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Interview commenced and introductions made.

D/Sgt Cross: It's the same place, same four people present and | would just remindv
you Mr Mills you are still under caution and get you to confirm that we
asked no questions in relation to these matters between tapes?

4 9 MrMills: Ok. _

W ~ D/SQt Cross: And could | also, | don’t think | mentioned it at the start'of the last
ta.pe, but we did take a comfort break and had a coffee and again
between those t_apéé there were no questions asked relevént to fheée

. issues?
Mr Miils: 4 Agreed.
D/Sgt Cross: _..In this review it does say | think on page 125...that Doctor
- ' O’'Donohoe was proactive in supporting the Crawfords...

Mr Mills: YYeah Doctor O'Donohoe was proactive in offering support to the
family.

D/Sgt Cross: Do you recall if you were told any basis for making that comment?

{

PACE 22

07/04 page 1 of 7 8( |
LC - PSNI 116-052-001




PERSON INTERVIEWED:

Tape Number and
~Tape Times!
g

-D/Sgt Cross:

Fa

PACE 22
07/04

HUGH SPROULE MILLS

“Mr Mills:

D/Sgt Cross:

Mr Mills:

D/Sgt Cross:

Mr Mills:

Mr Mills:

D/Sgt Cross:.

Mr Mills:

D/Sgt Cross:

| don't know, | don't recall anything specific. | know he met with the

* family and I'm not sure whether they requested the meeting or he set
‘up the meeting. "
f...Th‘e'irvevidenoe would be that they requeéted the meeting and that
_Doctor O'Donohoe took no steps... to initiate any contact.

__I'm not sure whether proactive means offering support at the time

of the meeting, in sense of would provide you with further information
or whether it is about setting up the meeting. -

Yes. Did | copy to you Mr Mills the letter tb Mr Leckey from Doctor
O'Hara, Denis O'Hara, the Pathologist? '

You did yes.

Right in the second pafagraph it says this was a difficult case at the
timein which it was clear there was a potential background of
litigation. ... Do you recall any liaison between you or your colleagues
and Pathology about these sp.ecific difficulties that are evident to
O'Hara?

I certaihly had no liaison and wé certainly would acknowledge thét it
was a difficﬁlt case... Asto Whe{her there was potential background
of litigation that wouldn't necessarily influence us in relation to a case.
We would treat all cases the same and it is only at such times as we
would get a solicitor’s letter that we would engage our own solicitors.
So it wouldn’t have made any difference whether the case was going
to litigation or not going to Iitigétion, we would treat them the same.

Could | ask then when Doctor Asghar' hand delivered his letter to you
- on the 5" of June, was it?

Yeah.

... The people who were reviewing Lucy, were they apprised of Doctor

. Asghar's views?
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Both Doctor Kelly and Mr Fee were apprised of, my understanding
was that Doctor Asghar actually met with them on the same day. In
other words he hand delivered the letter not only to me but also to Mr
Fee and to Doctor Kelly...
_.On the 30" of March.01, | believe in a letter., y.ou”vd commented that
it was the poéition that Lucy's difficulties didn't suggest poor care.
What was the reason that that was told to the family?
... Based on the information that we had’at the time...largely based

" on Murray Quinn’s report, that was the view that we had at that time
and indeed subsequent to that we had the report from Moira Stewart,
which would have again sort of confirmed the findings that Murray
Quinn would have reached that we had no reason to believe that we

had done any harm to Lucy at that time.

Would it be your opinion now that there was poor care offered the
child on the night in question?
| accept the Coroner's findings at the time of the Inquest...
... You have highlighted that you did consider possible suspension...
" What information had you in your mind that made you think this is
possibly a route we need to go?
Well there was a question mark about the care that Lucy had
received and obviously there was a difference of opinion between the
" nurses and the doctors and | suppose in essence | wanted to know
was it appropriate that Doctor O'Donohoe should continue to see and
treat patients? ...Is he going to do any harm to himself or is he going
to do any harm to anybody else?
And since that was in your mind did you find that Doctor Quinn's

report was sufficient or satisfactory in allaying those fears?
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Yes. Doctor Quinn's report and indeed the information and evidence
that Doctor Kelly was coliating from other sources, which would have
included staff who worked in the department and consultants who
were working in the Trust who would have worked and been involved
referring patients to Doctor O'Donohoe. It wasn't just the information
in the report.

Halahakoon etc.

She would work in the department as a colleague and as | said

earfier Doctor | N N NENEENN IR o they weren't identifying
any problems. [
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_This is a meeting with Doctor Kelly, the 4" of May 2000... the only

{ D/Sgt Cross:
issue discussed of relevance to me was point 4 - an untoward death

and it says Doctor O'Donohoe, JK is worried about, that would be
Doctor Kelly, criminal investigation, could be a possibility of an issue
by the Coroner, query a date with the family, reports awaited. There
isa meetiﬁg and those who are to attend. Could | ask you what was
the discussion about the criminal investigation as a possibility?
Mr Mills: This would be a monthly meeting...that | would have had with Doctor
Kelly...| suppose in essence that it does identify the fact that we were

} | : © expecting an [nquest... As regards criminal investigation could be a

possibility if initiated by the Coroner, | wasn't aware of why Doctor

T

Kelly would have had that opinion...he basically said it was in relation
to another case he was handling in the Trust at the time where the
notes of the surgeon had been seen by a Coroner and basically the

surgeon was advising him that there was a potential in terms of a

criminal investigation...
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_|f the Medical Director is discussing with the Chief Executive that
what transpired on the ward that night may lead to a criminal
investigation, did that not suggest to both of you and to anybody who
may have become aware of this conversation that it was essential
that there was a Inquest, because | mean that's a plassic case where
there must be an.lnq'uest, if there's a potehtial that the police are
involved, then it's Hard to conceive of how a Coroner shouidn’t be.
And did that not highlight to you and to Doctor Kelly we need to make
sure there is aﬁ Inquest here, ahead of the police?

We assumed there would, | mean we had no reason to believe that
there'wasn't going to be an Inquest, we didn’t feel that we needed to

take any action because we understood that there was going fo be an

Inquest.

~ And in | think it was the 25" of June of the following year, you are

informed then that...there isn't going to be an Inquest, did you not
think...there is a dangef the police being involved in here, we'll
initiate an Inquest.

25" of June the following year we were asking when the Inquest was
happening, the 12" of October the following year we were advised
there was going to be no Inquest. Now | wasn't advised, | don't recall
anybody ever telling me th'at there wasn't going to be an Inquest. It
was the scrutiny committee who was advised and in essence that
‘would include Doctor Kelly and Ms O'Rawe. Now we were already
involved in Iitigatio‘n, we Were sitting with solicitors talking.about -

‘cases, so if, if we were being advised in October 2001 that there
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wasn't going to be an Inquest and there was concerns about legal
aspects or whatever you would have thought we would have taken
the advice, nobody was flagging anything up to the Sbrutiny

Committee that we should be insisting that there should be an

. Inguest.

At 1342 hours PACE 21 was served and the interview ended
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