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Justice for Magdalees Researc@lFM Research) was formed by-oalinating and advisory
committee membersf the Justice for Magdalenes survivor advocacy group following
IrelandOs State apology to women who were incarcerated and forced into unpaid labour in
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recording and raisingpublic awareness othe experiences of women held Magdalere
Laundries The members of JFM Research also continue to assist survivors of Magdalene
Laundries in our pemnal capacities.
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SuggestedQuestions for the Irish government

Considering the availablevidence b systematictorture or ilktreatment, arbitrary
detention and servitude or forced labanfr girls and women in the Magdalen
Laundries and the gaps in publicly available information regarding the identities &
burial places of those who dien Magdalene Laundries, will the Irish governme
confirm what steps it proposes to take and in what timeframe to ensure a p
independent and thorough investigation into the Magdalene Laundries abuse?

J Can the Irish government confirm tithe Magdlene restorative justice scheme w

provide Magdalea survivorswith the same range afrugs, medicines, appliance
dental, ophthalmic and aural services; counselling and psychotherapy for f
members; and complementary therapied are availableotHAA cardholder3

I Can the Irish government confirm what steps it will take and in what timefran

provide equivalent health and community care services under the Magc
restorative justice scheme to women residing abroad?

I Can the Irish governmemonfirm what steps it will take and in what timeframe

ensure that women with capacity issues are enabled to benefit from the Mag
restorative justice scheme?

I Can the Irish government confirthe timeframe within which all elements of tl

recommendd ODedicated UnitO, which is an integral element of the Magd
restorative justice scheme, will baplemente@

I Can the Irish government confirm what steps it intends to take and in what time

to ensure that personal advocacy services are pobtadall Magdalene survivors wh
require them?
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Summary

Paragraph 5 of the CommitteeOs List of issues prior to reporting (L @tRIRYsses
IrelandOs Magdalene Laundries abuse. The Committee asks Ireland about the
following:
()!'Whether the State will establish amdependent, efctive investigatiorinto the
full extent of human rights violations in the Magdalene Laundries, including
deprivation of liberty and forced, unpaid labour;
(2)!\Whether the State has taken measures to ensupeabecution and punishment
of perpetrators offause in the Magdalene Laundries; and
(3)! The status of various elements of Magdalene Oex gratia€zhemeincluding:
a! the schemeOs treatment of women who live abroad;
b.!I the provision of health and community care under the scheme;
c.! the womenOs need for adaptaservices;
d.! the experiences of women who have been deemed to lack sufficient
capacity to apply to the scheme; and
el the establishment of the promised Dedicated Unit under the scheme.

In asking these detailed questions, the Committee is addprgtmus &pressions of
concernregardingthe Magdalene Laundries by three other United Nations treaty
bodies and the Irish Human Rights and Equality Commission.

This reportby JFM Research (JFMRgplies to the CommitteeOs questions and to the
StateOs respons@ (its combined sixth and seventh periodic regorio the
CommitteeOs questions. In this report, RFvakes four main submissions:

(1)!The State has clear reason to believe that gross and systematic human rights
violations, with a sexliscriminatory purposegccurred in IrelandOs Magdalene
Laundries and require independent and effective investigation;

(2)!The State has taken insufficient steps to investigate or ensure accountability for
the Magdalene Laundries abuse;

(3)!' The Magdalene Oex gratia€heme has not beémplemented as promised by the
State; and

(4)!The State is failing to ensure access to justice and effective refdresise
Magdalene Laundries abuse.

Evidence of gross and sysmatic human rights violationsrequiring independent
and effective investigaibn

Contrary to the StateOs claim that it knows of Ono factual evidenceO requiring an
independent, statutory investigation into the Magdalene Laurtities,government
appointed bodies have provided clear evidence of gross and systematic human rights
violations in the Magdalene Laundries. The State has accepted the contents of the
Reports of both thdnter-departmental Committee to establish the facts of State
involvement with the Magdalen Laundrigsd theMagdalen CommissiofReport of

Mr Justice John Qirke), although 1 refuses to accept their full consequenclse
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evidence contained in these tgovernmencommissioned reports is summarised as
follows.

Testimony recounted by the IDC

Chapter 19 of the Intetepartmental CommitteeOs (IDC) Repownistied OLiving

and Working Conditions@lthough thelDC had no remit to investigate or make
determinations about allegations of ablisel8 Magdalene survivors (including 58
women still institutionalised, living in theare of the nun¥), and other witngses to

the Magdalene LaundriesO operations, gave oral testimony to the IDC. Rather than
making findings regarding treatmerthe IDC Report often refers indirectly to the
womenOs experiences by conveying their reactions to certain aspects of their
treatmeat. TheReport nonetheless provides clear evidence that in many cases:

(a)'Girls and womerwere involuntarily detained in Magdalene Laundries and not
free to leave Chapter 19 states that Oa large number of the women spoke of a
very real fear that they wadiremain in the Magdalen Laundry for the rest of their
livesO and the Chapter quotes the evidence of women who believed that they
would die in the Magdalene LaundriésChapter 19 also contains evidence of
women being Oreclaimed by members of their fasdii and women making
plans to try to escape the institutidlis.Chapter 19 summarises evidence from
several of the religious congregations explaining why they locked doors and gates
of the Magdalene Laundriésand cites the testimony of a former noviceain
Magdalene Laundry that Oboth the external and internal doors of the Laundry were
locked.®

(b)!Girls and women wergiven no information regarding the reason(s) for their
detention or their expected release da@hapter 19 states that a Overy common
grievance of the womenEwas that there was a complete lack of information about
why they were there and when they would get dutGhapter 19 notes that
Orelease was also a source of distressO for a number of women because it was
sudden and unexpectdd. Chaper 19 states that because of this lack of
information, even having been released, OmanyE were fearful that, for some
unknown reason, they might be brought back there again. Some of the women told
the Committee that they felt free of this fear only aftaytkeft Ireland to live
abroad.®

(c)!Girls and women werstripped of their identities The IDC Report acknowledges
Qhe practice, in some Magdalen Laundries, of giving OHouseO or OClassO names
to girls and women on entry in place of their given nafffeafd acknowledges
thatO[m]any of the women E found this practice deeply upsetting and at the time,
felt as though their identity was being eras€d(Chapter 19 also reports the
forced cutting of long hair, which many women found humiliating and
degrading"’ The IDC report refers to the fact that women and girls were forced
to wear uniforms for many decades of the LaundriesO® exi&ténGhapter 19
also contains several womenOs evidence of being forbidden t3*4peak.
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(d)!Girls and women weréorced to work constatly. Chapter 19 contains womenQOs
evidence of being forced constantly to carry out Oheavy and difficultO work at
commercial laundering, sewing and making handcrafts, including rosary beads
and clothing™ Chapter 19 cites womenOs complaints of being dsdaking
wetO and too small to operate laundry machinery séfélne chapter also cites
the religious congregationsO evidence of the daily routine of work and’fSrayer.

(e) Girls and women wereot paid wages for the work they were forced to carry.out
Chapter 20 states that O[w]ages were not paid either to the girls or women who
worked in the Laundries or to the members of the Religious Congregations who
also worked there® The Chapter also notes that the Conditions of Employment
Act, 1936, exempted theeligious congregations from the legislative requirement
to pay wages to the girls and women working and living in Magdalene
Laundries™™  Chapter 15 strongly suggests, further, that social insurance
contributions were not paid on behalf of girls and womenking and living in
Magdalene Laundrig&"

(H! Girls and women werdenied contact with the outside world and isolated from
the rest of society Not only were girls and womenvoluntarily detained but they
were also forbidden from communicating with thésole world other than under
strict surveillanc&” Chapter 19 states that women Otold the Committee that all
letters which they sent or received were read by the SistersO and that they could
not complain about their treatment in their letters*8iit.Chaper 19 also states
that visits, if permitted, were generally supervi§&t.

(9)!Girls and women wersubjected to degrading and humiliating punishments
Chapter 19 cites evidence of some women being shaken, poked or Odug® at with
implements, rapped on the knues] slapped or punch&" forced to kneel for
several hours, put in OisolationO, confined in a padded cell or forced to lie and kiss
the floor, having soiled bedsheets pinned to one®s’Backhaving oneOs hair
cut The Chapter also includes some of teégious congregationsO evidence
regarding punishments, including prolonged standing and kneeling, and transfer
between institution&™

(h)!Girls and women wersubjected to routine verbal denigration and humiliation
Chapter 19 states that the Ooverwhelmiagprity of the women who spoke to the
Committee described verbal abuse and being the victim of unkind or hurtful
taunting and belittling comment&&.

()! Girls and women who died while confined in Magdalene Laundries were
sometimesburied in unmarked gravesand sometimes theideaths were not
registered In many cases where graves are marked, there are significant
inaccuracies and many namaemissing from headston&&™ Chapter 16 of the
IDC Report acknowledges that in 1993 (only 17 years after a buriahipleigh
Park ceased to be used as such), one of the religious congregations received
permission from the State to exhume and cremate 155 bodies of Magdalene
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women, 80 of whom were unidentified. Chapter 16 further notes that no death
certificates were |aated for 15% of women known twave died in all Magdalene
Laundries, up to the 19908

The Irish Human Rights Commissioconducteda provisional human rights analysis

of the IDC ReportOs conteign the absence of a more thorough investigation, as
recommended by the IHRC and the United Nations Committee Against D8ftlre
The IHR@s Follow Up Report on State Involvement with the Magdalen Laundries
concludedjnter alia, that:

(a)l OMagdalen Laundries clearly operated aléseriminatory regimein respet of
girls and women in the state. The State itself had knowledge of the regime and
actively engaged with it, indeed financially benefitting from it in some cases.
Society at large accepted the regime, and also supported it by placing sisters,
daughtersand mothers behind the walls of the Laundriesie State appears to
have taken no cognisance of the womenOs right to equalditgn it engaged
with, and perritted the Laundries to operat&®!

(b)! O[W]omen wereeprived of their libertywhile in the LaundriesThe lawfulness
of such detention is questionable a number of respect§®*'

(c)! OThe placemenf children in Magdalen Laundries, either by the State or others,
may have given rise tolareach of the right to educatiomnder the Constitution
and the right ohccess to education under the ECHR!

(d)! OTheStateOs culpability in regard tforced or compulsory labour and/or
servitude appears to be threef@dt failed to outlaw and police against such
practicesEthe State or its agents placed girls and women inLéandries
knowing that such girls and women would be obliged to provide their labour in
those institutionsk the State further supported these practices by benefitting from
commercial contracts witté laundries¢*™

(e) Ofrom theestimonies of survivors it gears that a certain level tif-treatment
occurred* and

(N! inadequaterecording of the identities and burial sites of deceased Magdalene
women Ocould potentially have impacted on Alnéicle 8 [ECHR] rights of
living relativesof the deceased women tdérmation about their origins®.

Magdalen Commission report / Report of Mr Justice John Quirke
In the Magdalen Commission Report, Mr Justice John Quirke (President of the Irish
Law Reform Commission and former High Court judgeates that he spoke
peronally with 173 Magdalene survivors in the course of devising his
recommendations for an Oex gratia SchemeO and that O[a]lthough their recollections
often provoked emotion, they were entirely crediBfeMr Justice QuirkeOs report
acknowledges thatorced unpaid labour, involuntary detention degradationand
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denial of educationwere systemic features of the Magdalene Laundries. repisrt
statesjnter alia

(a)l OAIl of the women who worked withir_l_the designated laundries worked without
pay, some for very fuy periods of time'!

(b)!OA very large number of the women described the traumatic, ongoing effects
which incarceration within the laundries has had upon their security, their
confidence and their se#fsteem. Many described the lasting effects of traemati
incidents such as escape from the laundries and subsequent recapture and
return™

(c)!OThe consultation process conducted by the Commissijgestad that a large
number of young girls and women who were admitted to the Magdalen laundries
were degradedjumiliated, stigmatised and exploited (sometimes in a calculated
manner)®’ and

(d)!OA number of the women were deprived of an education when they were admitted
to the laundries at an early age and provided with no further educationE A very
large number offte women received inadequate educational assistance within the
laundries at a time within their lives when education was of considerable
importance

State apology

Following publication of the IDC Report (which demonstrated widespread State
involvementin the Laundries, including by direct placement of girls and women,
through contracts for laundry services and the funding of Laundries as places of care
and detention, and by regulating the institutions as factory premises but no further),
the TaoiseachRrime Minister) andrtnaiste(Deputy Prime Minister) apologised to
Magdalene survivors on behalf of the State, on 19 Feba4ry.

During their speeches on 19 February 2013, freoiseab and Tinaiste
acknowledged various forms of systematic abuseirtd gnd women in Magdalene
Laundries:
Eln the laundries themselves some women spent weeks, others months,
more of them years, but the thread that ran through their many stories
was a palpable sense of suffocation, not just physical in that they were
incarcerated but psychological, spiritual and socil.

E Nowhere in any of this did the word or concept of citizenship, personal
rights and personal freedoms appear, and all the while the high,
windowless walls of the laundries stood alongside busy main stpagts

of the local economy.

What happened to the thousands of women who walked through those
doors, down the decades, happened in plain sight, but there is nothing so
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blind as the blindness imposed by a dominant ideology and a subservient
State, a blindass that can subvert what our human intuition knows to be
right and wrong, that saw tens of thousands of small children locked up
in industrial schools, that often punished the abused rather than the
perpetrator, that would banish a young woman from henroanity for

the soecalled crime of getting pregnant, that did not question a long
absence by a sister, niece or aunt and that did not trouble itself about an
industry built on unpaid, involuntary labour.

The most reliable litmus test of freedom, and efgéparation of church

and state, is how that state treats its female citizens. By this standard,
Ireland was, until recent decades, a virtual theocracy. It was a country
where women were cast out for having sex outside of marriage, where
they were deniedontraception, denied work if they were married and,
as we have seen, committed to an institution, sometimes for little more
than being an inconvenience.

This was an Ireland where justice and morality were conflated so that
there was much in the way of rality but little in the way of justice, and
justice was not done for these woni&H.

Lack of effective investigations oraccountability

JFMR agrees with the Irish Human Rights and Equality CommissionOs position (as
stated in its report to the Committéer the LOIPR) thatthe IDC was not an
independent, thorough and effective investigatiorito human rights violations in the
Magdalene Laundries.Although the IDC conducted importanpreliminary
investigatory work, its limitations included (a) its narrosmit, which was confined

to establishing the facts of State involvement with the Magdalene Laundries and did
not extend to investigating allegations of abuse; (b) its lack of powers to make
findings and recommendations in relation to human rights violsiti(c) its lack of
public hearings or public access to the evidence it considered; (d) its lack of a public
call for evidence; (e) its membership, which was drawn from the government
departments involved in the Magdalene LaundriesO operation; (f) isodeto
destroy all copies of evidence it received from the religious congregations responsible
for running the Magdalene Laundries; and (g) the ongoing lack of public access to the
archive of State papers which informed the CommitteeOs report or tvesuaftihe
relevant religious congregations.

JFMR knows of several Magdalene survivors who have made complaints to An Garda
S’ochina (the Irish police force) regarding their treatment in Magdalene Laundries.
Despite these complaints and the evidence samsed above, no action has been
taken to hold perpetrators of abuse (including the State itself) accountable.
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The StateOs redress scheme for Magdalene survivors is strictly Oex gratiaO, meaning
that it is offered as a gift, and not as of right arisimgmf acknowledged
wrongdoing®™ In addition (as explained below), the scheme has not been fully
implemented as promised. Tlgtate has evaded accountabilifpr human rights
violations in the Magdalene Laundries by refusing to establish an independent,
thoraugh and effective investigation and by conditioning the Magdalene Oex gratiaO
Scheme payments and supports on the signing of a legal waiver granting the State
immunity from suit. The Terms of the ex gratia Scheme (attached as an Appendix to
JFM Research@sibmission to the Committee for the LOIPR) require applicants to
Owaive any right of action against the State or any public or statutory body or agency
arising out of my admission to and work inO a relevant institution.

The State hadailed to hold the eligious congregations or any individual
perpetrators accountable for human rights violatioms the Magdalene Laundries.

The State has failed to establish independent and effective investigations into human
rights violations in the institutions, and itsh@estroyed all copies of the evidenite
received from the religious congregatiotisrough the IDC.

The State has also repeatedly stated (including in its Report to the Committee) that it
knows of Ono factual evidence to support allegations of systenatiture or ill-
treatment of a criminal natureGn Magdalene Laundries. This is an unequivocal
statement that the Irish State does not consider what is known about the Magdalene
Laundries syster®that it routinely incarcerated girls and women and fotbedh to

work unpaid for months, years and even decades in humiliating and degrading
conditionsbBto have amounted to criminal behaviour. In light of this statement, it is
unsurprising that there have been no prosecutions. This is a highly troublingrpositio
for the State to adopt, not only because it is an obstacle to Magdalene survivorsO
access to justice but also from educational and preventive point of view. JFMR
suggests that the common law crimes of false imprisonment, assault and/or battery
outlawed much of the treatment experienced by girls and women in Magdalene
Laundries. Furthermore, to the extent that the Magdalene Laundries regime was
allowed to operate as it did, this was in gross violation of the Irish Constitution, the
European ConventionnoHuman Rights and numerous international human rights
treaties to which Ireland wa&sand isba party.

Magdalene Oex gratiaO scheme

Although the StateOs report to the Committee fails to acknowledgeh@tate has
not fully implemented the recomemdations of Mr Justice John Quirkéor a redress
scheme, despite the government agreeing in June 2013 Barl@mentary record to
accept all of Mr Justice Quirke®s recommendations Oih fullO.

Health and community care
JFMR repeats the claim set ontdetail in JFMROs report to the Committee for the
LOIPR that the medical card provided to Magdalene surviwotselandunder the
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Redress for Women Resident in Certain Institutions Act 86&8 not provide the full
range of health and community carevesss which Mr Justice Quirke recommended.

JFMR wrote to the National Director of Primary Care at the Health Service Executive
on 25 February 2016 to ask for clarification regarding all ways in which the womenOs
entitlements under the RWRCI card diffeorh those already available under the
standard medical card, as many women in contact with JBMiRJ indeed JFMM®

are still struggling to understand this fully. JFMR asked for a written response so that
the information can be easily disseminated to sorgi and also for a meeting with

the National DirectorJFMR received an acknowledgement letter fitie National
DirectorO®ffice on 15 March 2016 but has received no subsequent, substantive,
response to date.

In 2015, the Minister for Justice promisedestablish a fund, separate to the RWRCI
card, to provide access to complementary therapidsr the Oex gratiaO schéthe

HAA card, the equivalent of which Judge Quirke recommended, includes access to
massage, reflexology, acupuncture, aromatheramy fydrotherapy). To JFMROs
knowledge, this fund has not been established to'date.

Women living abroad

Magdalene survivors who live abroad have not yet been provided with health and
community care services under the Oex gratiaO scheme, despite thezddga and
despite having signed away all of their legal rights against the State regarding the
Magdalene Laundries under the required waiver.

Adaptation services

JFMR does not have quantitative information regarding how the Oex gratiaO scheme
has respnded to Magdalene survivorsO needs for home care and home adaptation
services. However, JFMR is concerned that, in general, these services are wholly
insufficient to meet the need of older women and men in Irelar2D16 study by
University College Dubh, Age Action, the Irish Association of Social Workers and

the Alzheimer Society of Irelanfdundthat the insufficiency of home care services in
Ireland Oregularly meant that older people did not receive the level of service that
their care needs assessmimdicatedO and that O[a] worrying consequence of this was
unnecessary or premature admission to d@mm residential careQ. The report
continued, in respect of home care services: O[tlhe available scarce resources are
spread so thinly now that olderqgde needing support in some areas [of the country]
must wait for a person receiving a service to die or move into a nursing home to gain
home help or home care package holirslBMR is concerned that Magdalene
survivors, who in many cases are particulatynerable due to the effects of trauma
and/or a lack of family support, are at risk of premature or unnecessary
institutionalisation in nursing homes as they grow older if they are not provided with
sufficient home care and home adaptation services.
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Particularly vulnerable survivors

The Assisted DecisieMaking (Capacity) Act 2015 has not yet been commenced
(apart from the establishment of a working group regarding codes of practice for
advance healthcare directives pursuant to SI no 517 of 2IAMR is concerned that
approximately 40 women, whom the Department of Justice has determined as having
capacity issues, seemingly have not been able to benefit from the Oex gratiaO
schemé” JFMR believes that these women, and the women who are still livthg in
custody of the religious congregations who ran the Magdalene Launsioiee ¢f

whom do not have family membeuos others to assist or advocate for theraquire

access to personal advocacy services.

Dedicated Unit

The StateOs report to the Comesitsuggests that the Dedicated Unit recommended

by Mr Justice Quirke has been established. This is not the case. The following aspects

of the recommended Dedicated Unit have not been implemented:

(a) practical and, if necessary professional, assistance tieetteose women who
wish to do so to meet with those members of the Religious Orders who have
similar wishes to meet and interact;

(b)Isimilar practical assistance to meet and interact with other Magdalen women;

(c)'the acquisition, maintenance and administrabbany garden, museum or other
form of memorial which the SchemeOs administrator, after consultation with an
advisory body or committee, has decided to construct or establish

(d)linvestigative and other help and assistance in obtaining such shelteredror othe
housing as they may be entitled amd

(e)investigative and other help and assistance in obtaining such educational
assistance as they may be entitlel) to

While the government is failing tdmplement aspects of the Oex gratiaO scheme
concerning a memoliathe last Magdalene Laundry building in Ireland with its
contents largely intact is currently subject to a planning permission application for
demolition by commercial property developers. Recent video footage of the interior
of the Donnybrook Magdaleneaundry buildind’ suggests that a large volume of
paperwork remains inside, alongside artefacts from its time as a Magdalene Laundry
before the Religious Sisters of Charity sold the building in 1992. JFMR has
submitted a detailed objection to the plamgngermission application, including on the
basis that no consultation has taken place with Magdatirvivors and family
members[JFMROs submission is appended to this rephrtA woman formerly
incarcerated in Magdalene Laundries has also objected fgriak Archaeological
Assessment accompanying the planning permission application cautions that womenOs
remains may be buried, unmarked, on the site. It further notes the heritage
significance of the laundry site, including the buildingOs internal featumes
machinery relevant to its past use.
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Access to justice and effective redress

In summary, Irish State is failing to ensure access to justice and effective redress for

the Magdalene Laundries abuse as a resutrobng other things

(a) the StateOs provision of limited financial payments and healthcare to Magdalene
survivors on a strictly Oex gratiaO basis and without reference to their experiences
of abuse;

(b)! the StateOs requirement that Magdalene survivors waive any right of action
againsg the State or any public or statutory body or agency arising from their time
in a Magdalene Laundry in exchange for Oex gratiaO payments;

(c)! the StateOs failure to implement several aspects of the O&X scataehich it
promised upon the schemeOs éstabent;

(d)! the StateOs failure to backdate the womenOs pension payments under the Oex

gratiaO scheme to pensionable age;

(e) the StateOs refusal to acknowledge that human rights violations occurred in
Magdalene Laundries;

(N! the StateOs refusal to accept respiitgi for human rights violations in
Magdalene Laundries;

(g)! the StateOs repeated public statements that there is no evidence that girls or
women were systematically detained unlawfully in Magdalene Laurldries;

(h)! the StateOs repeated public statements that iheno evidence that girls or
women were kept for long periods against their will in Magdalene Laurtiries;

()! the StateOs public position that the majority of entrants into Magdalene Laundries
were not OconfinedO there in any legal s&hse;

())! the StateOs pestsint refusal to acknowledge forced labour of girls and women in
Magdalene Laundries as a form of physical abuse or a human rights viBiation;

(K)! the StateOs repeated public statements that there is no factual or credible evidence
to support allegations of stematic torture or Htreatment of a criminal nature
having occurred in Magdalene Laundries;

()! the StateOs failure to institute an independent, thorough investigation into
systematic human rights abuse of girls and women in Magdalene Laundries;

(m)!the pubic inaccessibility of State and Church records regarding the Magdalene
Laundries;

(n)! the StateOs failure to hold any institutions or individuals to account for human
rights abuse of girls and women in Magdalene Laundries;

(o)! the absence of any official meassite ascertain the identities and whereabouts of
the graves of numerous women who died in Magdalene Laundries;

(p)! the persistence of barriers to accessing justice in the Irish courts for victims of
torture or ilktreatment, including the strict applicatiorf ¢he Statute of
Limitations, which has no exceptions in the interests of justice or the Rule of
Law; and the StateOs established practice of pursuing litigants for the costs of
failed actions, even where they raise important or novel human rights issdes;

(q)! the StateOs failure to review domestic legal structures wdoichot provide
effective protection from torture and-theatment, notably the StateOs failure to
ensure adequate regulation of social care services and its failure to ratify the
Optional Rotocol to the Convention Against Torture
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APPENDIX 1: ENDNOTES

' Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination Against Womieist of issues and questions qrito the
submission of the combined sixth and seventh periodic reports of IréldhBoc CEDAW/C/IRL/QPR/6&7, 16
March 2016, para 5,

http://tbinternet.ohchr.org/ layouts/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?symbolno=CEDAW%2fC%2fIRL%2fQ
PR%2f67&Lang=en

"In 2011, the Committee Against Tortuteclared that it wasy€avely concerned®y IrelandOs failure to

protect women and girisvoluntarily confined in the Magdalene Laundri€ke Committee recommended that

the State: (a)nstitute prompt, independent and thorough investigations into all complaints of torture and other
cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment thaevedegedly committed in the Magdalene

Laundries (b) in appropriate cases, prosecute and punish the perpetrators with penalties commensurate with
the gravity of the offences committedd (c)ensure that all victims obtain redress and have an enforceable

right to compensation, including the means for as full rehabilitation as possible

The Committee Against Torture has queried IrelandOs compliance with its recommendations in its May 2013
letter from the CommitteeOs Rapporteur for Follipto Ireland andn the CommitteeOs List of issues prior to
Ireland®s submission of its second periodic report under the Convention. Furthermore, the Human Rights
Committee and Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights have both condemned IrelandOs failure to
comply with the Committee Against TortureOs 2011 recommendations.

Seel etter from Felice D. Gaer, Rapporteur for Folkip on Concluding Observations, Committee against
Torture, to Mr Gerard Corr, Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary, Permanent Rativeseh

Ireland to the United Nations Office at Geneva (22 May 2013),
http://tbinternet.ohchr.org/Treaties/CAT/Shared%20Documents/IRL/INT CAT HRIL 12936 E.pdf

United Nations Committee against Torture, List of issues prior to submission of the second periodic report of
Ireland, UN Doc CAT/C/IRL/QPR/2 (17 December 2013),

http://tbinternet.ohchr.org/ layouts/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?symbolno=CAT%2fC%2fIRL%2fQPR
%2f2&Lang=en; United Nations Human Rights Committee, Concluding Observations on the Fourth Periodic
Repat of Ireland, UN Doc CCPR/C/IRL/CO/4 (19 August 2014), paras 10, 25,

http://tbinternet.ohchr.org/ layouts/treatybodyexternalibload.aspx?symbolno=CCPR%2f{C%2fIRL%2fCO
%2f4&Lang=en; United Nations Human Rights Committee, Letter from Sarah Cleveland, Special Rapporteur
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1. Introduction

Justice for Magdalenes Research (JFMR) makes this submission to Dublin City Council
(DCC)inrelation to the proposed development (Application Reference: 3621/16) at the
site of the former Magdalene Laundry operated by the Religious Sisters of Charity at
Donnybrook, Dublin 4.

The main aim of JFMR is to provide for the advancement of education of the general
public by researching the Magdalene Laundries and similar institutions and by providing
information and support to the women who spent time in the Magdalene Laundries and

their families.

2. Consultation with survivors and family members

JFMR appreciates the developer's willingness to acknowledge the history of the
Donnybrook site." However, to our knowledge, no consultation has taken place with
survivors and family members regarding the proposed development at the former
Magdalene Laundry at Donnybrook. We submit that DCC and the Department of Justice

should facilitate this consultation.

21 Dublin City Council

We welcome DCC'’s ‘Vision Statement’ inits 2015-2019 Corporate Plan?for a council that
is ‘open, innovative, progressive and which provides leadership by engaging fully with its
citizens and stakeholders’. We further welcome DCC’s values® of being ‘open and
inclusive’, whereby the Council is ‘willing and available to listen and interpret the views of

the people of the city to create and deliver an inclusive city for its people’; and of ‘respect’,

"IPlanning Report, Pg 24. Available from: http://www.dublincity.ie/AnitePublicDocs/00581685. pdf

2 Dublin City Council Corporate Plan 2015-2019, Pg 16. Available from:
http://www.dublincity.ie/sites/default/files/content/Y ourCouncil/CouncilPublications/Documents/DCCCorpo
ratePlan2015_2019. pdf!

# Dublin City Council Corporate Plan 2015-2019, Pg 17. Available from:

http://www.dublincity.ie/sites/default/files/content/YourCouncil/CouncilPublications/Documents/DCCCorpo
ratePlan2015 2019. pdf
|




because of which the Council has pledged to be mindful and respectful when making
decisions RQ EHKDOI RI '"XEOLQYVY HYHU GLYHUVLI\LQJ FRPPXQLW

according to the views of all its people. We will respect equality and human rights for all

citizens as part of this value

:H DOVR QR WHMiss&mStatement4 W Broyide quality services for its citizens and
YLVLWRUV DQG DFW WR SURWHFW DQG SURPRWH 'XEOLQ?

acknowledges our past and secures our future §0On 39 May 2016, (then) Lord Mayor

Crona N’ Dhalaigh exemplified this ideal in a powerful gesture, by presenting JFMR with
a Dublin Lord Mayor Award on behalf of Magdalene Laundry survivors. We were
honoured to have a number of survivors and family members with us on the night of the
award ceremony; two of the survivors had been incarcerated in Dublin laundries, and four
of the deceased women whose family members were present were also confined in
Dublin laundries. The survivors reported to us afterwards how much it meant to them to
be honoured by the Dublin Lord Mayor. The experience touched them deeply and all of
the women said they will never forget the experience. Former /RUG OD\RU 1t '"KDODL JK
actions are evidence of the power of acknowledgement and inclusivity, particularly for
groups which have been marginalised. We urge DCC to follow her example by ensuring

that the voices ofthose who are affected most by the Donnybrook development are heard.

2.2  The Department of Justice
In The Magdalen Commission Report,> Mr Justice John Quirke TV VL[WK UHFRPPHQGD

concerned the establishment of a Dedicated Unit, which would (amongst other things )

"IDupblin City Council Corporate Plan 2015-2019, Pg 16. Available from:
http://www.dublincity.ie/sites/default/files/content/YourCouncil/CouncilPublications/Documents/DCCCorpo
ratePlan2015 2019. pdf

|

5 http://www.justice.ie/en/JELR/Pages/PB13000255

6 _XGJH 4XL UNdd¢frivmendation is outlined in full below:

| am therefore recommending that the State should establish, fund, staff and accommodate a small
Dedicated Unit which should be charged to provide the following services for eligible Magdalen women:
X A helpline accessible daily by the women to assist them to obtain the health, monetary and other
benefits to which they will now be entitled



facilitate the 'acquisition, maintenance and administration of any garden, museum or
RWKHU IRUP RI PHPRUL D OsZAadmiRiktraidrKafter6domstl@atian with the
advisory body or committee referred to below has decided to construct or establish'.
Judge Quirke said that the committee referred to 'should be broadly representative of the
majority of Magdalen women and should include representatives of eligible women

currently living within the UK or elsewhere'.

Although the government accepted -XGJH 4XLUNHTV UHFRPFPHQ&SDWLRQV L
implemented several aspects of the scheme (including the full healthcare package for all
women who have signed up to the scheme) and has not followed through on the
establishment of a Dedicated Unit as recommended. We suggest that the proposed
development at Donnybrook is an ideal opportunity to rectify this deficiency. As a starting
point, we propose that the Department of Justice immediately make contact with survivors
who have expressed an interest in the ex gratia scheme to ascertain their views on the
Donnybrook development, the issue of a memorial, and their needs in terms of what the
Dedicated Unit should comprise. This consultation should be conducted by a suitably

gualified facilitator with experience in dealing with vulnerable populations.

X Investigative and other help and assistance in obtaining such sheltered or other housing as they
may be entitled to. R
X Investigative and other help and assistance in obtaining such educational assistance as they may
be entitled to. R
x Practical and, if necessary professional, assistance to enable those women who wish to do so to
meet with those members of the Religious Orders who have similar wishes to meet and interact. R
X Similar practical assistance to meet and interact with other Magdalen women. R
X The acquisition, maintenance and administration of any garden, museum or other form of memorial
ZKLFK WKH 6 FKHPHTV DGPLQLVWUDWRU DIWHU FRQVXOWDWLRQ ZLWK WKH DGY
to below has decided to construct or establish. R

The Unit shRXOG EH HVWDEOLVKHG DIWHU WKH 6FKHPHTVY DGPLQLVWUDWRU KL
written submissions from an advisory body or committee representing the needs and interests of the

Magdalen women. That body or committee, in turn, should be broadly representative of the majority of

Magdalen women and should include representatives of eligible women currently living within the UK or

elsewhere. A simple appeal process to a single agreed independent person should also be provided to

resolve disagreemeQW RU GLVVDWLVIDFWLRQ ZLWK SUHOLPLQDU\ GHFLVLRQV PDGF
respect of the matters identified above. R

7 http://www.justice.ie/en/JELR/Pages/PR13000383




2.3 Survivors in institutionalised settings

We are also conscious that a number of former Magdalene women are still living in the
Donnybrook complex in an institutionalised setting in the custody of the Sisters of
Charity.8 These women are physically closer to the proposed development than any other
resident in the Donnybrook area. Their lives were irreparably damaged by the
Donnybrook laundry; and as is the case with the vast majority of women we have
encountered in similar situations, it is likely that the majority of them were confined as
young women or girls, thus spending most of their lives confined within the Magdalene
Laundry system. Therefore, absolutely every effort should be made to ensure that this
group of women is consulted about what happens at Donnybrook, again, through a
suitably qualified facilitator. In the event of any demolition works and subsequent
development, it is imperative that the process is explained to them, to ensure that they
are not distressed by the changes taking place so close to them. We note that the
GHYHORSHU DQG '&& HdeeémertiH prind{pdldsi¢il® on the requirements of
Part V of the Planning and Development Act, 2000, in relation to the provision of social
housing. We suggest that the women living in the institutionalised setting on the
Donnybrook complex be afforded an opportunity to live in any social housing which is
included in the proposed development (with the appropriate living supports in place), if

this is what they wish.

2.4 JFMR position on the future of the Donnybrook site

JFMR believes that the views of Magdalene survivors and their families (including
relatives of deceased women) should be afforded the highest priority. The positions we
take as an organisation are always guided by the views of survivors and family members
who are in contact with us. In considering our position we were mindful of the

Archaeological Assessment carried out at the site of the proposed development, which

8 In 2013, the Sisters of Charity told Judge Quirke that a total of 39 women were still living in their care.
(Magdalen Commission Report, Pg 28)

9 Planning Report, Pg 43. Available from: http://www.dublincity.ie/AnitePublicDocs/00581685.pdf




states: 1) WKDW 'R Q Q\EHhd RaB WMagddlep Laundry building which still contains
much of its contents from when it was used as a Magdalen Laundry, much of which is
intact ° and 2) that p«>W@KHUH DUH QR FOHDU UHFRUGV DV
women who operated within the laundries once they died. It remains a possibility that
some are buried within the area of proposed development. {' We are also concerned that
DQRWKHU SDUW RI ,UH O BR&&Which GmbihsFeriegledk(see \BeRtidh 5)
tis about to be erased. With these issues in mind, we believe that the State is morally

obliged to purchase the building from its existing owners so that it can be preserved as

WR ZKD

SDUW RI WKH KLVWRULFDO UHFRUG RI ZKDW KDSSWOHG LQ

realise however, that the State may not be willing to follow through on such a proposal,
and therefore the contents of this submission take into account the possibility that the

demolition of the site may go ahead.

3. Unmarked graves

3.1 Background

Justice for Magdalenes (now JFMR) was established in 2003 on foot of serious questions
raised by the late Mary Raftery about the exhumations at the former Magdalene Laundry
at High Park.'? Since our organisation began, for JEMR and for survivors, those who died
deserve justice every bit as much as those who are living. Therefore, we are extremely

10 Archaeological Assessment at The Crescent, Donnybrook, Dublin 4, Pg 11. Available from:
http://www.dublincity.ie/AnitePublicDocs/00581659.pdf

1 Archaeological Assessment at The Crescent, Donnybrook, Dublin 4, Pg 19-20. Available from:
http://www.dublincity.ie/AnitePublicDocs/00581659.pdf

2|n 1993 when the Sisters of Our Lady of Charity of Refuge decided to sell some of their land at High Park,
Drumcondra, the Magdalene women who were buried in a graveyard on that land were exhumed and
reinterred at Glasnevin Cemetery. There was much criticism of the exhumations at the time; however, in
2003 when Mary Raftery investigated the matter, troubling details of the circumstances surrounding the
exhumations emerged. The Sisters had applied to the Department of the Environment for the exhumation
of 133 women, however when the undertakers were carrying out the task of exhuming the bodies an
additional 22 remains were discovered. The Department of the Environment was notified and it supplied an
adGLWLRQDO H[KXPDWLRQ OLFHQFH WR DOORZ WKH UHPRYDO RI

emerged in 2003 that when they were making their application for an exhumation licence, the Sisters of
Our Lady of Charity of Refuge told the Department of the Environment that they could not produce death
certificates for 58 women, 24 of whom were listed under quasi-religious names.

HDOO KXP



concerned by the findings of the Archaeological Assessment at the proposed
development site at Donnybrook (discussed further below). The Magdalene Names
Project’® is a JFMR initiative which began in 2003 and at its inception it involved
photographing the Magdalene graves and recording the names of those who died in the
laundries so that they could be honoured and remembered. After the Magdalene graves
are photographed, the names are inputted manually into databases using photographs
taken at the grave sites and thus far, the final resting place of 1,663 women has been
recorded. This includes 312 women who are interred in the graveyard adjacent to the

proposed development at Donnybrook (see Fig 1 below).'#

More recently, the Names Project has expanded into the examination of archives,
including digitised census records, electoral registers, exhumation orders, cemetery
records and newspaper archives. The archival electoral registers have been particularly
useful in ascertaining the duration of stay for many of the women confined in the laundries.
JFMR has been able to obtain electoral registers for the Donnybrook laundry for some of
the years between 1954-1964. The average number of women who were registered to
vote during this time in Donnybrook was 102. Our analysis of the registers reveals that
63.1% of women confined in Donnybrook between 1954-55 were incarcerated for a
minimum of nine years, while 67.9% of those in 1955-56 were incarcerated for a minimum
of eight years. Analysis of the available electoral registers for 1954-64 indicate that over
half of the women registered to vote during that time are buried in the graveyard at the

site of the former laundry.'®

13 http://magdalenelaundries.com/name.htm

4 Death, Institutionalisation and Duration of Stay: A critique of Chapter 16 of the Report of the Inter-
Departmental Committee to establish the facts of State involvement with the Magdalen Laundries and
related issues, Table 2, Pg 20. Available from:
http://www.magdalenelaundries.com/JFMR_Critique_190215.pdf

|

15 For further details please see Death, Institutionalisation and Duration of Stay: A critique of Chapter 16
of the Report of the Inter-Departmental Committee to establish the facts of State involvement with the
ODJGDOHQ /DXQGULHYV DQG UHODWH Gvdilabie Xrehv I 7DEOH 37
http://www.magdalenelaundries.com/JEMR_Critique 190215.pdf




Fig 1: Section of graveyard at Donnybrook

3.2  Archaeological Assessment findings

JFMR welcomes the thoroughness with which the Archaeological Assessment at
Donnybrook was carried out; however, its findings give us cause for great concern. It is
now 23 years since the High Park exhumations, and we fear that during this year of
commemorations, we are in danger of repeating history if this issue is not dealt with
appropriately and sensitively. The Archaeological Assessmentobserves that because of
the religious orders’ poor record keeping, their failure to register deaths, the lack of
requirement to notify Local Authorities about burials in the orders’ private plots and, ‘the
lack of transparency and cooperation of the religiousorders...it isimpossible to state with
certainty the number of burials which may existwithin the grounds of the original convent,



which includes the proposed development area ¢ We also note, with concern, the
$VVHVYV Pidng/ thaf:

It is possible that ground disturbances associated with the proposed development
will have an adverse and negative impact on archaeological deposits or features
that survive beneath the current ground level. This includes possible burials

relating for the former use of the site as a Magdalen Laundry.!’

In the event that the proposed development proceeds, we submit that the developer
should make efforts to ascertain whether or not burials have taken place on the site. In
this regard, we note the letter from Irish Archaeological Consultancy to DCC of 26t
August ZKLFK VWDWHYV WKDW JURXQG S H Qfldny drdatmdenéXid
or value ¥ Therefore, in the event that the proposed development is permitted to
proceed, we request that DCC add a condition whereby if any human remains are
discovered, that all demolition works will be immediately stopped and suitable experts are
brought in to examine the site and ascertain the identity of those who are interred there

and what became of them.

5. Memorial

ubGDU

As we have stated above, JFMR believes that suvLYRUVY YLHZV VKRXOG EH RI

importance when considering any kind of Magdalene Laundry memorial, and we

recognise that for some women, having a piece of art which honours their lives will mean

agreatdea. :H QRWH WKH GHYHORSHUSYV VXJatohditoRQat W&k DW '& &

G H Y H Odei@missiqn and deliver a piece of public art for this site. The exact design and

location of the piece shall be agreed in witing with the Planning Authority {We note that

"#1Archaeological Assessment at The Crescent, Donnybrook, Dublin 4, Pg 13. Available from:
http://www.dublincity.ie/AnitePublicDocs/00581659.pdf

17 Archaeological Assessment at The Crescent, Donnybrook, Dublin 4, Pg 21. Available from:
http://www.dublincity.ie/AnitePublicDocs/00581659.pdf

18 | etter from Faith Bailey, Irish Archaeological Consultancy, to Principal Planning Officer, Dublin City
Council, 26" August 2016. Available from: http://www.dublincity.ie/AnitePublicDocs/00581634.pdf




the rationale behind the memorialis p>L@Q WKH LQWHUHY¥YWh&kdewlopeX DO DPH
KDV KDG GLVFXVVLRQV ZLWK WKH 3 XBioHow best W ree¢d§ise) WP HQW
WKH FRPSOH[ VRFLDO KLVWRU \ard ¥aysRW K D)MiiqeFronm tePulid H VL WH
Art Managerwould be greatly appreciated in terms of assisting with the potential location,

brief, selection process and procedure for this commission $°While we appreciate the
GHYHORSHUTYVY GHVLUH WR DFNQR ZO Haeadlthe WilllkdgrheBsLty S#dk U\ R 1 WK

advice on the issue, we must point out a glaring omission: consultation with survivors and

their family members, and we again refer to our recommendation above that DCC and

the Department of Justice facilitate a thorough consultation. We also respectfully suggest
WKDW L Quisubldiemty t WKH UDWLRQDOH EHKLQG WKH PHPRULDO
DFNQRZOHGJHPHQW IRU WKRVH ZKR ZHUH FRQILQHG LQ WKH

Furthermore, we are anxious to emphasise that 1) no memorial should ever act as a
means to draw a line under an issue, particularly one which remains contested; and 2)
given the human rights abuses which were committed in the laundries, we submit that in
addition to any physical memorial(s), more gactive fmethods of memorialisation are

required so that we can learn from what happened in these institutions.

5.1 Ex gratia scheme and independent inquiry

As noted above, the Irish government has not rolled out the ex gratia scheme in the way

that Judge Quirke recommended. Furthermore, in response to the United Nations
&RPPLWWHH $JDLQVW 7R UWtkat the WicAReEseHAgU ) WOPEXN HG PDQ\
elements of a prompt, independent and thorough investigation, as recommended by the
&RPPLWWHH >$JDLQVW 7RUWXUH@ L @elridh\St&id&aQded®X (@stQJ 2EVH
D IHZ PRQWKYV DIWHU (QGD .HQa M R@RFIDDFAVRBAORYIMNGHQFH

19 Planning Report, Pg 24. Available from: http://www.dublincity.ie/AnitePublicDocs/00581685.pdf

"#1Planning Report, Pg 8. Available from: http://www.dublincity.ie/AnitePublicDocs/00581685.pdf

21 Letter of 22" May 2013 from Felice D. Gaer, Rapporteur, Office of the United Nations High Commissioner
of Human Rights, Committee Against Torture to Gerard Corr, Ambassador Extraordinary and
Plenipotentiary, Permanent Representative of Ireland to the United Nations Office at Geneva to. Available
at: http://www?2.ohchr.org/english/bodies/cat/docs/followup/ IrelandFurtherinfo2 2May 201 3. pdf




allegations of systematic torture or ill treatment of a criminal nature in these institutions

was found’by the McAleese Committee, and ‘in light of facts uncovered by the McAleese

Committee and in Jthe] absence of any credible evidence of systematic torture or criminal

abuse being committed in the Magdalene Laundries, the Irish Government does not

propose to set up a specific Magdalen inquiry body’.2?

Given that WKH ,ULVK 6WDWH Y \s fRdtl fifd- Bx€uab é&videndéLtdR Qupport
allegations of systematic torture or ill treatment of a criminal nature in these institutions
was found> DQG LQ OLJKW RI WKH JRYHUQPHQW %Xgrafals€h¥reti WR | XO
JFMR suggests that the most fitting memorial to the women confined in the Magdalene

Laundries would be:

i. WKH HVWDE OL \wrRptgndepéhtlelY apd thorough investigation’ which
should be independent, with definite terms of reference, and statutory powers to
compel evidence, and retain evidence obtained from relevant religious bodies’;??
and;
i. WKH IXOO LPSOHPHQWDWLRQ RI -XGJH 4XLUNHYV UHFRPP

5.2  Active memorialisation

In recent years, JFMR has been working to ensure that the history of the Magdalene

institutions is properly recorded LQ RUGHU WR OHDYH DQ uDFWLYHY OHJD
family members, friends, researchers and the Irish public can engage. In doing so, our

aim is to contribute towards a greater understanding of what happened in the laundries,

22 | etter of 8t August 2013 from Gerard Corr, Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary, Permanent
Representative of Ireland to the United Nations Office at Geneva to Felice D. Gaer, Rapporteur, Office of
the United Nations High Commissioner of Human Rights, Committee Against Torture. Available at:
http://tbinternet.ohchr.org/Treaties/CAT/Shared%20Documents/IRL/CAT C _IRL_CO_1_Add-

214838 E.pdf

"#1Letter of 22nd May 2013 from Felice D. Gaer, Rapporteur, Office of the United Nations High Commissioner
of Human Rights, Committee Against Torture to Gerard Corr, Ambassador Extraordinary and
Plenipotentiary, Permanent Representative of Ireland to the United Nations Office at Geneva to. Available
at: http://www?2.ohchr.org/english/bodies/cat/docs/followup/ IrelandFurtherinfo2 2May 201 3. pdf




and so that similar abuses which may be happening to vulnerable populations in the

present day can be more easily recognised.

We have gathered an archive of over 4,000 pages relating to the Magdalene Institutions;
this archive has been scanned and will soon be available on-line.?* We have also been
JDWKHULQJ PDWHULDO IRU D pYLUWXDO GLJLWDO PXVHXPY
archive can be put on-line for people to learn from and donate to. As noted above, through
the Magdalene Names Project, JFMR has been working on collating a complete list of
names of women who died within the Magdalene walls from a variety of archival sources
(as we do not have access to the records that the religious orders hold) and we are
working to commemorate the women with appropriate headstones. We have also been
involved for the past five years in co-organising the commemoration of the women buried
at Magdalene grave sites around the country (always on the Sunday closest to
,QWHUQDWLRQDO. :RPHQYV 'D\

Through the Irish Research Council project Magdalene Institutions: Recording an Oral
and Archival History we have assisted with the collection of oral histories with over 90
people (survivors, relatives and others associated with the laundries) *these are being
processed and are being put online?®®> u6DUD 1 D VXUYLYRU RI WKH 'RQQ\E
took part in the pilot phase of the oral history project, and her testimony offers a vivid

insight into the harsh conditions at Donnybrook:

M, ZDV DVNLQJ WKHP >WKH QXQV@ HYHU\ GD\ , WROG WK

H«WKH GRRUV ZHUH O R FNhé Gookh YdBdU Wa® LodketVand...the
windows used to be up very high, like a small little window...and | used to climb up
WKH WRS RI WKH EHG WR ORRN RXW WKH ZLQGRZT

24 http://www.waterford-today.ie/waterford-today-news/8732-heritage-week-heritage-council-and-wit-to -
make-magdalene-archives-searchable-online-8732.html

25 http://magdaleneoralhistory.com/




pnever seenday OLJKW IRU WZR \HDUVT

U$SW QLQH RYFORFN HYHU\ QLJKW \RXLZAWHHUORRKRRE WQ W R
Mou could stand in KDO1 D IRRW RI ZDWHU VRPHWLPHWSGRZQ LQ

Sara attempted to escape from Donnybrook, however after one night of freedom, she was
returned by the Garda’. She spent two years in Donnybrook and was then sent to Peacock
Lane Magdalene Laundry in Cork (also run by the Sisters of Charity) for a further two

years. Her mother had died during that time, but the religious sisters had not told her.

5.3 Laundry chimneya s a memorial

The Archaeological Assessment observes that the laundry chimney, which is a protected
structure within the proposed development area, has been suggested by DCC as away
of honouring the women who were forced to work (in the Magdalene Laundry) 4 We wish
to stress again that it is the views of survivors which matter most, particularly in this
regard, but nonetheless, we can see the merit in having the chimney as a physical
memorial to the women who lived and died behind the walls at Donnybrook. However, a
stark memorial in the form of the laundry chimney will only ever be appropriate in the
context of the full acknowledgement by the Irish State of the abuses that took place inthe

Magdalene laundries and in the context of the full implementation of the ex gratia scheme.

5.4  Artefacts
In Section 8.5 of the Planning Report, the developer has expressed a willingness to
G R Q Dh&/¢dntents, religious items, fixtures and fittings of the now-defunct laundry to a

suitable Dublin-based museum %8 The Archaeological Assessment recommends that @

26 For further anonymised extracts from sunivor testimonies see: State Involvement in the Magdalene
Laundries -)057TV 3ULQFLSDO 6 XE P-Departmen€al \@dmnmittéetbn,t@eWibgdalene
Laundries:

http://www.magdalenelaundries.com/State_Involvement_in_the Magdalene_Laundries_public.pdf

27 Archaeological Assessment at The Crescent, Donnybrook, Dublin 4, Pg 11. Available from:
http://www.dublincity.ie/AnitePublicDocs/00581659.pdf

28 Planning Report, Pg 38. Available from: http://www.dublincity.ie/AnitePublicDocs/00581685.pdf




full measured, witten and photographic record be made of the former laundry site, prior
to demolition of the structures. This should include any internal features and machinery
relevant to its past use §° In this context, JFMR points out that there is one almost entirely
intact Magdalene Institution in the hands of DCC on Sean MacDermott Street and we
suggest that if the proposed development proceeds, artefacts that are salvaged and

recorded from the Donnybrook site might find a place there.

29 Archaeological Assessment at The Crescent, Donnybrook, Dublin 4, Pg 21. Available from:
http://www.dublincity.ie/AnitePublicDocs/00581659.pdf




