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But as you tell us there, that they had disappeared?
That's correct.

So there are no log --

That's my understanding.

Sc there are no logbooks available either for Clerwood
or Glenallan?

I'm not aware that they're available even to this day,
no.

Now then, if I go back then to the police investigation
in 1996, and you've told us how they came to see you,
there were also allegations against you in connection
with Glenallan, is that right?

Yes, that's correct, yes.

Now, again, Gordon, I think I'm correct in saying that
you do accept that you sexually abused children who were
at Glenallan?

Yes, fully accept, yes.

And if we look at the key that you have there, number 12
on the list, who takes the pseudonym -?

Yes.

Do you accept that you abused him?

Yes, I do.

Then if we look at number 11, who has taken the

pseudonym , again, do you accept that you abused

.
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Yes, it would suggest that, yes.

And is that your recollection, that he was
age when you started to abuse him?

No, I can't recocllect, no, sorry.

And again we see the narrative 'on various
How often did you abuse -?

Again, I couldn't put a number on that.
Well, was it a regular occurrence?

Not regular, no.

Did it happen within Glenallan?

It did happen within Glenallan.

Where?

Sorry?

Where?

that sort of

occasions'.

Again, within my, erm, er, sleeping quarters.

And if we read on, what we read is: you induce him to

remove your lower clothing and to handle your private

member and to masturbate you and handle his private

member or masturbate him.

So that's mutual masturbation. Was that what

happened?

Yes.

If you look at the three children that we've looked at

in connection with Glenallan, and that's - and

I think -- did we look at ? I can't remember.
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I can't remember if I looked -- there was a child
PJJ

I'1l just go back to this just in case --

1'11 deal with [j fizst of all. 1f you -- what
was the reason that you targeted - for this sort of
behaviour?

A. Again, because of certain features, physical features.

Q. The other child I think I'd omitted to put to you and in
fairness I should, and that's who you accept --

LADY SMITH: You have covered that --

MR MACAULAY: Have I covered that?

LADY SMITH: -- at 26 minutes past 10, Mr MacAulay. If you
look at the key I mentioned earlier, [N is one of
the children, number 24. Is that the one you have in
mind?

A. Yes, uh-huh.

LADY SMITH: I'm just checking with Mr MacAulay if that's
the one he's thinking about.

MR MAaCAULAY: Number 25 is [l

LADY SMITH: 24.

MR MACAULAY: Sorry, the m I want to look at is
number 11.

LADY SMITH: &h, that was [[il; zioht, 1 see.

MR MACAULAY: Sorry?

LADY SMITH: That's fine. It's because Gordon's - and
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Yes.

MR MACAULAY: So I don't think I looked at --

LADY SMITH: No, maybe you haven't. I'm just checking

PJJ on the transcript --

MR MACAULAY: So 1f ==
LADY SMITH: -- but no, nothing earlier. That's fine.

MR MACAULAY: If I can just look -- and again you have

accepted you abused ?

Yes, I did.
And he was born on - 1969 and the charge that
relates to him, we have the indictment still on the
board, is charge 16, and that's on page 6 of the
indictment. And this is a charge that reads: 'On
various occasions between 1 and 30 June 1978 at Sandhead
Caravan Park, Sandhead, you abused .'

Is that what happened? Was that where the abuse
took place?
It did, yes, at Sandhead.
And did it take place on a number of occasions when you
were there?
No, it actually happened on one occasion there. And
I believe that actually agreed to that when he
was cross—-examined.

Okay. And -- well, how did it come about that you
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abused while you were on holiday?

Erm, he actually shared a bed with me, because the
caravans weren't big enough to accommodate everybody
that were -- had gone on holiday, so he shared a bed
with me on that occasion.
So do I take it from that that you essentially took
advantage of --
Yes.
-- the opportunity?
Yes, I did.
And if we read on the narrative, four lines from the
bottom: 'Expose your private member to him, masturbate
to ejaculation in his presence, place your private
member between his legs and simulate sexual intercourse
with him.'

Do you accept all of that?
No, I don't.
What don't you accept?
I don't accept the simulation of sexual intercourse
and -- no, that particular part, that I definitely do
not accept that.
Although I think we have seen that this is quite
a regular feature --
Yes, yes.

-- of these charges?
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always live with me.'

Now, that's a very poignant statement?
It is.
And is it true?
No, it isn't.
Can you think of any reason why this person would invent
such a dreadful situation?
Because I believe this did actually happen with
and which was reported actually to the police at
the time and it was an offence that was committed by
an older boy, who had been admitted to Clerwood at the
time. He was 13 or 14 years of age. BAm I allowed to
say his name?
We don't need the name, but --
His name was _ He was admitted actually on
an emergency basis. There were no other places
available anywhere within the children's homes within
Edinburgh at that time. And he was actually found with
—— sorry, with 'Paul' and his sister in the area
that you've described by a member of staff. It was
reported. It was reported to the police and 'Paul's'
sister was taken to and examined by a Dr Caldwell, who
was the doctor for Clerwood at that time, and not long
after, in fact I think that same evening, -was

moved from the unit.
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wife and another to interview - The note also
seemed to involve another child. He withdrew the
allegations to Lorna and Anne. The whole matter was
discussed at a staff meeting. The note was left in the
logbook and remained there until the closure of the
unit, when it was sent with the other staff
documentation to _ "I told LIS about it.

I decided to leave the note in the logbook because it
would have been more like to raise suspicions if I had
removed it." ©No one ever asked him whether or not what
was said in the note was true.'

Now, that tends to suggest to me that the note
contained the allegation and it was in response to that
that the boy was seen. Is that not the position?

No, that's not my recollection at all, sorry.

And in the ingquiry report, _ told the inquiry that
you said to him something along the lines, when this
note appeared -- and this i1s recorded in the inquiry
report --

Yes, uh-huh.

Something along the lines: 'Now you've blown it, we
can't have our special thing anymore'?

No. I never, ever used words like that, no. Definitely
not.

This was at a time when you were abusing -?
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relation to those charges that you accept, that this was
ongoing abuse, it wasn't just one instance; it was
ongoing? Is that --

Absclutely, yes.

Okay. And I think you've told us, Gordon, and correct
me if I'm wrong, you enjoyed this behaviour?

I did at that time, yes.

It could be important from the perspective of what
lessons the Inquiry can learn if you're able to provide
us with any assistance at all as to how did you get away
with it for so long?

I think because there was no real, erm, way of a child
actually being able to report anything like that at the
time. There was no whistleblowing. There was no --

I don't think that there was anybody in particular that
the child could refer to. I mean, they could, if they
wished, have spoken to my line manager, such as
or Brian Tait who were in_at that time,
but I don't recollect any other method, other than if
they wanted to contact the police or their own social
workers.

Well, of course, these are very young children in many
instances.

Yeah.

But you say that -- you say what you say about speaking
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There was or and there was and
_. and I'm just looking to the end of the

line there for the Oracle tc confirm whether there's

anybody else I missed.

mentioned - already, yes, thank you very much.

Ms MacLeod, when you're ready.

Summary of convictions of Brian MacLennan (read in)
MS MACLEOD: My Lady, I will provide a summary of the
convictions of Brian MacLennan.

Following a trial lasting around four weeks, Brian
MacLennan was convicted on 4 December 1997 of the
following charges:

The first charge:

'On various occasions in 1977, at Clerwood

Children's Home, you, Brian MacLennan, did use lewd,

indecent and libidinous practices and behaviour towards

[a child] born in 1963, care of Lothian and Borders

Police. Then a girl of or above of the age of 12 years

and under the age of 16 years, handle her upper body and

private parts, expose your private member to her and

81









10

dl:

12

13

14

45

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

imprisonment on the first charge, one year imprisonment
on charge 28, five years' imprisonment on charge 33,
which is one of the charges that was subsequently
quashed, and three years' imprisonment on charge 39,
said periods of imprisonment to run consecutively with
each other from 4 December 1977 (sic), and ten years'
imprisonment on charge 26, to run concurrently with the
sentences imposed and that was also quashed.

In relation to charges 26 and 33 on the indictment,
it is clear from the report of Lord Bonomy, which is at
JUS-000000317, that the jury directions included that
they were precluded from finding mutual corroboration of
penetration relating to those charges. And indeed it is
the case that part of the verdict was subject to
a successful appeal on that basis, my Lady.

At an appeal hearing on 6 January 1999, the Appeal
Court sustained the appeal, quashed those two
convictions and relative sentences.

The indictment relevant to this is at CFS-000017586.
The extract sentence can be found at JUS-000000318 and
Lord Bonomy's report, as I indicated, can be found at

JUs-000000317.

LADY SMITH: Thank you very much.

MS MACLEOD: And that completes proceedings for today,

my Lady, and for this week.
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LADY SMITH: And we turn to other evidence starting at
10 o'clock on Tuesday, I think, is that right?

MS MACLEOD: That's right, my Lady.

I am told that there is one more name to add to the
list of names to mention from this morning's evidence
from Gordon Knott and that is as a name that's
not to be mentioned outwith the hearing room.

LADY SMITH: Oh, right, yes, he was mentioned once I think
in passing. So he's to be added to the list of those
who can't be identified as referred to in our evidence
outside this room.

Thank you very much.

I'll rise now and look forward to seeing you on
Tuesday morning, 10 o'clock.

(12.30 pm)

(The Inguiry adjourned until 10.00 am

on Tuesday, 28 April 2026)
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