
Statement by Oliver J Connolly, former Confidential Recipient to 

An Garda Síochána (2011-2014), arising out of a public Statement 

by Mr. Alan Shatter upon publication of the O'Higgins Commission 

Report on 11th May, 2016. 

 

In his Statement Mr. Shatter refers to the contents of an 

alleged transcript of a conversation between Sergeant Maurice 

McCabe and myself, in my former role as Confidential Recipient. 

Mr. Shatter says: 

 

"The Report states that my [Mr. Shatter's] evidence on this 

matter was "unchallenged and uncontradicted" in the hearing 

before the Commission. Both Sgt McCabe and Mr Connolly were 

present and legally represented at the relevant hearing." 

 

As a matter of clarification I am now prompted to publically 

state: 

 

1.     I was very pleased to assist the Commission in its 

investigation, in so far as was possible consistent with the 

confidentiality integral to my former Office of An Garda 

Síochána Confidential Recipient; 

 

2.     I did attend as directed by the Commission to provide my 

evidence and I was legally represented in providing my evidence 

to the Commission;  

 

3.     At all times I have consistently refused to validate, 

either by way of confirmation or repudiation, including in my 

evidence where I was not invited by the Commission to validate 

the contents, and I shall continue to refuse to validate, the 

unauthenticated contents of an alleged transcript of a 

confidential discussion procured by Sergeant McCabe without my 

knowledge or consent; 

 

4.     I was not present at the evidence of Mr. Shatter before 

the Commission of Investigation, who provided his evidence 

subsequent to mine, nor have I had sight of the evidence of Mr. 

Shatter before the Commission of Investigation; 

 

5.     I was not legally represented at the evidence of Mr. 

Shatter before the Commission of Investigation 

 

I was a channel for the receipt of reports from Confidential 

Reporters and responsible for those reports being submitted to 

the relevant authority, for such reports being investigated 

(although I possessed no investigative function), the conveying 



to the Confidential Reporters of whatever actions had been taken 

pursuant to the submission of the reports and the provision of 

some advice as to the concerns of a Confidential Reporter around 

the process. That is how I saw my role. The Confidential 

Reporters and their complaints were always at the centre of my 

consideration.  

 

It was and shall remain my understanding that all discussions 

held with a Confidential Reporter (and with a Confidential 

Complainant who chose not to submit a report) and myself, in my 

former role as Confidential Recipient, were held and 

communicated in circumstances importing an obligation of mutual 

confidence and trust. I was working at all times under a 

fundamental expectation of confidentiality.  

 

Having fully discharged my duties in my former Office and having 

fully cooperated with the Commission, it is a grave injustice 

that this matter of an alleged transcript taken in breach of 

confidence of a confidential discussion in my former role as 

Confidential Recipient - something which I and others understood 

as not within the remit of the O'Higgins Commission of 

Investigation and beyond its Terms of Reference - is again a 

matter of controversy.  

 

Sincerely,  

 

Oliver J Connolly    

 

 


