
To: David Sterling. Executive Office, NIO, Belfast 
Copy to: James Brokenshire MP, Secretary of State for Northern Ireland 

From Dr Niall Meehan, Faculty Head, Journalism & Media, Griffith College, Dublin. 

16 November 2017 

The HIAI and Dr Morris Fraser (2 pages) 

Dear David Sterling, 

On 17 May 1972 at Bow Street Magistrates’ Court London, a child psychiatrist 
employed by the NI Hospitals Authority, Dr Maurice Fraser, pleaded guilty to abusing 
a 13-year-old Belfast boy in London in August 1971.  
I attach two reports I authored on Dr Morris Fraser, in September and (just published) 
November 2017.1 They are entitled: 

• ‘Stormont should correct HIAI report to reflect police paedophile delinquency’, Village 
magazine, November 2017; 

• ‘Northern Ireland abuse inquiry (HIAI) failed to investigate paedophile doctor, Morris Fraser, 
who managed Lissue children’s psychiatric hospital’, Spinwatch, September 2017 

Both reports detail a serious deficiency in the findings, and also errors of fact, in the 
Report of the Historical Institutional Abuse Inquiry (HIAI), as they concern Dr Fraser.  
I wish to make two points on that subject, which are supported by evidence cited in the 
attached reports. I draw your attention in particular to copies of archival documents 
(cited here) in my September 2017 report on Dr Fraser. 
1.  Fraser’s work in Lissue Children’s Psychiatric Unit 
The January 2017 HIAI Report, chapter 26, page 82, briefly considered and then 
dismissed discussion of Fraser’s work, and of his official treatment. It found that, 

… the way the medical authorities and the police dealt with Dr Fraser after his conviction 
in London are not matters that fall within the Terms of Reference of this Inquiry and we 
have not considered them. 

The conclusion was based on a finding, that relied on the 45-year-old memory of Dr 
Fraser’s 1971-73 superior, Dr William Nelson, that Fraser’s work in 1972-3, with 
institutionalised children in Lissue hospital’s child psychiatric unit, was peripheral, at 
best, to his main work with outpatient children in the RVH. Inquiry paragraph 87 in 
chapter 26 asserted, ‘There is no evidence of Dr Fraser’s work at Lissue’.  
The HIA Inquiry dealt only with the treatment of institutionalised children 
As my latest reports point out, the Inquiry ignored (and made no reference to the 
possession of) documentary evidence sent to the Inquiry by the General Medical 
Council (GMC) in September 2016. A document, one of two July 1973 letters from 
Fraser’s immediate superior, the same Dr William Nelson, for GMC consideration, 
demonstrated that Fraser’s main work was in Lissue Hospital’s inpatient child 
psychiatric unit, for at least a year after his May 1972 child abuse conviction. The 
letter, dated 6 July 1973, stated also that Dr Fraser was promoted to medical manager 
of the children’s psychiatric unit within that time period. Finally, Dr Nelson’s letter 
noted that Fraser interacted with social care workers in allocating vulnerable children 
																																																								

1 I draw your attention also to my first, March 2016, report on Dr Fraser: Niall Meehan, ‘Morris 
Fraser, child abuse, corruption and collusion in Britain and Northern Ireland’, Spinwatch, 31 March 
2016, at http://www.spinwatch.org/index.php/issues/northern-ireland/item/5850-morris-fraser-child-
abuse-corruption-and-collusion-in-britain-and-northern-ireland. 



to various institutions. This latter point is in line with an allegation from Kincora Boys’ 
Home victim Richard Kerr, that the Inquiry attempted to undermine (though Kerr 
refused to interact with the Inquiry). A second letter from Dr Nelson, dated 11 July 
1973, stated a willingness to accept Dr Fraser back working in the child psychiatric 
unit. 
Therefore, the Inquiry decision to ignore investigation of Morris Fraser’s behaviour 
and official treatment was contradicted by evidence in its possession, which the Inquiry 
decided, irrationally, to ignore. The ignored evidence suggested that Investigation of 
Fraser, a paedophile who interacted with vulnerable institutionalised children, was 
within the HIA Inquiry’s terms of reference.  
That concludes the first point. 
2.   Police failure to inform NI Hospitals Authority and RUC frustration of 

GMC investigation of Morris Fraser 
The second issue I bring to your attention concerns how Fraser came to be working 
with children, though he was a convicted child abuser. That is because the London 
Metropolitan Police plus the Royal Ulster Constabulary (and/or the NI Police 
Authority) refused, contrary to explicitly stated official regulations (cited in the 
attached November 2017 Village article), to inform the NI Hospitals Authority of Dr 
Fraser’s unreported (by the media) May 1971 conviction. 
Had the HIA Inquiry found, correctly, that Fraser’s behaviour and treatment was 
within its terms of reference, it would have been bound to investigate why the RUC 
(and/or the NI Police Authority) failed in its duty to inform a hospital authority that an 
internationally known child psychiatrist it employed was also a child abuser. The 
police authority admitted an obligation to inform, through duplicating Metropolitan 
Police notification to the GMC.  
The HIAI would have been obliged also to consider other GMC evidence in its 
possession, indicating that the RUC, in particular, frustrated, and also thereby delayed, 
the GMC’s investigation of Fraser. The HIAI would have been bound to consider RUC 
culpability in the subsequent abuse of children, by a career paedophile whose object 
was to scan an available child population in order to select those he might abuse.  
The HIAI failed in its duty to investigate a proven paedophile who worked with 
vulnerable institutionalised Northern Ireland children. 
For that reason I ask you to refer back to the Inquiry those findings and errors of fact as 
they concern Dr Morris Fraser, that are clearly contrary to evidence available to the 
Inquiry. I ask you also to bring these observations to the attention of responsible 
ministers. 
When may I expect notification of your decision(s) in relation to this matter and 
considered reply? 
 
Yours sincerely, 

 

 

Dr. Niall Meehan 


