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Clerwood and reasons for departure to my first employer
in London. I can't recall to be honest, but I said in
response that I may not have. I regarded the job as
temporary. It was pre my social work training which
lasted two years. However, I must have put Clerwood on
at least one application in 1975/1976 because DC Wilson
quoted a response from a Miss Hunter who allegedly
stated that she could not provide a reference for me as
she did not have the relevant information or words to
that effect.

'"DC Wilson stated at the end of the interview as
the tape was being put away that the outlook for me
looked bleak with a fallout which would affect my whole
family, not to mention my professional life. I did not
know whether this was to be interpreted by me as
a threat or a dispassionate realistic assessment of how
he sees the future in 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 I 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
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made comments about me. They were making comment about
my appearance. I was dressed very smartly and they
asked who I was and what I was in for. DS Liddle was
adding to that giving his take. More things were said
at that point.

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

'"T refer to your letter of _
addressed to the Lord Advocate. He has asked me to
reply on his behalf. The Lord Advocate has now
considered the circumstances of the case against your
client and has instructed that no criminal proceedings
are to 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. I have provided
copies of all the relevant correspondence to the
Ingquiry. Alistair Duff was acting for me by then. The
first complaint was to the Crown Agent, dated

10 February 1999:
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'"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. 1In addition, our client wishes to complain
that the Crown Office issued misleading, inaccurate and

profoundly damaging information about ['Peter'] to-

-which information was subsequently_
_. We have already taken this matter up

that the information_had been provided by your

office. We should be grateful if you would look into
this matter and advise us of your position."”

'The second letter of the same date,
10 February 1999, as addressed to the Procurator Fiscal,
29 Chambers Street, Edinburgh. Referring to myself, it
stated:

'"We represent the above-named who wishes to
complain about the way in which his case was dealt with

by your office. ['"Peter'] was charged by the police on

a decision to be made regarding the outcome of the
proceedings against our client. During the intervening

period, ['Peter'] has been effectively unemployable.
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The longer it took for a decision to be made, the
greater the damage was caused to ['Peter's'] business,
family and reputation, not to mention his health and
that of his family. We should be grateful if you would
look into the circumstances surrounding the delay and
advise us as to why such delay occurred."”

'There was a _period between the initial

allegations, police interview in _ and the

Lord Advocate's letter.

'The last letter went to the Chief Constable of
Lothian and Borders Police, based at Fettes Avenue,
Edinburgh. Again it's dated 10 February and refers to
myself:

'"We would refer you to our letter dated _
-, which has not been acknowledged by you. Our
client wishes to complain about various matters
associated with this case.

1. When our client was interviewed by DC Wilson and
DC Liddle on _, he was treated in what he
describes as a gratuitously offensive, unprofessional
and abusive way, particularly by DC Wilson.

2. It appears that police officers provided
information to _concerning the content of the

interview which took place on _ and

included details of ['Peter's'] personal circumstances,
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including his address. The leaking of this information
appeared to be designed to cause maximum damage to
['Peter's'] personal and professional life, in which
respect it was entirely successful.

3. Finally, as already mentioned, ['Peter'] wishes
to complain that there has been no response to the
letter dated_ sent to you by this office
regarding destruction of the various items mentioned.
We should be grateful if you would investigate this
whole matter."”

'The Procurator Fiscal responded, the Chief
Constable responded and the Crown Agent responded.

I have provided copies of the responses to the Inquiry.
In a letter dated 28 April 1999, I received an apology
from the Crown Agent. They did provide misleading
information, it was a mistake, it was all our fault and
so forth and so on.

'The Chief Constable said that his officers had
behaved impeccably. He wasn't prepared to concede
anything at all. My solicitor told me that that was no
surprise. The Procurator Fiscal said it was
a complicated case because there were co-accused on
different charges.

'After graduating from my postgraduate social work

qualification in 1998 (sic), I worked as a social worker

9%
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for a number of years, reaching the top of my
profession. In 1993, I decided to work for myself. I
set up my own consultancy in social work, community
wellbeing and housing.

'After the police interview, my business collapsed

immediately. I was _the day after the

interview. My first cancellation was the day after the

interview as well. I was on various boards, which I had
to come off. I was a guardian ad litem before the
police investigation. I had to send letters to all my

clients' solicitors to tell them what had happened.
I have provided copies of those letters to the Inquiry.
I was very open. I received wonderful, positive letters
back in terms of my work with their clients.

'Even though it was very painful and disastrous in
terms of my business, because I had operated in
a particular way right up until the allegations arose,
there was a large body of very positive comment about
myself. These letters came from very senior people,
including directors of social work. They were aghast at
how I had been treated. The police thought they had
a big catch and they wanted to make a big deal of it.
Basically I was in this toxic swirl where I was fair
game. The police made the most of it and destroyed my

business. They said to me on the day of my interview
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that they would do that and they did. I had to retrain.
I went to the London School of Economics to try to tool
myself up. I studied for a Masters in housing
management.

'T have no objection to my witness statement being
published as part of the evidence to the Inquiry.
I believe the facts stated in this witness statement are
true.'
'Peter' signed this statement on 18 November 2018.
My Lady, there are two short supplementary

statements, which have been provided very recently by

'Peter' and I would now read these out.

LADY SMITH: Thank you.

MS MACLEOD: The first of these is at WIT-1-000001767. And

this is headed up 'Scottish Child Abuse Inquiry Response
to the Statement of Gordon Knott.'

Now, the reference that's given there in the
statement, there's a typo where it says 1767, it should
in fact be 1762, the reference of Gordon Knott's

statement.

LADY SMITH: Thank you. Yes.

MS MACLEOD: 'T have read the referenced comments in

paragraphs 63, 64, 65, 72, 75, 90, 91, 197, 198, 199 and
311 (sic) relating to myself in Gordon Knott's statement

and have the following comments to make.

97



10

Ll

12

1.3

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

'T was a temporary junior member of staff at
Clerwood whilst at university completing a social
sciences degree and essentially having brief periods
working at Clerwood during my final year prior to
undertaking a full-time, post-graduate qualifying
programme in social work at Moray House College of
Education, qualifying in 1978.

'T reported to the matron and deputy.

'Corporal punishment did take place at Clerwood and
I cannot recall instances, circumstances, due to passage
of time and some 50 years. I challenged the "abuse"
allegations at the time and was not represented by the
union or by a lawyer as I was unaware of what I needed
to do to enlist the support I needed at the time to
protect my position. When allegations resurfaced some
years later, I made sure I was adequately supported by
appropriate legal expertise.

'My response to any allegations cited to date are
contained in my previous statements and police
investigation.

'T have nothing further to add.'

The statement is signed by 'Peter' on 20 April 2026.

The second supplementary statement by 'Peter' is at
WIT-1-000001766. This is headed up:

'A Response to Scottish Child Abuse Inquiry
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