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been in the unit for at least a four month period before that period and that during that
time there had been a number of staff meetings which included comments, guidance
on discipline. | responded by stating that | could not recall such meetings on
disciplining matters but there were team meetings in the children’s home but with what

frequency and duration | could not recall.

The police stated towards the end of the interview that | had been at the children’s
home for some 9 months, whether that included suspension time in respect of the
punishment | gave to the child | didn’t know. The period in question appeared to end
in March 76. The police in question had jumped back and forward a few times going

. over old ground, reporting why | remembered some things and | couldn’t recall the

others and so forth and so on and | basically repeated what | had already said.”

| acknowledged in what | told the police that something did happen on one occasion,
at a meal time, involving one boy. What | recalled in my contemporaneous notes in
- is my best recollection of what happened. It was suggested that contact was
made with more than one child. | didn't exclude the possibility that | might have
smacked a child. The one matter that | set out to the police was my recollection of one
incident, which involved me giving a form of punishment, involving food being placed

on the floor in a bowl.

They closed the interview, went over some career history and basically that was the
end of that. After the interview, everything stopped and then they said they were
charging me and | am told by the police that | didn't do myself any favours in my
response in not recollecting X, Y and Z. On the way back to the cell, various derogatory
remarks were made. These became the subject to subsequent of formal complaints.

In my contemporaneous record, | noted:

“On the way out of the interview room en route back to the cell DC Wilson recalled
some alleged comments from individuals who were in police custody as | came in to
be interviewed. They were allegedly discussing why | was there and said he is a beast,
interfering or hurting wee bairns. DC Wilson stated that they were right. | did not rise

fo the comment. DS Liddle was present in the room at the time. En route fto the cell,
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respect of myself. DC Wilson also stated whilst he was fingerprinting me that the police

had contact with my wife and that she was very upset by the call.”

That was written contemporaneously, on the same day as | was interviewed by the
police. The comments made by DC Wilson were made after the formal interview. They
were not formally recorded by the police officers. Two other individuals, possibly
attending for interview, had made comments about me. They were making comment
about my appearance. | was dressed very smartly and they asked who | was and what
| was in for. DS Liddle was adding to that, giving his take. More things were said at

that point.
Aftermath of police investigation

In a letter from the Lord Advocate’s private secretary, 25 Chambers Street in
Edinburgh dated ||| | | | . it discusses the time | was at Clerwood. It was
addressed to my solicitors, McCourts Solicitors, 53 George IV Bridge, Edinburgh:

“I refer to your letter of || N accressed to the Lord Advocate. He has
asked me to reply on his behalf. The Lord advocate had now considered the
circumstances of the case against your client and has instructed. that no criminal
proceedings are fo be taken against him, arising out of allegations that he assaulted
and ill-treated children in Clerwood children’s home, Clermiston Road, Edinburgh
between 14 December 1974 and 5 April 1976.”

What subsequently happened was that three formal complaints were lodged by my
solicitor. | have provided copies of all the relevant correspondence to the Inquiry.
Alistair Duff was acting for me by then. The first complaint was to the Crown Agent,
dated 10 February 1999:

“We refer to our above named client and enclose herewith a copy of a letter which we
have sent to the Procurator Fiscal. We have intimated this to you since it is a complaint
directed at the Crown Service generally. In addition our client wishes to complain that

the Crown Office issued misleading, inaccurate and profoundly damaging information
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