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almost certainly did speak to someone – just not me. He doesn’t even get my 

title right.  I was the general secretary at that point in time, 2015, for 

approaching seven years.  He knew who I was, and I would have had no 

reason to speak to him.  That’s the point.  

 

54. It’s put to me that what is suggested is that someone from the SPF 

telephones the PIRC following their press release and whoever it is that’s 

calling was claiming that attempts hadn’t been made to take statements from 

the officers.  I have been asked if this jogs my memory at all. No, but, again, 

it’s important that we don’t get distracted from the process.  If attempts had 

been made and bearing in mind we’re dealing with Kate Frame. The 

Commissioner came from the Crown Office.  She was the head of complaints 

against the police department before she came into the Police Investigation & 

Review Commissioner.   

 

55. She knows the legal processes.  As someone that worked in the Crown 

Office, she knows how things are meant to take place.  If PIRC had genuinely 

made attempts – legitimate attempts rather than round-the-houses attempts – 

to secure statements from the officers, they would have had a document to be 

able to support it.  It is telling that the response from Kate Frame to my letter 

does not respond to any of the single points that I made.  What was the 

purpose of John Mitchell’s email to Peter Watson?  What was the purpose of 

it?  That’s a really, really important point.  If, on one day one or day two or day 

three, John Mitchell had said, “These officers are witnesses,” surely the PIRC, 

with its legal knowledge and its relationship with the Crown Office, knows that 

you back that up by correspondence.  The absence of correspondence is far 

more damning than my letter to the PIRC. 

 

56. I have been referred to paragraphs 377 and 378 of Kate Frame’s statement 

(SBPI-00447), which states:  
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cannot be misunderstood by anyone other than someone who is 

unbelievably thick.  I believe that there was a pre-determined outcome 

in respect of my misconduct proceedings that had to find me guilty of 

misconduct regardless of the logic of the legal argument that was 

presented.   

 

80. I believe the facts stated in this witness statement are true. I 

understand that this statement may form part of the evidence before 

the Inquiry and be published on the Inquiry’s website. 

 

 




