | had control of the

SERGEANT 04 has confirmed that INSPECTOR 01 took control of the custody record.

The Wrong Hospital

INSPECTOR 01 stated in his original statement to the Gargasnv i gati on, Al was
informed that Mr. WHEELOCK was being taken t

AAt 3.19 p. m. | detailed GARDA 30 to call to
WHEELOCK at Sean O6Casey Avenue akRedtoi nform t
St. Jamesd6 Hospital. |l instructed him to arr
hospital should they need it.o

However, Terence WHEELOCK had, in fact, been taken to the Mater Hospital.

INSPECTOR 01, in his interview with the Garda Ombuda n st ated, Al canodt
which Garda member provided me with the information but | was told he had been taken

to St. Jamesd Hospital. I then spoke with th
him to task a member to arrange for transportatiofferr ence WHEELOCKOGs f am
St. Jamesd6 Hospital. My intention was to inf
condition and the hospital to which he had been taken to as quickly as possible and

provide them with official Garda transport in whichtobe@ywe d t o t he hospit e

The Command and Control entry in relation to the incident reflects this sequence of
events. At 15.21 pm an entry has been | ogged

has been taken by ambulance to St James Hospital, if transpeded Gardai will

supply. o
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At 15.58 an entry has been made correcting the location of the hospital. The entry reads,

AAmbul ance went to Mater Hospital, Family be

The misinformation surrounding the whereaboutSerence WHEELOCK which
ultimately led to INSPECTOR 01 arranging for Mrs. WHEELOCK and her daughter to
be taken to the wrong hospital caused great concern and upset for the WHEELOCK
family, who have stated that, as a result of this mistake, Mrs. WHEELO$Itdecious

time with her son.

| NSPECTOR 01 goes on to say, fAThere was no i
This was a genuine mistake. Once it was discovered that Terence WHEELOCK had been

taken to the Mater Hospital the same Gardavanconveyedh t o t he Mat er Hos
Family Liaison

INSPECTORO1 appointed two Sergeants to act as Family Liaison Officers with the
family of Terence WHEELOCK. These were SERGEANT 05 and SERGEANT 07.

SERGEANT 05 has recorded attending with the family on twarség occasions. She

provided a statement to the Garda Ombudsman on thefZ@ecember 2008 which

stat es,"ofiJone 2005hIRSPBCTOR 01 spoke to myself and SERGEANT 07

and asked us to liaise with the WHEELOCK family and assist them in any weguie

On two different days SERGEANT 07 and myself
and spoke to different members of the WHEELOCK family. The family were extremely

upset and didnét want any help or assistance

werenot admitted any further than the front dc
SERGEANT 07 provided a statement to @& da Siochana Ombudsman Commission

investigation on the 24of April 2009 which records a visit to the WHEELOCK family
she made in the companf SERGEANT050onthe7of June 2005. She st at
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arrived there at 12.30 p.m. We were met at the door by a number of the members of the
WHEELOCK family. The situation was very volatile with family members shouting

abuse at both SERGEANTO05andé T ence WHEELOCKOs mot her was
tried to speak with her but | was not allowed to do so. Elaine WHEELOCK, aged 21

years at this time; a sister of Terence WHEELOCK, took it upon herself to speak on

behalf of the family. SERGEANT 05 and | explaineldo we were and explained the

purpose of our visit to Elaine WHEELOCK. We asked them if there was anything we

could do to assist the family in their difficult time. Elaine WHEELOCK said that they

wanted to see the cell in which Terence was hanging fr&aRGEANT 05 and | told

Elaine WHEELOCK that we would return to Store Street Garda Station and arrange this

for them. We told her that we would be back to them when we had this organised.

SERGEANT 05 and | returned to Store Street Garda Station and whepokewith

| NSPECTOR 01 and | NSPECTOR 03. We outlined t
SERGEANT 05 and | were told to make arrangements to have whatever family members

who wished to visit the cell area at Store Street Garda Station and in particular the cell in

which Terence WHEELOCK was hanging. On tfeo? June 2005 at 5 p.m.

SERGEANT 05 and | returned to 35 Sean O6Casece
WHEELOCK. The situation was still very volatile with lots of shouting. SERGEANT 05

and | spoke with Elaine WHEELCK, Orla WHEELOCK and Simon DOHERTY. We

informed them that we were there to bring them to Store Street Garda Station to inspect

the cell in which Terence WHEELOCK was found hanging. Elaine WHEELOCK

indicated that she did not wish to go to Store Stret see the cell. Both Simon

DOHERTY and Orla WHEELOCK said that they wished to see the cell. Simon

DOHERTY, Orl a WHEELOCK, SERGEANT 05 and | | e
wal ked together to Store Street Garda Statio
and on the steps of the station, Orla WHEELOCK said that she did not want to go in. At

this point Simon DOHERTY also said that he did not wish to see the cell. SERGEANT

05 and I informed them that this was their right and to contact us if they chéeged t

mi nds . o
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Onthe§of June 2005 the Superintendent at Stor e
Solicitors on behalf of the family requesting that any contact with the family should be

through them.
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3. The Medical Evidence

Available Medical Evidence

The notes of Terence WHEELOCKGO6s GP, Dr. Eith
Dr. FLOOD has since retired and attempts to access any records that she may have
retained have not been successful. Dr. WALLY who took over the practice has not been

able to find any records relating to Terence WHEELOCK.

On the 2nd of June 2005 Terence WHEELOCK was brought to the Accident and
Emergency (A&E) Department of the Mater Hospital by Medical Emergency Personnel.
The first note recorded by medical staftta hospital is timed at 14.57 pm on tfé¢

June 2005. Later on th8“df June Terence WHEELOCK was moved from A&E to the
Intensive Care Unit (ICU). On the 24f June 2005 a Tracheostomy, a surgical
procedure to open a direct airway through an iogig the trachea, was carried out on
Terence WHEELOCK.

On the 2% of June 2005 Terence WHEELOCK was moved to the High Dependency
Unit (HDU). On the 38 of June 2005 Terence WHEELOCK was transferred to Ward
SCU. On the 18of July he was transferredo St Raphael 6s Ward and,

| ater, was transferred ET@‘AngustZ(DOE. St. Teresads

He never regained consciousness and at 13.15 p.m. on'tieé S6ptember 2005 life

was pronounced extinct.
Hospital recordsrelatingpo Ter ence WHEELOCKGOs entire stay

provided to the Garda Ombudsman. The Mater Hospital has provided copies of all the

records held by them. The medical personnel directly involved in the care of Terence
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WHEELOCK have been interviewed ibarda Ombudsman staff and statements taken

from them.

Photographs Taken by the Senior Clinical Photographer for the Mater Hospital

On the evening of the 3rd of June 2005, at the request of a Doctor, the Senior Clinical
Photographer of the Mater Hospjtenok a number of photographs of injuries found on

Terence WHEELOCK. She states in a report dated theflBecember 2006 that she

Atook a number of views of the any (sic) bru

| TU sister who assisted me. o
Copies of these photographs were provided to the investigation.

The Senior Clinical Photographer for the Mater Hospitadyided a statement to the
Garda Ombudsman investigation on th& 88April 2009. She described the
circumstances in which siphotogrphed Terence WHEELOCK #te Mater Hospital.

She stated, AnAt the time | was working as a
photography department at the Mater Hospital, Dublin. This department provides a

diagnostic and monitoring sece for mtients that have various diseases. We also

provide a service for patients with non accidental injuries, this service includes taking
photographs of any bruising, swelling etc for investigations which comes under the remit

of the National Trust and CarelPd cy . 0

She states, "dfOune 2005i leftavgrk at draeind 3.30 pm. | received a
call at approximately 6 pm from the Mater Hospital Switch board; they put through a
female non consultant hospital doctor from the ICU department. She tolthtrtbdre

was a patient admitted to ICU who had attempted to hang himself and that there was

some bruising on his body, and that the ICU consultant had requested photographs to be



taken. | asked if this could wait until Monday but they preferred it toolbe dow if

possi bl e. | agreed to come back into work an

The Senior Clinical Phot ogr apfi®minuesont i nues,
where | met the sister in charge at the time. My role at this time would todoas$ult

with the sister and identify any bruising on
requested the nurses to remove clothing, to move the patient etc., Normally | would
communicate with the patient to locate the bruising however Mr. WHEKLW&>

unconscious and intubated. As there was no carer or next of kin with the patient, | asked

the sister in charge where the bruising was located. Both of us with the assistance of 2 or

3 nurses, then viewed the patient for any obvious bruising, itZa@wk3 nurses as we had

to roll Mr WHEELOCK to view his back. We followed normal procedures which

required viewing the patient from head to toe with no gown present for obvious bruising,

this included the buttock and genital areas as per normal protod¢bése circumstances.

Any identified bruising was photographed, and any other area was not. Any area that was

not photographed was not deemed to have obvi

The Senior Clinical Phot ogr apheénoopad so st at ed
wounds. Mr. WHEELOCK was dressed in a hospital gown and there was no clothing

visible underneath him. o

The Senior Clinical Photographer has provided evidence that she photographed all the
visible external injuries visible on Terence WHEELOCKtbe 3% of June 2005. She did
not note or photograph any wound or bleeding injury.

Post Mortem Examinations

Professor Marie CASSIDY performed a post mortem examination on the body of

Terence WHEELOCK on the T®f September 2005 and prepared an inigégbrt dated
the 16" of December 2005 and a supplemental report of thef 8ay 2007. Dr.
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CASSI DY also gave evidence as to HRefr findi
November 2006 and again on thd"1# July 2007.

ng

Dr. Carl GREY,aConsulthng For ensic Pathologist, acting

Solicitors for the WHEEOCK familyperformed a second post mortem on Terence
WHEELOCK and prepared a report dated tf@flOctober 2005. He has provided
subsequent medical opinion in corresgdence with the solicitor for the WHEELOCK

family.

Reports are also available from Dr. Brendan KEOGH Consultant Physician with the
Mater Hospital and Mr. Patrick PLUNKETT Consultant in Emergency Medicine.

Forensic reports of Dr. Michael NORTON, Dr. Maan SMYTH and Forensic Scientist
Lee FAGAN are also referred to.

Medical Condition

Using the avail able evidence this section
condition both prior to arrest and at the time of his arrest and detention dfl dfiduhe

2005. It will also outline the medical treatment he received at Store Street Station and his

medical condition following admission to the Mater hospital.
Medical Condition Prior to the Arrest

The medical evidence available would suggest that TerdfHEELOCK had a history

of drug use. Family members disclosed a history of use of Cannabis, Cocaine, and the
sleeping tablet Zopliclone. There is also a reference to Mr. WHEELOCK taking E tabs in

the past. Simon DOHERTY has reported that in the daysgireg their arrest on thé®

of June 2005 that he and Terence WHEELOCK

probably refers to the sleeping tablet Zimovane.
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In the 2 weeks prior to his arrest Terence WHEELOCK had attended hospital twice in
relation topain in his right arm. On the T®f May 2005 this was treated with a anti
inflammatory painkiller and the use of a sling and on tHfedMay 2005 he was

advised to keep the arm elevated.

In the early hours of the"®of June 2005 GARDA 04 and GARD®3 state that they met

Terence WHEELOCK in the area of Summerhill. GARDA 03 described Terence as

foll ows, fAHe appeared intoxicated but | got
breath. He was not intoxicated enough in my opinion to be a danger telfrom®

others in his vicinity. o6 GARDA 04 does not d

There is no other medical evidence to suggest that Mr. WHEELOCK was in anything
other than good health prior to th¥ af June 2005.

Medical Condition at time of arrest:

Evidence from Simon DOHERTY, Gary GIFFORD and Noel HUDSON describe
Terence as being in good spirits, laughing and singing on the morning of his arrest. The
evidence of all present indicates that he was in a fit enough state to run through number

41,Sean O6Casey Avenue when the Garda?2 arrive

None of the arresting Gardai noted any injury to Terence WHEELOCK at the time of the

arrest.

Simon DOHERTY, Noel HUDSON and GARY GIFFORD all state that Terence had a
pre-existing injury to his arm and thagéhwas struck off a Garda vehicle during the arrest.
Despite the fact that they have each provided differing accounts of the incident, all three
accounts would indicate that Terence WHEELOCK suffered injury to either his head or
his right shoulder. Howevgthe only injury recorded is the injury noted by GARDA 12

on the custody record which states, fAbirth n
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The accounts dsimonDOHERTY, NoelHUDSON andGaryGIFFFORD indicated that

they were drinking cider before the arrival bétGardai. Toxicology screening carried

out after Terence WHEELOCK was admitted to the Mater Hospital was positive for

cannabis and benzodiazepines. Simon DOHERTe s cr i bed taking &6Zi mmo
TerenceVNHEELOCKt he ni ght bef or e médoétheaabletelsobk st at i n
were Zimovaine (zimmos), me Terence and me two friends had taken the Zimmos we

took them the night before. o

This is likelyto refer toZimovane which is a prescription sleeping drug. The listed side

effects of this drug includBrowsiness and lighteadedness the next day.

Medical Treatment at Store StreetGarda Station

At Store Street Garda Station there is evidence that several Garda members attempted to
revive Terence WHEELOCK prior to the arrival of the medical emergency. Gavda
accounts refer to Terence WHEELOCK being taken down from the ligature and placed in
the recovery position, two different Gardai describe giWtogith to Mouth, and Cardio
Pulmonary Resuscitation was also attempted. The members describe slappnuog Ter
WHEELOCK in the face and splashing water on him in an attempt to get a response from

him.

This sequence of events began when GARDA 21 checked cell 7 and found Terence
WHEELOCK hanging from a |igature. She descri
and half sitting with his back against the w
closed and his face was yellow. | could see a black chord around his neck and this was

attached to the cell buzzer. o

GARDA 21 ran and got SERGEANT 04 for assist@
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Both SERGEANT 04 and GARDA 21 lifted Mr. WHEELOCK to relieve the pressure on
his neck from the ligature. GARDA 22 arrived and began to assist. SERGEANT 04 left
to get a knife or scissors. GARDA 22 managed to remove the ligature and with the help
of GARDA 21, Terence WHEELOCK was then laid on the floor in the doorway of the

cell.

GARDA 22 slapped Terence WHEELOCK on the face to get a response but was
unsuccessful. SERGEANT 04 returned and splashed some water on Terence
WHEELOCK to get a response.

SERGEANT 04 checked for a response, but was unsure of whether there was one. She
put Terence WHEELOCKOs head back and gave Mo
couldnét find a pulse so did Mouth to Mouth

04 gave Mouth to Muth again using the vent aid.

GARDA 26 found a slight pulse and placed Mr. WHEELOCK into the recovery position.

| NSPECTOR 01 tried to find a pulse but coul d
Mr. WHEELOCK got a pulse and GARDA 09 responded tieabelieved he had a faint

pulse. | suggested that if he had a pulse he should be put into the recovery position. We

moved him to the recovery position on his left side but he did not respond. | checked for

a pulse but coul dnoét cafoedglise. de ynmedlatelynplaced e c ki n g
him on his back and pulled him out of the open cell doorway of cell no 7 and further into

the cell wal kwayél again checked for pul se a

present. | immediately commenced artdidi r espi rati on using a vent

Following this, INSPECTOR 01 continued to give mouth to mouth resuscitation whilst
GARDA 27 did chest compressions until the ambulance crew arrived and took over.

Upon the arrival of the medical emergency personnel ttiagheed a defibulator but did

not shock. They also continued with Cardio Pulmonary Resuscitation (CPR).
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The statements of the medical personnel indicate that they observed the ligature wound
but did not see any other injury. They all state that TerendEELOCK was not
bleeding and there were no other obvious signs of injury.

Treatment of Terence WHEELOCK at the Accidentand EmergencyDepartment of
the Mater Hospital

Following emergency medical care at Store Street Garda Station by the ambulance
persomel in attendance, Terence WHEELOCK was transported to the Mater Hospital
where he was admitted to Accident and Emergency Department and then to the Intensive
Care Unit

DOCTOR 01, Consultant Anaesthetist, was one of the doctors on call at the Mater
Hospital who treated Terence WHEELOCK.

She has been interviewed by investigators from the Garda Ombudsman and provided a
report to the investigation. In this report she outlines the methods used in attempting to

resuscitate Terence WHEELOCK including the itiserof a femoral line.

She stated, AThe resuscitation of Mr. WHEELC
unf ortunately é it is unclear who placed t he

successfully resuscitated and intubated prior to my knowledge pfdssnce in our A

and E Department. I candt say who placed the
of my wusual practice in a situation such as
AThis i s my account of my wusual practice whe

adult. Inseribn of a central venous line is done in a sterile fashion. The patient is
positioned and the area is exposed and disinfected. Position for a femoral line is lying on
ones back. Exposure involves removing all clothing from the area. This can be done by

cutting or removing clothing depending on the circumstances. The aim would be to

11c



minimise movement of the patient particularly if they may be at risk of spinal injury. This

can be done by any of the resuscitation team members, medical or nursing. It would not

be unusual, depending on the urgency and spinal precautions, to leave a patient lying on

his clothes as the |line is being inserted. O

She continues, AA sterile trolley is flushed
vein is located and puncturedng a needle and syringe. The needle is fixed using one
hand and the syringe is removed. A guide wire passed up the needle. This is known as the

ASel dinger Tehniqueéo

She states, AThe needle is removed and the h
threaded over the guidewire. The guidewire is held at all times (to prevent it embolising

travelling into the patient). A small cut in the skin is made to facilitate passing the dilator

to minimise bending the guidewire. The line is now inserted ovewitieento the

femoral vein. The wire is removed. There are usually 3 ports or lumen. Each lumen is

checked for blood return and subsequently flushed with saline. The tops are placed on

each of the 3 lumen. The line is fixed in position by sutures. Aestndéssing is placed

over the insertion site and the |l ine. o

DOCTOR 02 also provided an account as part o
one of the Intensive Care Registrars on duty and involved in the care of Terence

WHEELOCK onthedayofki admi ssi on to the Mater Hospite
initial resuscitation as he was received into the Emergency Department. It is unclear who

placed his central line on this occasion, and | cannot say who placed same and do not

remember who performexhme. However, placement of a femoral central line is

performed in a sterile fashion by a Seldinger technique using a sterile guidewire and a

central line with a three lumen port usually. It is possible for bleeding to occur during the

insertionofcentda | i nes . 0
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Professor Marie CASSIDY

Professor Marie CASSIDY carried out a post mortem on the body of Terence
WHEELOCK on the 18 of September 2005.

She recorded the cause of death as follows:
1 a. Bronchopneumonia
b. Hypoxic brain damage

c. Neckcompression (c/w ligature strangulation/hanging)

Professor CASSIDY gave evidence at the inquest of Terence WHEELOCK or'tiué 22
November 2006. I n her initial evidence she s
significant marks or injuries, but then & examining him 2 and a half months or so

after him being brought into hospital. So most of the marks, fresh or recent marks would

relate to his stay in hospital.o

At the inquest hearing, Mr. GILLANE representing the WHEELOCK family produced
photographsaken by the Senior Clinical Photographer for the Mater Hospital ori’the 3

of June 2005. These photographs were taken by Florence GREHAN at the request of the
family whilst Terence WHEELOCK was being treated in the Mater.

This was the first occasion thatofessor CASSIDY had seen these photographs as they

had not been previously released by the family.

Professor CASSI DY6s evidence was deferred to

and further medical records that were available.

Professor CASSIDY #n produced a supplementary report dated thef 81ay 2007
which lists the injuries photographed on tffeo8 June 2005.
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Professor CASSIDY subsequently compl eted

the 12" of July 2007. During that evidence Pesfor CASSIDY was also asked to
comment on higher quality copies of the photographs takéineb8enior Clinical
Photographer for the Mater Hospital on tffeo8 June 2005 in the Mater Hospital. These
higher quality reprints were provided to the Corongy Inspector Sean CAMPBELL.
Professor CASSIDY stated in her evidence that she was able to make out the injuries

clearer in the rgrinted photographs.
Dr. Carl GRAY

Dr. Carl GRAY at the request of the WHEELOCK family performed a second post
mortem on thdody of Terence WHEELOCK on the 26f September 2005. Dr. GRAY
listed the cause of death as

la: Hypoxicischaemic brain damage

1b. Hanging by ligature.

In preparing his report, Dr. GRAY had access to the photographs taken by the Senior
Clinical Photgrapher for the Mater Hospital and commented on them in his report. Dr.
GRAY provided a follow up report on the28f January 2007 responding to questions

from the solicitor for the family.

In relation to providing medical and forensic opinion basetherphotographs both Dr.
GRAY and Professor CASSIDY outlined caveats to their evidence. Dr. CASSIDY
summarised the position in her report noting three points:

1. Photographs may not be an accurate representation of the injuries as viewed by

the naked eye.

2. Thelight filters used in flash photography may affect the appearance of the injury.

3. Only those injuries photographed can be commented on. There were no
photographs taken of the upper arms, wrists or anterior trunk. There were no
photographs of the head, otliban the lower part of the face including the ears

and the mouth.
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Dr. GRAY noted in his report that no scale was employed in the photographs.

The Mater Hospital records provided to the Garda Siochdna Ombudsman Commission
investigation include the ICUr{tensive Care Unit) chart for th8%f June 2005 and the
ICU notes from the'3of June 2005. The ICU chart for th& &f June includes a body
diagram which indicates a graze to the back and bruising on the knees and shins. ICU
notes dated the®of June 2005 show the graze to the back and bruising on the left arm

and over both knees and shins.

Dr. Brendan KEOGH

Dr. Brendan KEOGH, Consultant Respiratory Physician, of the Mater Hospital prepared
two reports on the admission and subsequent treatmé&etefice WHEELOCK at the
hospital. In the first report dated the"2af June 2005 he lists the injuries noted when
Terence WHEELOCK was admitted on tHé & June and subsequently photographed

on the evening of thé®of June 2005.

Dr . K E OGH nantbar bfeslsn,marksAvere noted and in fact were photographed

at the time. The most striking one which | observed myself was the ligature mark around
his neck. It extended at the I evel of the Ad
or less in airect line at that level around his neck and on the left hand side it ran up
towards his ear, below the angle of his jaw. There was no other bruising on his neck, the
ligature mark was very clear and defined with no other injury to his neck at thealin le

He was noted to have some bruising below his knees. The Doctors involved at the time
did not note any break of the skin. | personally did not see those injuries, although | have
seen photographs, they show some bruising below both knees which sghtiys sl

yellowish and suggests that it is a little old, however, | would certainly have to defer to a
forensic opinion as to the exact date of timing of those. There are also some abrasions on
his knees, which again would strike me as being a little dhder hours at least because

there is some scab formation on them. | would stress that this is not very heavy bruising

but nonet hel ess it does exist. o



Dr . KEOGH continued, fAHe also has some abras
these are more like non lacerations, again they are not very striking but nonetheless are

very definitely present. He also had a laceration on his lower back which is about two

inches long and seemed fairly fresh. The areas of skin where difficulties arose, were both

hands, agas of his leg, just below his knees, his elbows and his neck. All of these were

photographed. 0O

In a report dated the 8®f November 2006, Dr. KEOGH states in relation to the injuries,

AHe was noted to have some brswnolgeakioftheb el ow hii
skin. | have seen photographs, they show some bruising below both knees which seem

slightly yellow and suggest that it is a little old, however, | would certainly have to defer

to a forensic opinion as to exact date and timing of thdses&were not heavily bruised

by any means but they did exist as small bruises. He also had some abrasions on his

hands and on his knuckles. They | ooked more
striking but again they were definitely present. He &kt a laceration on his lower back

which was about two inches long and seemed fairly fresh to me. All of these areas were

photographed. 0

Using these sources and the records provided by the Mater Hospitphssible to list
the injuries thatavailale evidence would indicate, were present on Terence
WHEELOCK when he was admitted to the Mater Hospital. It is also possible to outline
the opinions of both Professor CASSIDY and Dr. GRAY as to the extent and causation of
the injuries.
The njuriesare Isted as follows

1) The Ligature Wound

2) Abrasion on Right Lower Back

3) Faint Bruising to Back

4) Bruising and abrasions to Right and Left Hands

5) Bruising and abrasions to Right and Left Elbows

6) Bruising to Right and Left Legs
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The Head and Neck Area
The Ligature Wound

Both Dr. CASSIDY and Dr. GRAY comment on the ligature wound visible in the

photographs taken by the Senior Clinical Photographer for the Mater Hospital on the

night of the & of June 2005. Dr. CASSIDY describes the photographs of Terence
WHEELOCKcoks anned head, fiThese showed a narrow
was identified from the right posterior neck behind the ear, running almost transversely

around the right side of the neck just below the prominence of the thyroid cartilage

( Adambéso atplpe eni ght side of the Adamdés appl e.
the neck upwards and at an angle, and continued upwards around the left side of the neck,
petering out below and behind the |l eft ear. 0

Dr. GRAY descri bed t hraundrha nekk: assmgletbandgfat ur e mar
brown dried [parchmented] abrasion about 0.5 to 1.0 cm wide; approximately horizontal

on the right side of the neck and crossing the front of the neck diagonally, rising upwards

to behind the left ear and jaw, neck gengralls wo |l | en. 0

Dr. CASSI DY goes on to say, AThis was a well
ligature and would be consistent with a shoe lace or narrow cord being used. The surface

of the mark appeared to be drying and scabbing over suggestingnthatatday or so

old. There was no difference in colour between the skin above and below the level of the

ligature mark and there were no clagephotographs of the eye to determine whether or

not there were asphyxial signs i.e. pinpoint or petechial babages in and around the

eyes. 0

In her evidence t o ("bfdulyQad? BrofessodMariecourt on t h
CASSI DY stated, fnDeath was directly due to c

his death was due to bronchopneumonia, a chest infecbosequent upon hypoxic



brain damage due to neck compression, which is consistent with ligature strangulation or

hanging. o0

The Coroner asked whether the neck injuries were consistent with the method of hanging
described by the witnesses. Professor CAYSIDr e sponded, fAWhen peopl e
hanging they think of someone being suspended, and suspended from a high point with a

full body lifted off the ground. That does happen and it can happen, but fairly common

nowadays people will attempt to hang themsefv@s low levels. So, for example, from

a door handle, even from the top of the door. In doing so the body is not lifted from the

ground, and often the feet and even the knees are resting on the ground. In some cases

most of the body may be on the groundtHose cases the pressure on the neck is

normally across the neck, and the force is r
head drops forward, that force is then pulled on to the neck. As a result of that, death

often is due to the blockage of thieway, which is in the middle, or the blood vessels at

either side. 0

Professor CASSIDY continued, #@Aln those perso
is fully suspended they often die very, very
on the gile of the neck, which may cause a cardiac arrest. However, low level suspension,

unf ortunately death may take a I|little |l onger

brain. o

At the Coronerds inquest ProfesstwmomC&8ASSI DY w
7 of Store Street Station on th¥ &f June 2005. She agreed that the ligature she was

shown was consistent with the marks shown in the photograph.

The Coroner asked Professor CASSI DY whet her

facttherewerm o att empts by Terence to remove the |

stated, AUnfortunately | deal with many hang
wher e | have seen attempts made bygothe perso
that s bodendi ngee, I dondt know i f that is

12C



immediately or because they have decided on this course and therefore there is really no

turning back. But itds not something | see i

Mr . OO0 HI GGIofeSor£ASSI®E whEther the fact that it was possible to
resuscitate Mr. WHEELOCK enabled her to offer any view as to how quickly he was
di scovered. Professor CASSIDY stated, #fAlt wa

rapidly, very soon afterwards. o

DrrGRAY in his report stated in relation to tI
the neck was a typical mark from a ligature placed around the neck in a hanging. The

mark is horizontal on the right side of the neck and rises towards the point ofssaspen

behind the left ear and jaw as the weight of he suspended body pulls down. There were

no other marks to the neck suggesting multiple applications of a ligature or marks from

the fingers or the nails of the Deceased hin

Professo CASSIDY expressed a similar opinion in her report of thefaviay 2007

stating, fAThere was a recent | igature mar k a
occurred in the circumstances as described. There were no marks around the ligature

mark to suggdghat he had been struggling to remove the ligature. In particular there

were no finger nail scratches or other bruis

Dr. GRAY further stated, Aln my opinion, fro
for the Deceased to have suspended himself as alleged from a low point of suspension on

the cell walt such as the call button unit belend to have hanged himself in a kneeling

position with his body against the wall in an unknown direction. | haveatBensuch

cases in prisoners in custody in cells; prisoners can be ingenious in finding points of

suspension. Low points of suspension are often employed in fatal harthmgedy

does not have to hang clear of the floor for damage and death to deeuigature mark

and the nature of his brain damage were in K
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Dr. GRAY concluded, AThe other marks on his
[knees and shins] or were of no persuasive significance. There is nocevjmEsitively

to suggest assault or abusive treatment of the Deceased. The mark on his back was
unexplained but did not prove assault.o

Other Injuries in the Head and Neck Area

Professor CASSIDY I|lists no other impuries to
Dr. GRAY comments that there was oO0faci al con
[ petechial] marks on the skin above the |iga
WHEELOCK had O6swollen Iipsd. Of these injuri

congestion ad pinpoint haemorrhages [petechial haemorrhages] in the skin of the face
were consistent with asphyxiahe blood is confined in the head and bursts minor blood

vessels above the ligature.

Abrasion on the Right Lower Back

ProfessoMarieCASSIDYnoed an injury to Terence WHEELOC
seen in the photographs taken on tH@BJune 2005 by the Senior Clinical Photographer
for the Mater Hospital.

Professor CASSIDY described it as follows,
pelvs, there was a rectangular abrasion approximately 2 to 3 cm long and 1cm wide. This

had the same general appearance as the ligature mark on the neck i.e. the surface,

although pink, was drying and scabbing over consistent with a day or so old and

consistet with being caused at the same ti me as
Dr . GRAY describes the injury as foll ows, A L

fish or keyhole, about 6 x 3 cm, probably an abrasion/bruise caused by pressure upon a

siml arly shaped object. o
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Later in the same report Dr. GRAY states, naT
a fish or a key hole. This appeared to be a mark of impression: there had been a blow
from or pressure against a similadyh aped obj ect . 0

Dr.GRAY st ated, AThe most | i kely cause was the
some time. This sometimes happens in the recovery of unconscious people on stretchers.
This mark cannot be explained with certainty

He also stated, AThe mark on the ilhatisk was di
about 2448 hours oldbut its causation remains unexplained. In my view, it was caused

by an impact from an object or pressure upon object under the body aé¢baded as

he lay on his back for some time. This cannot be determined with certainty and will

remain a puzzle. o He also concluded, AThe ma

prove assault. o

In her report of the'®of May 2007, Professor CASSIDYupforward a different
explanation than that of Dr. GRAY, stating,
surface layers of skin being scraped off due to contact with a rough or irregular surface.

Either the body moving across the surface or a roughemtte moving over the body.

This could have occurred when he was being moved or moved at the scene of the

incident. o

In her evidence to the Coroner in relation to injuries on Terence WHEELOCK Professor
CASSI DY stated, nYes, wehbackanditweaspropablgjtstao ne ov e
small rectangular injury, but it certainly looked, had the same kind of appearance in the

photograph of the |ligature mark. o
When asked to account f or the cause of t he n

scrapeon the back, now whether that was caused when he was being moved after he had

been found, i1if it had been caused during the
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When shown the reprinted photographs provided to the Coroner by Detective Sergeant

Sean CAMPBELL, Rsfessor CASSIDY agreed that the injury was very rarely shaped

and was shaped |i ke a fish. She described it
comparison to the other injuries, and it looks very similar to the colour of the mark on the

neck é otklksatvelry fresh to me. o

Mr . GI LLANE for the WHEELOCK family asked Pr

di scretely contained, it doesné6t appear to h
anything |like that?0 Prof eghersislittleskiAt@agSbrDY st at e
the surface, so it is a scraping injuryé Why
know, |l really candét explain how it got ther

I n response to further questioning from Mr.
looks as if itbés more |ike a skin tag. Do you
would pull the surface layers out, they would become kind of ruffled. | can see what
youdre saying is that you can get & ifpressure
you press something, you know, the back up against something of a particular shape. |
couldno6t say it wasnodét that, but just with t

more of a scraping mar k. o

Professor CASSIDY later said in relationtoth@ j ur y, #fAl am against it
because there is no bruisingé The back being
just being forced up against something, and

favouring more the scraping, you knowpsething being pulled across the back or when
he was moved he just happened to catch something that was sticking out and just caught
the back. 0

The assistance of the UK National Injuries Database was requested by the Garda

Siochan@mbudsmarCommission inestigationteam. They searched their database for
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wounds of a similar size and nature to see if a possible cause could be idemhfgd.

were unable to find a wound of similar size and shape.

Other Injuries to the Back

Dr. Carl GRAY noted inhisrepgrt AiLower back: |l ine of four f a
approximately horizontal, at level of posterior iliac crests, two on left and two on right

sides. o Dr. Carl GRAY makes no further ment.i
Dr . Brendan KEO®HOGess ,r efiplrdte rwhbircuni snes on | owe

Professor Marie CASSIDY refers to grazing to the back and possible explanations in the

section above.
l njuries to Ter edHawde WHEELOCKO®GS

Dr.CarlGRAYIli st ed the injuries to Terasce WHEELOC
ARi ght hand, br ownr 28and¥ fmgenMCP joints];lscabbedk | es [ 1

abrasions on backs of index and ring fingers
Dr. Carl GRAY | isted the injuries to Terence
ABrown brui si®ha 3dahd 4k fimgecMCP pists]; [schbbed abrasions

on palm, thumb, and backs of index and middl
Dr. Car l GRAY comments on the injuries stat.i

healing [scabbed] abrasions were of similar age amd weaused by impacts, pressures or
contacts with rough surfaces which could have been many different types of things. The
Deceased could have struck blows, been in contact with bushes, fallen to the ground or
whatever. There was nothing in the cell to gighe causation of the abrasions to the

hands. 0
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In herreport of the 8§ of May 2007, Professor Marie CASSIDY commented on the

photographs taken by the Senior Clinical Photographer for the Mater Hospital ¢h the 3

of June 2005. She described the canditn of Ter ence WHEELOCKOGsS r i
in the photographs as follows,

AThere was thickening of the skin of the pal
abrasions, 0.1m to possibly 0.3 cm in diameter, down the ring finger from proximal
interphalangegbint to the nail bed, over the knuckle of the middle ring finger, over the

di stal interphalangeal of the index finger a

In this report Professor Marie CASSIDY timed the cause of the injuries to the right hand,
AThese wer e adlalbrasibns thdrafore gn exxcesadd dday old. However,
these could have predated the | igature mark

Later in the same report Professor Marie CASSIDY commented on Terence
WHEELOCKGs right han cvidercd woadisgggest thbhitvery av ai | abl
likely that ProfessoMarie CASSIDY is referring to the left hand.

Professor Marie CASSIDY described the photog
on the palm of the hand (? related to intravenous line insettedrist vessel.) There

was blue staining of the skin of the palm at the base of the ring finger. There were

healing, scabbed abrasions over the radial half of the hand, around the knuckles of the

index and middle fingers and on the dorsum and proXmirak of the index and middle

fingers. These injuries were in excess of a day old. There was blue staining on the nails of

the middle and ring fingers.o

Il n her evidence to the Coronerdéds Court in re
WHEELOCKO® s hsaonMasie CABSIDYY fwas shown the photograph of Terence
WHEELOCKOGs right hand and commented on the i
provided to the inquest by Inspector CAMBELL
better quality pleensensantihaatmallytsHows moah engre injudyv e

than in the photos | had initially been give
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She | ater states, fAiBut obviously these photo
there is much more extensive t 6 s obvi ous nsmgwver theskhucktesyer e 1 s
not just abrasions and bruising over the other joints. So there is more extensive damage

t han was apparent from the photographs that

The Coroner proposed at this point allowing Professor Marie CASSIDY a night to

consider the improved quality photographs, however, Professor Marie CASSIDY was
prepared to comment on them at that point. &
reddening over the knuckles. Not only the injuries which are obvious, these are small

grazes or abrasions as they are on the index finger. Now, these are obvious on the other
photographs, but certainly the quality of th

bruising over the knuckles and you also have these grazes over the fingers

Professor Marie CASSI DY was then shown the p
left hand from the copy set of photographs produced by Inspector CAMPBELL. She

stated, ANow, this photograph, there is not
but yau have these small grazes, tiny little spots on all of these or where the surface of the

skin has been taken offéThere is some discol
so convinced on this photograph m®isg,both t he ot
itds not Qquite so convincing as the others ¢€
injuries mainly over the jointsé Over here,

are abrasions over an area of reddening which might be a littledreab r ui si ng. 0

Later in her evidence, Professor Marie CASSIDY stated that the enhanced quality of the
photographs did not lead her to change her evidence in chief to the inquest. She stated,
ATheydre just better repr edswaretobvobyslyparti cul ar
showed bruising over the knuckles and over t

photographs. 0



The opinion of Dr. Carl GRAY that the injuries to the hands and elbows of Terence
WHEELOCK were caused by impact pressure of comactt h st ruct ures whi ch
have had been many different types of things

stated she agreed in general terms with Dr. GRAY.

Later Professor Marie CASSIDY stated, AThe i
slightly less common, and therefore require further explanations. Therefore they could

occur in an assault situation, but by themse

Right and Left Elbows

Dr. CarlGRAY recordedd Di f f use br own blbrauw sa mdy 6n dtoe d héeeHe a

scabbed | inear abrasions on inner aspect of
Of these injuries he stated, O6Mar ks on the e
the wall whilst hanging. 0

Professor Mari e CASSIfDY hneo tsekdi nd dairsocuonlido utrhaet ilo
stated, 6There was a healing abrasion adj ace
abrasion below the point of the el bow. These

She noted in her report of thB6f May,i The i njuries to the arms a
injuries, bruises and abrasions, most showin
Right and Left Legs

Dr. Carl GRAY noted the following injuries to the right knee and shin in the photographs

taken by the Senior ClinicahPot ogr apher for the Mater Hospit

and brown bruises on and bel oWenoteddhet knee; f

following injuries on the | eft | eg of Terenc
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brown bruising below knee, headj abrasions over bruises outer [lateral] edge of knee;

pale scars on the knee; brown bruises along

Il n this report Dr. Carl GRAY stated, nABruise

generally with impacts or pressures against a hard floorkasegling whilst hanging.

Alternatively they could have been caused

Il n determining the age of the bruises, Dr .

appear in bruises at around 18 hours at the earliest [Langlois&NESham GA The

ageing of bruises: a review and study of the colour changes with time. Forensic Sci Int
1191; 50: 22738] and brown change follows yellow tones usually. The yellowish and
brownish coloured bruises were therefore older than 18 hourstahthef the

photography. Bruises sustained at the same time can change colour at different rates. If
the photographs were taken as suggested by Dr. KEOGH off tifeJ8ne then they

could have been done 24 hours after the incident in the cell. Thesedtherefore could
have been sustained at the time of the incident in the cell but they could also have been

olderandhaveprd at ed t he incident. o

Professor Marie CASSIDY noted the leg injuries visible on the right leg in the

phot ogr ap h s heesverd boulsds arausd the fight knee and on the right shin.
These ranged from 1 cm up to possibly 4 cm across. The bruises around the knee were
reddish colour with a faint yellowing rim, whereas those on the shin appeared to be
brown and yellow in colau The reddish bruises around the knee may be recent and 24

hours or so old. The injuries on the shin

On the |l eft | eg, Professor Marie CASSIDY
grazes around the left knee and om l#ft shin. The grazes were on the outside and below

the kneecap. The grazes were scabbed and in excess of a day old. The reddish colour over
the kneecap may indicate a fresh bruise a day or so old, whereas the bruising on the upper
shin, below the kneepaand on the mighin showed yellowing suggesting that these

were possibly a few days old. There was also a reddish coloured lesion over the left shin

r

by
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a centimetre or so across which may have been a fresh injury occurring within a day or

Sso. 0

Inherrepor Pr of essor Mari e CASSI DY concluded, AT
were minor injuries, bruises and abrasions, most showing evidence of healing. The grazes

were due to contact with rough or irregular surfaces, whereas the bruises indicated

impacts oimpact sites. It is therefore possible that the left arm, left knee, and the hand

were in contact with rough or irregular surfaces, whereas the injuries to the knees and the

shins could have been due to falls, his leg striking against other surfaceslegshieing

struck. These were minor injuries and woul d

Il n relation to dating the injuries, Professo
date injuries, even when you are actually examining thepefsd particularly once the

injuries start to show evidence of healing, it can be, you really have to just give a broad

guide to how old they could be. And certainly most of these were showing evidence that

they were healing, and all you can saythenisat t hey are a day or so

really be more specific than that. o

As to the cause of these injuries, she state
people could put particular scenarios to me | could say yes or no. But there arg noth

specific about these injuries, | mean, injuries around the knees and shins are very

common, and they could be caused by falling, by bumping into things. But also injuries

to the shins can be caused by somebody kicking someone in the shins. Scethere is

number of different ways how these could con
occurred presumably before he came into hospital, and they could have occurred at or

around the time he was brought into custody, but they may well have occurhgly slig

earlier. But there is no way of me knowing e
The Coroner asked Professor Marie CASSIDY to comment on whether the injuries could

have occurred during the hanging incident or during resuscitation, to which she replied,

A N o of thhem were particularly related to resuscitation. Whether they could have
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occurred during the hanging, | am not sure. The injuries to the knees, possibly. The ones

to the shin, I dondét think so. I't wotul d depe
the time and what he was, what furniture or
Later i n her evidence, Professor Mari e CASSI

the aging of injuries which suggest that within 18 hours you can start to see some

yellowing. Nov, of course iIitos extremely variabl e a
heal at different rates, even in the same person may heal an area, an injury in one part of

the body may heal quicker than another. But all we can really say is once we see

yellowing, that is probably, you know, at least 18 hours old and possibly it could be days

ol d. o

Towards the conclusion of her evidence, Prof
injuries that are shown in the photographs are small injuries, minor injudesan

specific, and so they could occur in a number of different ways. The bruising in particular

is just, they are just indications of sites of impact. So they could have been due to a leg

knocking against something, for example, a car, they could havedagised if the

person tripped over and fell on the ground, they could have been caused if somebody,

you know caught them and they had a blow to the leg or the knee. So certainly in a
struggle situation or in someoikgiomges of mel ee

these injuries could occur. o

It was put to Professor Marie CASSIDY whether the injuries could have occurred when

Terence WHEELOCK was removed from the ligature or when attempts were made to
resuscitate hi m. Pr of e dlsmy undevbtandingfro@thes S1 DY st a
evidence | just heard as | came i n was that
he was on, you know, partly on the ground, and | think he was on his knees, | think |

heardé Therefore | wothdsaimudds tohave/oecureedquingt ed an
that phase. Could they have occurred during that phase. Could they have occurred during
attempts of resuscitation, there is no iInjur

These injuries are all to the periphery,tt he hands and the | ower | e
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peripheral injuries and therefore, | say, they are veryspatific, but not specific to him

being taken down from the | igature or for re

The Report of Mr. Patrick K PLUNKETT

Mr. Patrick PLUNKETTs t he Consul tant in Emergency Med
Hospital, Jamesob6s Street, Dublin. At the reg
PLUNKETT produced a report on the Terence WHEELOCK case.

In relation to the injuries in the photographs takemh@Senior Clinical Photographer

for the Mater Hospital, Mr . PLUNKETT concl ud
scabbing in these pictures has altered to imply an age of more than one day. In the images
marked 1,2 and 3 there is a mark on the back méniice WHEELOCK which starts with

a straight transverse edge, runs towards the right shoulder at an angle of approximately

15 degrees, and terminates in a short tail. This is consistent in my view, with a shear

injury, or friction burn, with the person begpulled by the feet over a distance of

approximately 3 cms (or 2 fingers breadth). Alternatively, he may have been pulled feet

first for a greater distance, with his skin protected by clothing which later ruched up,

exposing his skin to damage foravery i ef peri od of time, or dis

Later in the same report Mr. PLUNKETT states that he disagrees with Dr. GRAY as to

the possible causation of the injury to the
description of the lesion. | would not agree iraten to the probable causation. My

opinion is that this is probably due to dragging of Terence WHEELOCK, feet first, along

a rough surface for a short distance. It COULD be due to his scraping his back on a rough

wall, whilst sliding down the wall . o
It is possible that what Mr. PLUNKETT is describing is the removal of Terence

WHEELOCK from the cell into the cell corridor by the Garda members attempting to

resuscitate him.
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I n relation to the | igature mar k, Mr . PLUNKE
number of ligature marks in my practice but can say, based on my undergraduate forensic

training and subsequent experience and interest in the area, that the ligature mark seen in

images 17, 18, 19 and 20 appears to be fresh and, is in keeping withirghaiith the

point of suspension being on the | eft side o

Evidence of Injuries to the Anal Region

In his statement to the Garda Ombudsman dated thef2ZBnuary 2008, Larry
WHEELOCK, brother of the deaedhecasexualy st at ed, 0
assaulted. Dr. Carl GRAY, the independent pathologist has stated that there may have

been 6an injurious anal trauma of some Kkind?®é
Terenceds underwear. Lee FAGAN tthitthe i ndepende
bl ood happened in a medical emergency situat

Larry WHEELOCK continued, Al think this is v
important, the state forensic scientist was told by Sean CAMPBELL that a femoral line
bur st i n T e nsevaswverydssggegtivey trying in my lopinion, to throw her off

the real cause. 0

This issue is dealt with later in this report.

The Presence oBlood on the Clothing

On the2" of June 2005 at 6.40 pm, Detective Sergeant Sean CAMPBELL attended at the
Mater Hospital ICU ward where he received from NURSE 01 the clothing of Terence

WHEELOCK. The clothing was contained in a green hospital bag. Detective Sergeant
Sean CAMPBELL took this bag and placed it in an evidence bag which he labelled SC3.
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On the ¥ of June 2005, Detective Sergeant Sean CAMPBELL again went to the ICU
where he met with NURSE 02 who provided him with a yellow hospital bag which
contained a-shirt belonging to Terence WHEELOCK. Detective Sergeant Sean
CAMPBELL labelled this exhibit as SC8

On the & of June 2005 D/Sergeant CAMPBELL submitted both exhibits to the Forensic
Science Laboratory.

The First Report of Michael Norton, Forensic Scientist
Michael NORTON, Forensic Scientist at the Forensic Science Laboratory of the
Department of ustice, produced a report in relation to the clothing of Terence

WHEELOCK.

In his report he outlines receipt of several items at the Forensic Science Laboratory

6sealed in a brown paper sackbé. He | ists fou
voltbattery found at the scene. He al so | ists
0Adidasé tracksuit bottoms, grey OAdidaso6é bo
green plastic hospital bag contained inside
Hospital 2/06/ 05 D/ Sgt S Campbell A/ Suicide
The fourth item is not referred to by an exh

brand tshirt in a yellow plastic hospital bag, contained inside a sealed paper satddlabel
Al CU Mater Hospital 7/ 6/5 D/ Sgt. Campbell A/

Mr . NORTON stated the purpose of his examina
received to address the issue of whether or not there was a connection between the cord

and the tracksui't bottoms. 0

Mr . NORTON described the tracksuit bottoms a
the middle of the front area of the central elasticated band through which a draw cord
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would originally have been passed to enable the weatgghten the waistband. No draw

cord was present in the waistband. o

In his report Mr. NORTON described the procedure for comparing the fibres from the
inside of the waistband with those found on the alleged ligature and concluded as
foll ows, am,ltheabowe findings wery strongly support the suggestion that the

cord in item 1. SC1 originated from the

wai s

It should be noted that O6very strongly suppo

scaleemployed by Mr. NORTON.

At no point in his report does Mr. NORTON address or refer to the fact that the clothing,

specifically the tracksuit bottoms and the shorts referred to as SC3 were blood stained.

It should be noted that the same items were exatigeMr. Duncan Colin WOODS,

Forensic Biologist, with Keith BORER Consultants at the request of the solicitor for the
WHEELOCK family, In his report dated th& 4f December 2006, he concluded as

foll ows, AThe findi ngs shadoogmaly beenithreadedc at e
through the waistband of the tracksuit trousers SC3. While the possibility that the cord
originated from some other garment cannot be eliminated, the scientific findings do not

suggest so. 0

Mr. NORTON attended to give evidenaet t he Coroner™o | nquest
November 2006. In his testimony he delivered his conclusion that there was a very strong
support for the contention that the cord

tracksuit bottoms.
In questioning byr. GILLANE for the WHEELOCK family, Mr. NORTON was asked

to produce the tracksuit bottoms, the boxer shorts and the white sport socks. It was at this

point that Mr. NORTON stated that he could not produce the clothing in court as there
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were, what he belieed to be, blood stains on some of the clothing. He stated that he had

not tested the staining but, in his opinion, it was what appeared to be blood staining.

Later in his evidence Mr. NORTON stated that although the items had not been examined
by any otler scientist, that a solicitor for the family had viewed the items with a Garda

member present.

The inquest was subsequently adjourned to allow the items to be tested.

The First Report of Lee FAGAN, Forensic Scientist

Lee FAGAN is an independent Foeen Scientist with Keith BORER Consultants
employed by the family of Terence WHEELOCK to examine the clothing of Terence
WHEELOCK.

He was instructed to examine the clothing to determine three things:
1. Whether or not the items were blood stained.
2. If blood stained, whether the blood could have originated from Terence
WHEELOCK.
3. Whether or not there was any evidence to suggest these items had recently been

cleaned.

In his report of the Bof December 2006, he stated that he had found blood staining on

the tiacksuit bottoms as follows:

Bl ood stain 1:AA heavy soaked stain (3cm
Yellow fluid staining was associated with the edges of this blood staining, the nature of
which is unclear. This blood had soaked through ¢ootltside of the tracksuit bottoms.

On brief examination of the shorts, that | understand Mr. WHEELOCK wore as

underwear, | noted that there was a similar stain on the inside back. In my opinion it is
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likely that this blood soaked through the shorts aacksuit bottoms from the inside and
while the items were worn. It would fit, for example, with blood loss from Mr.

Wheel ockds anus. o

He found six other smaller stains which are listed below:

2. A series of light and moderate intensity smears on the ifigideof the right leg
(top and bottom).

3. A collection of four 25mm spots on the lower front of the left leg. These stains
are the result of projected blood droplets landing on the tracksuit bottoms.

4. A heavy 6 x 2.5 cm contact stain on the upper frotth@fight leg. In my
opinion this stain had formed from a volume of blood being introduced to this part
of the tracksuit bottoms.

5. A small splash on the inner aspect of the right leg (close to knee height). This
stain is the result of a projected blood dedanding on the tracksuit bottoms.

6. A collection of downward directional blood splashes on the outside back of the
left thigh. These stains are the results of projected blood droplets landing on the
tracksuit bottoms.

7. Two small spots on the outside baxfkhe right calf. These stains are the result of
projected droplets landing on the tracksuit bottoms.

Bloodstains 1, 2 and 3 were sampled for DNA profiling. No DNA profile was available
from bloodstain 1. Mr. FAGAN stated that this was either becaudddbdstain had
degraded to such a degree that it was unsui-t

i nhi bitory substance present that prevents s

DNA profiles were obtained from bloodstains 2 and 3. They matched and were likely to

originate from the same source.

No reference profile was available from Terence WHEELOCK for comparison.



Bloodstaining on the -Bhirt was catalogued as follows:

1. A4 x 2.5 cm diluted stain on the upper front centre, associated with the vomit like
stainirg. In my opinion this staining is likely to have been deposited at the same
time as the vomitike fluid.

2. Three areas of light contact staining on the chest, which are the results of contacts
with a limited source of wet blood.

3. A small stain on the cuff g@ on the front of the right sleeve. This stain is the
result of direct contact with a source of wet blood.

4. A series of contact stains and smears on the inside front of the left sleeve, which
are the result of moving contact between the sleeve and assugdan which
there was a small amount of wet blood.

5. A5 mm spot on the centre front. In my opinion this could either be the result of
an airborne droplet landing on thishirt or the shirt coming into contact with a
blood droplet (e.g. as blood startedlow from a small wound.)

6. A series of smeared stains on the lower right front (inside and outside). In my
opinion this staining has the appearance of what is sometimes encountered when
clothing is handled by a person with wet blood on their handsxémgle when
removing the garment. It could, however, have been deposited in any number of

other situations.

Bloodstain 5 was sampled and a DNA profile was generated. It found that the sample

differed from the profile generated from the samples on thksuidottoms. Mr.

FAGAN concl uded, nThe | evel of similarity
certain, that the blood sources could be c

Lee FAGAN listed seven comments as his findings:

1. The tracksuit bottoms anekhirt have receivcewear since they were last washed.

2. Bl ood staining was present on Mr .- WHEELOC
shirt.

3. Blood staining on the track suit bottoms has been deposited through a

combination of contacts with a source or sources of wet bloodr@ndorojected
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blood droplets landing on the tracksuit bottoms. Blood staining onsthiet t
could all be from direct contact with a source or sources of wet blood.

4. There is no pattern to any of the staining to suggest the circumstances surrounding
bloodtransfer, i.e. there is nothing about the distribution or pattern of stains that
would assist in determining whether blood transferred during an assault or in
some other situation.

5. DNA profiling of two stains from the tracksuit bottoms (one contact stathone
projected stain) has shown that they are likely to originate from the same source.

6. DNA profiling of a single stain on the t shirt has shown that this blood originated
from a different man to that who donated the test blood to the tracksuit bottoms.

7. Based on the information in the supplied depositions and the injuries Dr. GRAY
outlines in his report, there would currently be no explanation for any of the blood
on Mr. WHEELOCKG6s <clothing.

Dr. Hilary CLARKE

Dr. Hilary CLARKE of the Forensic Sciencahoratory also examined the clothing of
Terence WHEELOCK. The examination took place on thefddecember and Dr.
CLARKE reported on the 29of December 2006.

She stated the purpose of her examination as follows:
1. To examine Ter ence fWté&fasadde kfbleod and fadcdl i n g
staining
2. To send selected blood stains for DNA profiling in order to determine if there was

more than one source of this staining.

Il n her report Dr. Hilary CLARKE stated, fAThe
his shorts and tracksuit bottoms. This staining in both garments was located

predominately at the back right seat area. There was also blood staining located on the

front right hip with smaller blood stains on both of the legs of the tracksuit bottoms.

There was a small amount of blood staining on the front of his h&tton both the



body and the sleeves. Some of this blood staining was located on the inside front body

and inside of the left sleeve of thesTh i r t . O

Dr . Hi | ary CL AR HKé&re was yellow eloured lotHggpel stainifigion

the inside of the tracksuit bottoms and the shorts. This yellow staining was located in
numerous areas including the right seat area of the shorts and tracksuit bottoms. This
yellow liquid staining may be aantiseptic product used during the medical treatment of
Terence WHEELOCK. o

She also noted the following, @Al did not

tracksuit bottoms. 0O

I n the additional observat i afindsemdhontheHi | ar vy

inside or outside seat areas of the pair of shorts or the tracksuit bottoms. There was what

appeared to be vomit on the neck, shoulder and chest eftheit r t . 0

Dr. Hilary CLARKE took 6 samples from the blood stained areas and geldrtiiem to
Dr. Maureen SMYTH of the DNA section for profiling.

At the request of the Garda Ombudsman investigation Dr. Hilary CLARKEamined

the clothing that had not previously been tested for the presence of semen. None was

found.

Dr. Maureen SMYTH

Dr. Maureen SMYTH is a forensic scientist with the Forensic Science Labocdtibrgy
Department of Justice iAhoenix Park.

Dr. SMYTH examined the clothing of Terence WHEELOCK to generate DNA profiles
from the blood staining on the clothing.
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Dr. SMYTH reported her findings on thd'®f March 2007

Dr. SMYTH was also provided with a tissue sample from the post mortem of Terence
WHEELOCK. She was unable to generate a DNA profile from the sample for

comparison purposes.

Dr. SMYTH r e moDNA mraliles waré abtainet from the blood stains on
the clothes on the shorts and tracksuit bottoms. It is my understanding that medical
intervention may have led to bleeding in this area, so it is reasonable to assume the DNA

profile from these stainss t hat of Terence WHEELOCK. 0

Dr. SMYTH continued, Al denti cal DNA- profil es
shirt. The profile did not match that from the shorts and tracksuit bottoms. There is a high

degree of similarity between the profiles; ipsssible that the second profile is from a

close blood relative (male) of Terence WHEEL

The SecondReport of Michael Norton, Forensic Scientist

Michael NORTON of the Forensic Science Laboratory provided a second report
examining the shortsandtr&k s ui't bottoms o6to see whether ol
lining of the tracksuit bottoms and the fabric of the boxer shorts could have originated

from the disinfectant solutions supplied. 6 T

sampl es afndo6 \WiBkermead@ i ned received from the M

Mr . NORTONOGs conclusion was, Al n my opinion
yellow staining on the clothing of Terence WHEELOCK was caused by a disinfection
solution such as Videne or Bethadine oother disinfectant product based on an lodine

and Polyvinylpyrrolidone solution. o
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Dr. Carl GRAY

Dr. Carl GRAY was instructed by the family to address questions raised by the blood

staining found on the clothing. He completed a further report in thedba letter on the

239 of January 2007. The relevant questions and answers contained in the letter are

outlined fully as follows:

Question 2

AThe forensic scientists -shitdgamsthis t hat t her e
consistent with hanging adleged?

Vomiting is not a usual feature of hanging cases. Vomiting may occur from an initial

hanging attempt which would be nauseating. There was no double ligature mark,

however, to suggest repeated attempts at hanging. The likeliest explanatiothis That

shirt was previously vomited upon. o

Question 3

fiThere is eidence of bleeding from the anus. Is there any possible explanation for this in
a death by hanging as alleged?

Anal bleeding is not a usual feature of hanging cases and | have never s@eminy
various hanging cases in my experience. The standard textbook of forensic pathology
makes no mention of anal bleeding in hanging. There was no evidence of any specific
anal lesionsuch as piles [haemorrhoids] or an anal tumatipost mortem exmination
some weeks after the incident. Anal bleeding could come from minor anal trauma or a
fissure which are commonplace from constipation. Alternatively, there could have been
injurious anal trauma of some kind. If the shorts were not often washedltoeh

staining could have préated the incident. The blood staining of the shorts remains

unexpl ained. 0
Question 4

Alf underclothing was blood stained in the manner alleged would the hospital on

admission normally carry out tests to establish the caiude bleeding?
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No and yes. The clothing was removed [Cut off him] in the Accident and Emergency
Department. It would have been set aside and probably ignored in favour of dealing with
the collapsed patient. The hospital would not have investigatedatiwng in the

forensic sense.

After resuscitation and hospital admission, however, continued rectal bleeding would
have been noticed on changing sheets and so on during nursing care. Continued rectal
bleeding would have been regarded by the doctors asraarmal medical sign and

would have been investigated by medical tests to establish its cause. There was no

mention of rectal bl eeding in the medical re

It should also be noted that when Dr. GRAY carried out his post mortem, soraadveo
hal f months following the incident at Store

of sexual assault, abuseorap@ ni t a | i njury. o

Dr. Brendan KEOGH

Dr. Brendan KEOGH, Consultant in Respiratory Medicine, of the Mater Hospital
provided a repa by way of correspondence to the solicitor for the WHEELOCK family

on the & of January 2007. In this report Dr. Brendan KEOGH commented on the
possible origin of the blood staining. He st
the A & E notes athe time of his admission on 02/06/05. The A&E notes make no
reference to any injuries other than the neck injury and the subsequent need for
resuscitation. There is reference to blood coming from his-adbeal tube. This might
reflect trauma from theube itself, which of course is inserted into his trachea or the

efforts to resuscitate him might have caused bleeding, in any event this likely does not
imply any additional injuries to those about which we already know.

In addition he had venous and adélines inserted which of course could have caused
some bleeding. | specifically note that he had an arterial line inserted into his left forearm
and right groin. Obviously such insertions can cause some local bleeding and staining. |

dondt Kk elahwng hafl bedniresnoved prior to the insertion of the arterial line,
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particularly the one in the groin. | should stress that none of this is my direct knowledge,

it is simply taken from notes and my direct

The SecondReport of Lee FAGAN, Forensic Scientist

On the 28 of March 2007, Lee FAGAN produced a second report on his examination of
the blood staining on the clothing of Terence WHEELOCK.

In the preparation of the report, Mr. FAGAN had access ttetters from Dr. KEOGH
and the statements of Dr. CLARKE, DR. SMYTH, Mr. NORTON, Dr. GRAY tnal

Senior Clinical Photographer for the Mater Hospital

I n his report he noted Mr. NORTONOGs findings
to the clothing ofference WHEELOCK.

He also noted as follows, fAl also understand
treatment an arterial line was inserted into his left forearm and right groin. Dr. KEOGH

states that he is not certain whether or not Mr. WHEELOCK walkeatdadt the time. |

am informed by instructing solicitors that N

l ines were used. o

In preparation of this further report, Mr. Lee FAGAN explained that the purpose of his
report was to:

Al. Provi de wihgtheoopnotbloadmn tizesippér back of the shorts and
tracksuit bottoms could have been the result of medical intervention in the manner

suggested by Dr. KEOGH. Clarification is specifically sought in light of my comment

that staining on the tracksuibt t oms oOowoul d fit, for exampl e,
WHEELOCKO®Gs anusao.
2 . Provide my opinion as to whether any of t

was deposited with him orientated anywhere o
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In his report Mr FAGAN describeithe blood staining on the shorts as:

Al. A series of heavy clotted smears and st a
present over an area of approximately 9 x 9 cm and was 14.5 cm from the gusset seam.
Associated with this staining was orangdfye staining similar to that seen on the

tracksuit bottoms. This staining was less extensive than seen on the tracksuit bottoms. |
understand that the material from the inside back was tested by Mr, NORTON and

determined to be a disinfectant material s¥@dene or Bethadine.

2. A series of heavy discrete stains on the upper centre back on the underside of the

manufacturerods | abel

3. A few Iight smears on the upper right fro

In considering whether the staining on the upper bathkeofracksuit bottoms and shorts
was as a result of medical intervention, Mr, FAGAN noted that the tracksuit bottoms had
been cut away from the wearer by cutting up the centre front of both legs but that the

shorts were not cut.

Mr FAGAN n ot egayellovhstaining, whiChrive. NORTON confirms could be

the disinfectant used by the hospital was present predominantly on the inside of the

tracksuit bottoms. The location and features of this staining suggests that the tracksuit

bottoms remained underneat Mr . WHEEL OCKOG6s | egs when this

admi ni stered. 0

He continues, AThe disinfectant staining was
tracksuit bottoms and on the back of the shorts. Staining on the tracksuit bottoms was

more extensive and trefore the disinfectant could not have soaked through the shorts to

the tracksuit bottoms. Staining on the shorts was, however, confined to a similar location

to that on the tracksuit bottoms. This could indicate a common means of deposition, or
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that the dsinfectant staining on the shorts had, in part, transferred from the tracksuit

bottoms. 0O

ABl ood staining on the back of the shorts an
present and in similar relative positions. In each case the blood haddpeesitedd on to
the inside of the garment and soaked through to the outside. This does not, however,

appear to have happened simultaneously as th

Mr. FAGAN puts forward the following explanation for the stainingi |l n my opi ni on,
when the pattern of blood and disinfectant staining is considered together it would seem

likely that the shorts were pulled down when antiseptic was applied to Mr.

WHEELOCKGs groin or anal area cangte ng t his f
buttock crease and onto the tracksuit bottoms. Either prior to or after this blood has

followed the same path causing the staining on the inside back of the tracksuit bottoms. |

would suggest that following this the shorts were pulled back up. iResltsinfectant

from both Mr. WHEELOCKOs person and from t he
the shorts. The injury causing blood on the back of the tracksuit bottoms has then

continued to bleed, resulting in staining on the inside back of thesshoot

Mr. FAGAN continues, Aln the above scenario
injury for the blood staining and any site from the front of the groin to the anus would
seem feasible. There is no evidence to suggest Mr. WHEELOCK stood wiedtnigje

from the injury.o
He then concludes, AAssuming the arterial |
and could have been administered in such a w

replaced, | would view this as a reasonable explanationdorth i ndi ngs . 0
In relation to the second question as to whether there is any evidence to suggest that the

wearer of the tracksuit was orientated other than horizontally when blood was deposited,
Mr Lee FAGAN stated, AThe magcksuitboitomsand t he bl
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shorts appears to have been deposited when Mr. WHEELOCK was lying down. There
are, however, blood splashes on the back of the tracksuit bottoms that in my opinion are
not easily explained by blood loss with Mr. WHEELOCK lying ontifaeksuit bottoms
after they had been cut open. o

He continues, AThat sai d, these stains show
typical of an injury to Mr. WHEELOCK with him standing or kneeling. In my opinion,
whilst some of the blood on thiem could have been transferred with the tracksuit

bottoms vertically orientated, there is noth

Mr FAGAN then concludes his report stating,
WH E E L O Cishirtsare also considered | avhthe view that there is no scientific

evidence to suggest that he was assaulted to the point of bleeding when he was standing

or kneeling. Accepting that there may have been blood loss caused during medical

intervention it is possible that staining o tinacksuit bottoms and shorts was deposited

at this time.o

Mr. Patrick K PLUNKETT

Mr . Patrick PLUNKETT, Consul tant i n Emergenc
prepared a report for the Chief State Solicitor in relation to blood staining found on the
shorts of Terence WHEELOCK.

Mr. Patrick PLUNKETT in his repoffand®tates, 7
of June 2005 that he [Terence WHEELOCK] had a number of intravenous lines, both

peripheral and central, as well as an arterial line. Ifadllis on the right femoral central

venous line. Central venous access via the femoral vein is used almost exclusively in
resuscitation, or for critically ill patients with no peripheral, or other central, venous

access. 0

Mr. Patrick PLUNKETT states th#tere are three predominant reasons for this:



AFirstly, the risks of infection, and of dee
rather than subclavian or internal jugular venous routes. Therefore, it is avoided unless

absolutely essential.

Secadly, access is relatively easy, as the femoral vein is large and it lies in a constant

anatomic position, with clear bony landmarks to identify its position.

Finally, although central venous access in critically ill patients is more commonly via the

intemal jugular or subclavian routes, neither of these is readily available during-cardio

pulmonary resuscitation, most particularly when a cervical collar is in situ. This was the

case during the resuscitation of Terence WHE

Mr. Patrick PLUNKETTconmnues, fAThe right femoral venous
arrival in the ICU. Although there are no notes to indicate precisely when, and where, the

right femoral venous line was inserted, the balance of probabilities would indicate that

this occurred in th&mergency Department during, or immediately after resuscitation.

This would be in keeping with common practic

AThe presentedohepcsvwidonen é on the seat of
suit bottom, would be in keeping with an attemptléan the right groin prior to insertion

of such a line, in order to reduce the risk of subsequent infection, whilst the clothing

remained beneath the patient. This is also in keeping with the blood staining on the front

right hip, which was noted by Dr.rHlar vy CLARKE. O

Aln my personal professional experience, dur
there tends to be a collection of both providargine solution and blood in the groin
crease, which then tracks its way down into the cleft betweehititestand pools

bet ween the buttocks and beneath the buttock
Mr . Patrick PLUNKETT then states, AThis is b

the presence of both these substances on the clothing of TevetiElELOCK, which

clothing | understand was removed foll owing
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Mr . Patrick PLUNKETT concludes, Al am sati sf
the clinical notes, and with my expert knowledge of resuscitation, that the blood and
povidoneiodine solution, found on the clothing of Terence WHEELOCK, is probably

due to the resuscitation efforts in the Emergency Department of the Hospital, and not

from another cause. In particular, it is not likely to be due to the abrasion on his back.

There is no evidence that it emanated from h
The Photographs taken bythe Senior Clinical Photographer for the Mater Hospital

Int he Senior Clinical Phot ographer for the Me
recorded thatsh@t ook a number of views of the any (s

myself and the I TU sister who assisted me. 0

None of the images taken by the Senior Clinical Photographer off tifeJ&ne 2005

record any sign of injurious anal trauma.

No bleedingnjuries are recorded in the photographs.

Medical Personnel

The Emergency medical personnel of the Dublin Fire Brigade who attended Store Street
were interviewed. All of them state that they did not see blood on Terence WHEELOCK
or a bleeding injury Wwilst he was being treated.

The medical staff thateated Mr. WHEELOCK in the Intensive Care Unit have also

been interviewed and none of them recall a bleeding injury on Mr. WHEELOCK. As

noted in Dr. GRAYO0s second rladmission,, AAfter r e
however, continued rectal bleeding would have been noticed on changing sheets and so

on during nursing care.o
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There is no record of any signs of anal bleeding being noted or treated in any of the

records provided by the Mater Hospital.

NURSE 02 is a clinical nurse manager in the Intensive Care Unit of the Mater Hospital.

I n her statement to Garda Ombudsman I nvestig
allegation that Mr. WHEELOCK my have suffered an anal injury or trauma in Garda

custody, Ihave no comment to make and was not aware of it at all. With regards to blood

stained sheets, Mr. WHEELOCK would have come to the Intensive Care Unit from

casualty. Any blood on the bed sheets could have come from a selection of medical

procedures, suctsdaking blood or lines being inserted, but | have no recollection of

bl ood being on his sheets. 0

DOCTOR 03 was the medical registrar on call at the Mater Hospital when Terence

WHEELOCK was admitted. DOCTOR 03 provided a statement to an Investigator from

the Garda Ombudsman. DOCTOR 03 did not give
a deposition had been prepared and not used. When interviewed by the Garda

Ombudsman DOCTOR 03 confirmed the content of the previously prepared deposition

and also provided farther clarification statement.

In her deposition she recounted the eventsofthe 2 June 2005. She state
arrival to the emergency department, cardiopulmonary resuscitation was being carried out

by the emergency department staff. A cervamlar was in situ. A ligature mark was

visible on the anterior aspect of Mr. WHEELC
to Mr. WHEELOCK showed asystole. CPR continued and 1mg of adrenaline was

admini stered. 0 She al so nnwbakedbythdhat Ter ence

anaesthetist and commenced on a propofol I nf

In her statement to the Garda Ombudsman DOCTOR 03 explained her role as follows,
AAs the medical registrar on call I am t he |
first responderso any cardiac arrest in the hospital. This team consists of one

anaesthetist, one medical registrar, one medical SHO and one medical intern. In my role
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my primary function is restoration of spontaneous cardiac rhythm and output, airway
management is norrty conducted by the anaesthetist along with administration of
anaesthetic drugs. They would also be responsible for any arterial and central venous
access if needed. 0

She noted, Al n order for CPR to talld place t
be exposed, this would involve either removing, opening or cutting his top which would

have been performed before | arrived. | have documented a ligature injury in my notes,

however, | have not documented any other injuries. | have no direct recollettither

external i njuries. o

Accidentand Emergencystaff

Statements were taken from three Degfavolved in the efforts to resuscitdterence
WHEELOCK. None have indicated that Terence WHEELOCK was suffering from
injurious anal trauma when he wahtted to the Mater Hospital.

Garda Members

The Garda members involved in the resuscitation attempts of Mr. WHEELOCK at Store
Street Station were also all interviewed and none of them recall any blood or bleeding
injury present on Terence WHEELOCK.

No blood is present in any of the photographs of the cell or was found during the
examination of the scene performed by Garda scenes of crime examiner GARDA 31 at
the request of INSPECTOR 01.

The allegation that Terence WHEELOCK was sexually assaultedtwhitse care of

Gardai was put to the Garda members responsible for his arrest and detention. They all

strenuously denied that he was mistreated in any way.
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The Report of Dr. Jason PAYNEJAMES

The Garda Ombudsman commissioned a report from an exgeremsic medicine, Dr.

Jason PAYNE JAMES of Forensic Healthcare Services Ltd. Dr. Jason PAXNES

was provided with a comprehensive package of all the material that was available. This
included all the medical records relating to Terence WHEELOOCKyrigaal Garda
Investigation file, the statements taken by Garda Ombudsman personnel, the transcript of
the inquest into the death of Terence WHEELOCK and all the reports available in the

case.

Dr. Jason PAYNE JAMES was asked to comment specificallyranrder of areas.

These included the possible origin of injuries recorded in the photographs taken of
Terence WHEELOCK by the Senior Clinical Photographer for the Mater Hospital on the
3 of June 2005, whether the medical evidence supported the alletticierence
WHEELOCK was assaulted or mistreated in any way during his arrest and detention, and
whether there was any evidence to support the allegation that Terence WHEELOCK had
been sexually assaulted in some way during his detention. Dr. Jason PAYNESJ

was also asked to comment on the available evidence relating to the blood staining on
Terence WHEELOCKGO6s clothing.

Dr. Jason PAYNE JAMES completed his report on tHE @2July 2009.

In relation to the possible origin of the injuries recordedherghotographs taken by the

Senior Clinical Photographer for the Mater Hospital on fhef3June 2005 Dr. PAYNE

JAMES stated, AThe bruises s e-dwwseomhisMr . WHEEL
knees and shins are caused by blunt contact and aispeoific they could be caused in

many different ways and are in typical sites of accidental knockinig sites where

injury may be seen after contact sport such

He continues, AThe 1 njuries to theithhands sug

blunt surfaces. Such injuries may be seen for example, when walls or doors are punched
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or kicked or when fists have been used in an assaultative manner. The red probable
abrasion in the middle of the back is consistent with the back being in cafttacbugh
surfaces, e.g. during resuscitation. The bruises over the posterior rim of the pelvis could
also be caused by pressure (back/pelvis) on floor during resuscitation. However, they

could be caused by a wide range of Dblunt con

In relation tothe allegation that Terence WHEELOCK was assaulted or mistreated in

anyway during his arrest and detention Dr. J
possible to exclude bruises being caused by assaultative kicks or punches or impacts with

blunt objects, buthe sites of injury are further discussed in the preceding paragraph

(above) and there are no typical defence typ

In relation to the allegation that Terence WHEELOCK may have been sexually assaulted,
Dr. Jason PAYNE J A MBcSvidencato support thisl(intheave seen

assumption that such an assault refers to an

On the issue of the blood staining on Terenc
JAMES concluded, @Al believe t himetdbyt he bl ood s
insertion of a femor al central venous cannul

intravenous and arterial lines are being placed, it is common to have blood contamination

or spillage during placement. o

In relation to as to whether there is anglication in the available evidence that Terence
WHEELOCK would have been a medical or suicide risk Dr. Jason PAYNE JAMES
comment s, iNot in the materials that- | have

injurious behaviour tmagr demaypbednactabt @i g a
I n relation to the drug usage history of Ter

any quantitative analysis of the amount of drugs preseng) intake and intoxication can

result in disinhibition and impulsive behaw ur and poor judgement . O
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Dr. Jason PAYNE JAMES also stated in relation to the preventative measures taken by

t he Garda?2, fAAccording to the accounts given
measures were required. CCTV presence in a cell would malelgy prevented this

event happening as his actions are more likely to have been obsbr/aisence of

CCTV for Oprivacydé in cells is in contrast t
to recognise a typical potential suspension point raisedtiquns of safety of cell design

and understanding of i mportant risk factors.
relation to the cell alarm panel that #AHavin

typical example of a potential suspensiompbi. 0

Dr. Jason PAYNE JAMES further noted, WAnAccord
Mr. WHEELOCKGOs detention care appears to hav
Criminal Justice Act 1984 relevant section and Guidance Notes. The system ofyCustod

Records appears very basic with regard to documentation of events and recording of risk

assessment. o

CONCLUSIONS

Other than the obvious ligature mark none of the other injuries found on Terence
WHEELOCK on the % of June 2005 were of more than a minature and all medical

opinion would indicate that these minor injuries did not contribute to his death.

In relation to the allegations that Terence WHEELOCK was assaulted during his arrest,

the medical evidence does not support the accounts of SimofERDH Noel

HUDSON or Gary GIFFORD in that there are no recorded injuries to Terence
WHEELOCKG6s head or shoul der area. I ndependen
Sean O6Casey Avenue would also not support t

In relation to the allegatn that Terence WHEELOCK was sexually assaulted whilst in

custody at Store Street Garda Station, there is no evidence to support this allegation.

Thereis over whelming evidend#at the blood staining found in the clothes of the
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deceased was caused assult of medical intervention and is not indicative of an

assault.

The emergency response staff from Dublin Fire Brigade who attended Store Street Garda
Station have all provided statements to say that no blood was present on Terence
WHEELOCK when he wabeing treated at Store Street Garda Station and then removed
to the Mater Hospital.

No blood was found in the forensic examination of the cell area and no Garda member

has reported seeing blood in the cell area or on Terence WHEELOCK.

None of the A ad E staff of the Mater Hospital have recorded Terence WHEELOCK

having a bleeding injury upon his admission to the hospital.

Indeed, no anal bleeding, anal injury or bleeding of any kind was recorded by the trained
emergency medical staff who attended 8t8treet Garda Station or during Terence
WHEELOCKG6s treatment at the Mater Hospital

The Senior Clinical Photographer for the Mater Hositalecto the Garda Ombudsman
investigation on the 2Bof April 2009 thatshehadexamined the buttock and getita
areas of Terence WHEELOCK on th€ & June 2005 and that no obvious bruising was

present.
All the Garda members deny that an assault of any kind took place.

The underwear of the deceased was examined on two occasions for traces of semen. No

semen was found on the underwear worn by the deceased.
Expert opinion, including that of Mr. Lee FAGAN the Forensic Scientist employed by

the family to examine the blood staining on thething of the deceased, agrehdt

medical intervention and specificallye insertion of an arterial line into the groin area
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may have caused the bleeding which resulted in the bloo@dtaliothing. Mr. FAGAN
concluded AThere Iis no scientific evidence to s

of bleedingwhenhewasstali ng or kneeling. o

It is the conclusion of this investigation that Terence WHEELOCK was not sexually

assaulted during his arrest or detention at Store Street Garda Station.
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7. Expert Opinion and Forensic Analysis

Engineers Reports

J. Desmond KIRWAN BROWNEvas requested by the solicitor for the WHEELOCK
family to examine the cell area in Store Street where Terence WHEELOCK was
detained.

He attended with Yvonne BAMBURY, solicitor for the WHEELOCK family, on th& 21
of September 2005 to examine and meashweeell. He provided a report in the matter
on the 18 of October 2005.

In relation to the cell alarm switch located on the right wall inside the door, Mr.

KIRWAN BROWNE observed as followéT he centre of the switch i
8. 250 a hbewel €Ehe pahebod game is approximately 4.25 inch square. The centre

button is a half an inch in diameter. The plate is secured by 4 No. allen type headed

screws. The floor to ceiling height in the c
ofte pl ate of thé&.oball button is 4606

On thisoccasion Mr. KIRWAN BROWNE found that repair works had been carried out
on the cell alarm and that a further examination would be necessary in which the plate

could be removed from the wall.

On the 18 of May 2007 Mr. KIRWAN BROWNE again attended Store Street Station to

examine the cell.

Mr. KIRWAN BROWNE recorded in his reportofthe®6 f July 2007, AThe p
screws were removed and the plate prised out. Some of the filling attached to the plate. It

was noted that there was no obstruction behind the top centre of the plate or debris

behind. It is my understanding this is the first time this plate had been removed since the



time of the incident. My understanding is that post incident, the area aroupldtdhevas

filled and painted over. o

Mr . KI RWAN BROWNE removed the area of fillin
condition that pertained prior to the filling being placed around the plate, i.e. the

condition that most probably pertained at the time MMWHE EL OCK was i n t he

Mr. KIRWAN BROWNE attempted to thread the string from his spectacles behind the
plate. He found that although there was adequate clearance at the top centre of the plate,

he could not thread the glasses string behind the tiopf e plate.

Mr. KIRWAN BROWNE requested that the tracksuit cord, the suspected ligature, be

provided for use in the examination.

Mr. KIRWAN BROWNE again attended Store Street Station on tHeo2#ay 2007
when the tracksuit cord was provided to HignDetective Sergeant Sean CAMPBELL.

Mr. KI RWAN BROWNE described the tracksuit <co
cord |l ength is approximately 1.2 mé it has a
with a fixed knot which as presented, formsidisy noose. The cord is soft and limp,
essentially cylindrical i n cross section. It
considered to be reasonably &éstrong6. o

In his report Mr. KIRWAN BROWNE describes how the tracksuit cord could be pushed
into positon by fingernail on the top right hand corner of the cell alarm and that there
was more than adequate clearance above and behind the top of the plate which allowed
the cord to readily fit. He also stated that the cord could then be brought down onto the

interface between the top of the black box and the face plate.

Mr. KIRWAN BROWNE describes that the insertion of the cord around the top left
corner of the plate proved to be very difficult. He describes that pushing the cord by
finger nail was not sufficia to get the cord to fit but that he was successful when he,

AApplied some reasonabl e tension on the cord
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sawing action left to right and downwards (like using dental floss) and by this process

managedtogetthear d t o bypass this point of restrict

He stated that the O0sides and bottom of the
easily get the cord behind.éd He also found t

capable of supporting a force well éxcess of 45kg.

Mr. KIRWAN BROWNE also commented on another issue in relation to the photographs
taken by GARDA 31 on the"%of June 2005.

Mr . KI RWAN BROWNE describes one of the photo
around the plate which is similtr that achieved by the writer (i.e. Mr. KIRWAN
BROWNE) on removal of the filling material. It can be clearly seen that the gap is

narrow on the left hand side. In particular, it can be seerhibaiord protrudes above

the plate at top centre.Thisiscmmsi der ed unusual . o ( Mr. KI RWAN
emphasis)

Mr. KI RWAN BROWNE goes on to say that, #AThe
pull down behind the plate and form a &éstrai

plate and fully out of view. Becaeghe cord is limp, releasing the tension on the cord or
endeavouring to push the cord upwards from the bottom of the plate is highly unlikely to

push it up proud of the plate. o

He al so states, fiThe photograph syregentd sugges
for some considerable time as it can be seen in the photograph as it having been refilled
and painted over. It is evident that the surround to the bell push plate had been subjected
to vandalism and that the dtumegpanteaddverr ender wa

Examination of the ot her cell s showed si mil a

I n relation to the placement of the tracksui
is relatively easy to get over the right hand top coafi¢he plate, a much more dedicated

effort is required to get it over the top of the left hand edge of the plate: thereafter it is



easy to pull the cord down behind the plate and if one does so, then the top of the cord is

out of vView. 0

Inrelationtoth s phot ograph, Mr. KIRWAN BROWNE concl
it is most highly probable that Garda Photograph G is a reconstruction. It does not

represent the situation that would pertain if the cord after being put in position was

subjected to someelatively small downward tension. It may be the case that instead of
removing the cord from Mr. WHEELOCKG6s neck ©b
be the expected emergency response), that the cord was first removed from the bell plate

and repositoned ubsequently for the photograph. o

Mr . KI RWAN BROWNE also concludes as foll ows,
that it posed a hazard with regard to it being an object that could be used for suspension
purposes. It was foreseeable that the bell pushavgasious hazard in this regard. It is my
understanding that those being incarcerated should be stripped of anything they could use

t o, -htasgeréf, i .e. ties, shoe | aces, etc., Il col
category and should notbé ab wed t o be retained by cell occ
He al so states, fiThe writing on the wall, go

occupants being allowed to retain the means to do so together with retention of tracksuit
cords indicates a lax attitude to gosdfe, practice with regard to the health and safety of

persons retained in these cells. o

On the 24' of May 2007, when Mr. KIRWAN BROWNE attended Store Street Station,

the bell indicator light for cell 7 was not working. As he pointed out in his rémert

would mean that although an audible alarm would sound, a Garda member would have to
check the public office control board to see in which cell the alarm had been activated.

GARDA 31 was the scenes of crime examiner for the Gardai tasked with thigaéchn
examination of cell 7 at Store Street Station on fl@2June 2005. He provided a
statement in relation to the examination to the original Garda investigation into the death
of Terence WHEELOCK.
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GARDA 31 attended at Store Street Station at 6.55prhe 2% of June 2005 where he
met with INSPECTOR 01. He states that he was taken to cell 7 which was being
preserved by GARDA 32.

GARDA 31 describes the sceneonthé®f June 2005 as foll ows, T
a single cell containing a concrdtase for a mattress and a toilet in the floor. There was

no other furniture in the cell. On the wall on the right hand side as you enter the cell is
situated an alarm bell measuring 4ft 60 fron
that when pressl an alarm bell would ring in the public office. | noticed that some of the

plaster around the alarm bell was partly damaged leaving a small gap between the alarm

bell and the wall itself. This damage did no

Inrelattn t o the | igature he stated as foll ows,
alarm bell fitting between the alarm and the wall. | first took a number of photographs of
the cell, the alarm bell and the cord. | t he

He then states, @Al took possession of the bl
DC1. I then handed over the cord to Detective Sergeant Sean CAMPBELL of Blackrock

Garda Station who had just arrived in the company of Detective Inspector Oliver

HANLEY. o

According to the evidence gathered by the Garda investigation the ligature was not
removed from the cell alarm plate and remained in situ until GARDA 31 took possession
of it and then provided it to Detective Sergeant Sean CAMPBELL.

GARDA 31 also omments that he tested the alarm bell and found it not to be working.

GARDA 31 was interviewed by investigators from the Garda Ombudsman investigation.
In this interview he clarified that he could remember that there was no plaster or debris
on the floor dthe cell that would have come from recent damage to the cell alarm. He
stated that he thought the cell was in good condition and had been recently painted. He

also stated that there was no blood on the floor or walls of the cell or in the corridor of the
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cell area. He stated that if blood had been present in the cell, he would have taken

samples of it.

He states that all the photographs that he took onfre 2une 2005 were of the scene

as he found it on the day.ndidthe pditiantskodn A Th e

in the photographs when | arrived. | deny any suggestion that the photographs shown are

a reconstruction of the scene. | resent the suggestion. | had not moved or touched the

|l igature prior to taking the photographs

He continues, AAfter photographing the
exhibit bag and provided it to Inspector Sean CAMPBELL. | remember that the ligature
was very difficult to remove. It was particularly tight along the sides of tmmditing.

It was as if the |igature was in as far
GARDA 31 produced his Garda original notebook entry from fief2June 2005 which
contains his notes of the scene examination. These notes wdiddté that the ligature

was in situ when he examined the cell.

All the Gardai who were present at Store Street Station of'toé lune 2005 who were
interviewed by the Garda Ombudsman investigation team, deny that they removed the

ligature from the déalarm fitting or interfered with the scene in any way.

INSPECTOR 01 provided a statement to the Garda Ombudsman investigation in which
he states that he took control of the scene when Terence WHEELOCK was removed to
t he hospital; @&ehe Whardl toockaontrot obthe seefie thie ligatureswas
in place. The scene that | preserved after the incident was kept intact and not interfered
with until I introduced GARDA 31 who conducted a technical examination. No one
interfered with the sceneatay t i me . 0

INSPECTOR 01 stated in his original statement made ontioé Bune 2005 that once
Terence WHEELOCK was removed from the station by the ambulance personnel he

of

cel

as

t

At hen observed the black cord hangiheg ar ound

cell. The alarm box which is normally recessed in the wall was millimetres pulled out of

the plaster. o0 He also states AAt this t
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obtain scene of crime tape and to preserve the scene. GARDA 33 was plazéatain
preservation of the scene. Mr. WHEELOCK left the station at approximately 2.48 pm and
the scene was preserved within minutes by GA

GARDA 33 provided a statement to the original Garda investigation in relation to his
duties preserving theane. He indicated that he preserved the scene as instructed by
Inspector JOHNSTON until 19.30 pm. During this time he was relieved by Garda Mary

DORAN to allow him to take a refreshment break.

GARDA 33 was interviewed by investigators from the Garda Orsimash and stated,

AWhen | was tasked to preserve the scene | w
scene. When | arrived in the cell area a cor
right side of the cordon. | could see the outside of theacelll could see the ligature in

the cell. The only people who crossed the cordon line while | was on duty were Detective
Superintendent Oliver HANLEY, Detective Sergeant Sean CAMPBELL and

INSPECTOR 01. Whilst | was on duty at the cordon no one interferady way with

the scene or touched the | igature in any way

GARDA 32 was also interviewed by investigators from the Garda Ombudsman and
stated, AWhen | relieved GARDA 33 at the sce
the metal plate of the emergenasilbin cell 7. During my time preserving the scene no

one interfered with this |l ace in any way. o0

The Dublin Fire Brigade staff who attended the incident at Store Street Station and who
removed Terence WHEELOCK to the Mater Hospital were also interviewethiion to

the incident by both the Garda Siochana investigation and the Garda Ombudsman
investigation. FIRE FIGHTER 01, FIRE FIGHTER 03 and FIREFIGHTER 04 stated that
they did not look into the cell area as they were dealing with Terence WHEELOCK in the
corridor of the cell area. FIRE FIGHTER ,d®weveyindicated in his statement of the

8™ of June 2005 to the Garda Siochana investigation that while at the scene in Store
Street Station, he asked how the patient had hung himself and was shown thesiligatu
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situ. He stated, AA black | ace type cord was

the cell door on the right hand side at abou

GARDA 22 was the Garda member who removed the ligature from Terence

WHEELOCKO® s n e mhkis origthal statedmarnt te tthe Garda Siochana
investigation, AAt that point | held up the
his neck. o In a | ater statement provided a t
i nvestigation, he sundetbetdarmsiand liftedehimdip dhedtiadg L O C K
slack on the lace and taking the pressure off of his neck. | then used my right arm and

|l oosened out the | ace and removed from ar oun

He | ater states, fAThe | ast tohamhinselfiaw t he | a
was still on the wall attached to the cell alarm. | did not notice any blood in the cell area.
After handling WHEELOCK I did not have any b

GARDA 21 was with GARDA 22 when he removed the ligature, she sftat@sA RDA 2 2

and | were lifting the prisoner while at the same time GARDA 22 tried to take the cord

from around the prisonerds neck. GARDA 22 ma
neck. o

Dr. Neal MURPHY, of the Faculty of Engineering at University CollBgdlin, was

commissioned by the Garda Ombudsman to review the available evidence and examine

the conclusion of Mr. KIRWAN BROWNE that the photographs taken by GARDA 31

were a Oreconstructioné. Dr. MURPHY has prev
cgpacity of an expert witness in a Central Criminal Court trial involving ligature

strangulation.

Dr. Neal MURPHY inspected the cell area at Store Street and was given access to the

original tracksuit cord from Terence WHEELOC

Dr. NeaIMURPHY was given the opportunity to remove the filler from around the
switch in cell 7 of the Store Street cells and was given access to all relevant material

gathered in the Garda Ombudsman investigation.
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He provided a final report on th& f Septembr 2009.

He notes that, AThe only reasonabl e approach
material until the grey concrete beneath is reached. This was the approach taken by Mr,

KIRWAN BROWNE and by myself in a later inspection, but it should be relpeegad

that the filler is relatively difficult to remove, requiring a hammer and chisel. The precise

manner in which the filler is removed (the size of the chisel, the force of the hammer

blow, etc) will influence the final depth of the gap. Since the kaytp of interest relate

to the ease at which the tracksuit cord could be inserted behind the front plate, this is an

important consideration. While both the previous and current inspections were carried out

in good faith, the depth of the gap in both amstes were no doubt slightly different to

each other and probably also different to the situation which prevailed originally on the

day the incident occurred. o

Dr. Neal MURPHY examined the switch at cell 7 in Store Street but found that the
repairsandatr ati ons to the cell in the time since
the conditions which prevailed during Mr. KI

di fficuld't to achieve. o0

Using a cord with similar characteristics as the ligature as described by Mr. KNRWA

BROWNE, Dr. MURPHY found in agreement with Mr. KIRWAN BROWNE that the

cord could be placed into position but that,
on the upper left hand corner was indeed considerably tighter than the corresponding

righthend corner . 0O

Dr. Neal MURPHY found that the back box of the cell switch was not as solidly fixed as

it was during the inspection by Mr. KI RWAN E
conclusions could be drawn from this inspection as to the ease with twhitfacksuit

cord could be fully drawn down behind the to
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In order to study the behaviour of the tracksuit cord under controlled conditions Dr.

MUPRHY then developed and manuf adtworudd a 6cu
all ow a range of conditions to be reproduced
so, Dr. MURPHY recreated as far as was possible the prevailing conditions in cell 7

Store Street at the time of the incident on tHfe2June 2005. Dr. MURPHYhen

performed a series of tests using the actual
bottoms suspended from the test rig and using weights to recreate the effect of the

suspension of a body from the ligature.

Dr. MURPHY repeated the tests for diffataveights and for different sizes of gap
behind the simulated switch.

Following the tests Dr. MURPHY concluded when the gap between the switch and the
wall was 1.0 mm O6that even after the applica
slightly at the pper corners and the majority of the cord that was originally located

above the front plate remains above the plat

Dr . MURPHY stated fAiThe tightness of fit at t
exerted while the section of cord along the teptral region of the front plate remains

protruding upwards despite a gap of over 7mn

Dr . MURPHY concluded, AUpon removal of the f
switch during the inspection of June 2009, it was failwad the condition of the back box

had deteriorated considerably since Mr. KI RV
May 2007. The concrete packing on the left hand side of the box had fallen out, and as a

result the screws holding the boxtothewallpgvdt easi |y about this axi

AWhen the screws were tightened and the box
parallel to the face of the wall it was found that the gap on the top left hand corner was
considerably smaller than the top right. It was atemtl that adequate clearance was

available behind the top central portion of the plate, all in accordance with Mr. KIRWAN
BROWNEOGs findings. o
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Dr . Ne al MURPHY went on to state, Al woul d t
previous inspections by Mr. KIRWABROWNE as accurate and reasonablewever,

| do notagree with hisallegt i on i n section 5.6 of his July
most highly probable that Gar dHdisemphasisQgr aph C

Dr . Ne al MURPHY c¢ o nrgly eoncleided thefefore thahlry be str o

KI RWAN BROWNEOGs very serious allegation of C
the incident based purely on the protusion of the cord above the top of the call switch is
completely unfounded. No evidence was providedaitklup this opinion and in my view

the allegation should be disregarded. 0
Conclusion

Mr. KIRWAN BROWNE has expressed the opinion that at least one of the scene
photographs taken by GARDA31ontHd@f June 2005 is a 6reconst

GARDA 31 has deniedny suggestion that he reconstructed the scene or that it was

interfered with in anyway.

Garda accounts would indicate that the scene was preserved appropriately following the

incident in the cell area.

A witness from the ambulance crew personnel waigd indicate that the ligature was in

situ when they were in the cell area.
All the Gardai members interviewed deny any interference with the ligature.

Dr. MURPHYOGs expert opinion concludes that t
BROWNE reaches his conclusianunfounded.

There is insufficient evidence to indicate that any Garda member interfered with the

ligature or the scene in any way.

The Ligature:



Mike Lucas- Forensic Knot Analyst
The Garda Ombudsman commissioned independent Knot Analyst and ExpedsWVitne

Mike LUCAS to examine the ligature.

The family of Terence WHEELOCK were asked if they retained any item belonging to
Terence WHEELOCK that may have had a knot that could be used for comparative
analysis. The family provided a bracelet worn by TeraedEELOCK, however, the

cord was frayed and no particular knot was evident so no comparative analysis was

possible.

Mr. LUCAS was provided with copies of the photographs of the cell, witness statements,

the post mortem reports.

The main objectives of thenalysis were as follows:
a) To analyse the hanging ligature,
b) To determine the nature of the ligature knot and the method of attachment
to the wall fixture,
c) To conclude whether the ligature was likely to have been tied by the
deceased on his own, or with a$ance, or tied by a third party.

Mi ke LUCAS reported, AThe method of tying th
was to form a |l oop of fixed size 1806 circumf
shape). This clearly fitted easily over the aldrall fixture and being at a height or 1.2 m,

it was able to be attached with no difficulty. The other end of the ligature would have had

the preformed noose, with a knot comprising Z/Z half hitches (Granny knot shape) and

the noose formed was passed dherhead and tightened around the neck, either before

or after attachment to the alarm bell fixtutiee sequence of events would have made

little difference to the final result. o
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He concluded as foll ows, AHavi nogth&dua mi ned t h

to the similarity of the two knots, used being both Z/Z of Granny knot shape, there is a
high level of probability that both ligature knots were tied by the same person. | am also
of the opinion that the deceased could have tied both knatsediothe ligature and

attached this to the alarm bell fixture on his own, bearing in mind that the fixture was at a
convenient height. There is therefore a high probability that no other person was

i nvol ved. o
5. The Presence of the Ligature in the Cell

Terms of Reference

Theterms of reference for this investigation specifically state that the investigation was
to consider how the ligature used by Terence WHEELOCK was brought by him into the

cell at Store Street.

The terms of r ef er e rsmantakes thetview thalihisenecEsaaryd a
to investigate any possibility of any failure by any member of the Garda Siochana in

all owing for the presence of the cord/ I

It is clear from the investigation that on tH @ June 2005 Teree WHEELOCK was
detained in cell 7 of Store Street Garda Station whilst wearing a pair of tracksuit bottoms
with a drawstring cord in the waist. This cord was used by Terence WHEELOCK to form

a ligature.

It is further clear that within cell 7 on th&"af June 2005, during the detention of Mr.
WHEELOCK a clear accessible point of suspension for a ligature existed in the form of

the cell alarm switch.
The Search of Terence WHEELOCK

Terence WHEELOCK was searched twice by Gardai as a result of his arrest®5tof

June 2005. The first search took place i
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