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There would be, yes. In this instance, as I understand

foster and clearly if one dies, in this instance

_ then we would have to reassess Mr Watson as

a single foster carer in his own right and that would be

the current practice today.
Then in the next section there's a note of the
allegations of abuse and these are excerpts from the
file where the local area office —- we understand that
although the girls seem to have been in Aberdeen at the
beginning, Mr Watson_I think moved over to
Fort William at some point?
(Witness nods)
And it looks like a person from Inverness, a social work
organiser from Inverness, called the Local Authority:
"... really very concerned about these two girls.
They had gone in to the typist in the social work office
and apparently had been in the habit of doing this
really for a chat, but today they indicated that their
foster father had been interfering with them.
Mr Faggans appeared very concerned for the girls and his
suggestion that the doctor should be asked to see them
was, I thought, the right one ... I felt the girls
should come away tonight from Mr Watson and the local

area supervisor appeared to have made arrangements
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Forbes.

If we go over the page to the top of the next page,
it says:

"I had a telephone call from Margaret Anderson to
say thatwere short-term carers and really
only passed for children aged 0-12, but arrangements
would be made to get special permission for them to keep
'Susan'."”

Here there seems to be a place of safety order was
taken. The social worker got the news from the
fostering team that this placement had been identified
and I think 'Susan' was taken to the placement.

However, it then seems to have been identified that the
placement was in fact outwith their range of
registration and it says that there would have to be
special permission.

Do you have any reflections on that process? Would
one have to then -- would there be more formality before
a decision was taken to put 'Susan' with those carers?

I think it depends on the situation. It was obviously
an emergency situation, there were no other care -- from
reading the records there were no other care options
available apart from these two carers.

From where we are now, we would always want to put

sisters and brothers together if at all possible, but
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a sibling group of two, either sex, in the age range
0-12 years to temporary carers for a sibling group of
two or two separate placements in the age range 0-14
years."

Then there's reference to the carers having been
approved as temporary carers in September last year, so
they were approved in September 1994 and 'Susan' was
placed with them in _of that year, and they
noted to have a number of placements since then:

"Mrs Anderson informed the panel that she felt they
had proved to be excellent carers.

"There had been doubts about Mr Forbes with regards
to his medical history but she has found them to be very
flexible and they have coped very well."

We'll come back in the context of another document
to look at his medical history but it looks like there
were some doubts, she says, about that?

I think it does.

"Their first placements had been a sibling group and

a baby. K had found the placement of the baby
a little diffiecult 5"

Then it's noted:

"Mrs Anderson informed the panel that a 13-year-old
child placed had blossomed since being placed with them

[so that's 'Susan', I think]. When she had arrived she
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"From the meeting of the fostering and adoption
panel on 21 September 1994 [that's the date at which
they were approved], it would appear that
remained in the meeting while the decision was being
made to approve them. Their attendance at this part of
the process may have inhibited members of the panel from
expressing any reservations regarding their approval."
That doesn't happen now. So foster carers are asked to
wait outside until a decision is made and then invited
back in, and if it's to not approve, they'll be given
written notice and opportunity to appeal.

Then at (f) he notes the approval criteria, registration
criteria.

(Witness nods)

Then he talks about the process that she was matched
with and placed with them. He says that he wasn't able
to find case notes in relation to the admission and
placing with them. He says:

"The foster carers' file does contain some relevant
information and is appropriately noted and recorded.
From this it would appear that appropriate consideration
was given to finding a placement for 'Susan'. Approval
for them to take a child outwith their age range was
given by the Assistant Regional Manager, Ian Tate."

So it appears to have been approved at a senior
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