
4/16/2020 J'Accuse - Craig Murray

https://www.craigmurray.org.uk/archives/2020/03/jaccuse-2/ 1/26

J’Accuse 
30 Mar, 2020  in Uncategorized by craig

A 22 person team from Police Scotland worked for over a year identifying and interviewing
almost 400 hoped-for complainants and witnesses against Alex Salmond. This resulted in
nil charges and nil witnesses. Nil. The accusations in court were all fabricated and
presented on a government platter to the police by a two prong process. The �rst prong
was the civil service witch hunt presided over by Leslie Evans and already condemned by
Scotland’s highest civil court as “unlawful, unfair and tainted by apparent bias”. The
second prong was the internal SNP process orchestrated by a group at the very top in SNP
HQ and the First Minister’s Private O�ce. A key �gure in the latter was directly accused in
court by Alex Salmond himself of having encouraged a signi�cant number of the accusers
to fabricate incidents.

The only accusations Police Scotland could take forward were given to them by this
process. Their long and expensive trawl outside the tiny closed group of accusers revealed
nothing. Let me say that again. Police Scotland’s long and expensive trawl outside the tiny
closed group of accusers revealed nothing at all.

Let me give you an example. I have personally read an account by a woman who was
contacted by the police and asked to give evidence. She was called in for formal interview
by the police. The massive police �shing expedition had turned up the fact that, years ago,
Alex Salmond had been seen to kiss this woman in the foyer of a theatre. She was asked if
she wished to make a complaint of sexual assault against Alex Salmond. The woman was
astonished. She told them she remembered the occasion and Alex, who was a friend, had
simply kissed her on the cheeks in greeting. No, of course she did not wish to complain.
She felt they were trying to push her to do so.
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That is typical of hundreds of interviews in the most extensive and expensive �shing
expedition in Scottish police history. That turned up nothing. Zilch. Nada.

What the police did get was eye witness evidence that several of the allegations they had
been handed by the closed group were fabricated. Two eye witnesses, for example,
appeared in court who had been within six feet of the alleged buttock grab during a Stirling
Castle photocall. Both had been watching the photo being taken. Both testi�ed nothing had
happened. The police had that evidence. But they ignored it. A more startling example is
below.

You may be interested to know the police also spent a great deal of time attempting to
substantiate the “incident” at Edinburgh airport that has been so frequently recycled by the
mainstream media over years. MI5 also hired a London security consultancy to work on
this story. The reason so many resouces were expended is that they were desperate to
stand up this claim as the only incident from outside the tiny cabal of Scottish government
insiders.

They discovered the actual Edinburgh airport “incident” was that Alex Salmond had made a
rather excruciating pun about “killer heels” when the footwear of a female member of staff
had set off the security scanner gate. This had been reported as a sexist comment in the
context of a much wider dispute about staff conditions. That is it. “Killer heels”. A joke. No
charge arose from this particular substantial waste of police time, in which the
involvement of MI5 is highly noteworthy.

You will probably know that I too faced politically motivated accusations of sexual
misconduct from the state, in my case the FCO, when I blew the whistle on British
government collusion in torture and extraordinary rendition. I too was eventually cleared of
all charges. When you are facing such charges, there comes a moment when you reveal
the evidence to those defending you. They, of course, will not necessarily have presumed
your innocence. I recount in Murder in Samarkand this moment in my own case, when after
going through all the evidence my representative turned to me and said in some
astonishment “You really didn’t do any of this, did you?”. He had been disinclined to believe
the British government really was trying to �t me up, until he saw the evidence.

In Alex Salmond’s case, after going through all the evidence, his legal team were utterly
bemused as to why it was Alex Salmond who was being prosecuted; rather than the
members of the WhatsApp group and senders of the other messages, texts and emails
being prosecuted for conspiracy to pervert the course of justice. There could not be a
plainer conspiracy to pervert the course of justice. Not only were members of this very
small political grouping orchestrating complaints in the documented communications,
they were encouraging their creation.
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It is much worse than that. There is plain reference to active and incorrect communication
from the SNP hierarchy to Police Scotland and the Crown O�ce.The reason that Police
Scotland and the Procurator Fiscal’s o�ce prosecuted the victim of the conspiracy rather
than the conspirators, is that they had themselves been politically hijacked to be part of the
�t-up. I fully realise the implications of that statement and I make it with the greatest care.
Let me say it again. The reason that Police Scotland and the Procurator Fiscal’s o�ce
prosecuted the victim of the conspiracy rather than the conspirators, is that they had
themselves been politically hijacked to be part of the �t-up. Just how profound are the
rami�cations of this case for the Scottish establishment has so far been appreciated by
very few people.

Alex Salmond’s counsel, in his summing up for the defence, said that the evidence of
collusion and conspiracy in the case “stinks”. It certainly does; and the stench goes an
awful long way. A new unionist online meme today is to ask why the accusers would put
themselves at risk of prosecution for perjury. The answer is that there is no such risk; the
police and prosecutors, the Scottish government including, but not only, as represented by
the accusers, have all been part of the same joint enterprise to stitch up Alex Salmond.
That is why there is still no investigation into perjury or conspiracy to pervert the course of
justice, despite the evidence not just of the trial but of the documents and texts which the
judge prevented from being led as “collateral”.

I cannot begin to imagine how evil you have to be to attempt falsely to convict someone of
that most vicious, most unforgivable of crimes – rape. But it is impossible to have followed
the trial, still more impossible to know the evidence that the judge ruled inadmissible as
collateral, without forming the view that this was a deliberate, a most wicked, conspiracy to
�t him up on these charges. Furthermore it was a conspiracy that incorporated almost the
entire Establishment – a conspiracy that included a corrupt Scottish Government, a corrupt
Crown O�ce, a corrupt Scottish Police and an uniformly corrupt media.

Coverage of the trial was a disgrace. The most salacious accusations of the odious
prosecutor were selected and magni�ed into massive headlines. The defence witnesses
were almost totally ignored and unreported. The entire stream of evidence from credible
witnesses that disproved the prosecution case in its entirety was simply never presented in
the papers, still less on radio and TV. A great deal of that evidence proved that prosecution
witnesses were not merely mistaken, but had been deliberately and coldly lying.

Let us consider the lead accusation, that of attempted rape. I want you honestly to
consider whether or not this should have been brought before the court.
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Woman H claimed that Salmond attempted to rape her after a small dinner with Alex
Salmond, an actor (the publication of whose name the court banned), and Ms Samantha
Barber, a company director. Salmond gave evidence that the entire story was completely
untrue and the woman had not even been there that evening. Samantha Barber gave
evidence that she knows woman H well, had been a guest at her wedding reception, and
that woman H had phoned and asked her to attend the dinner with the speci�c explanation
she could not be there herself. Indeed, a�rmed Ms Barber, woman H de�nitely was not
there. She had given that �rm evidence to the police.

Against that, there was a vague statement by the actor that he believed a fourth person
had been present, but he described her hair colour as different to woman H, described her
as wearing jeans when woman H said she was wearing a dress, and did not say the
woman had her arm in a sling – which it was established woman H’s arm was at that time.
One arm in a sling would be pretty debilitating in eating and the sort of detail about a fellow
diner at a very small dinner party you would likely remember.

Given the very �rm statement from Samantha Barber, her friend, that woman H was
de�nitely not there, a number of lawyers and police o�cers with whom I have discussed
this have all been perplexed that the charge was brought at all, with such a strong witness
to rebut it, given that the police were relying on an extremely tentative identi�cation from
the actor (who did not appear in court to be cross-examined). The truth is, as the jury
found, that woman H was not physically there when she said the incident took place.
Woman H had lied. More importantly, the evidence available to the police and prosecutor
�scal showed that there was never any realistic prospect of conviction.

So why was the charge brought?

You might also wish to consider this. While the jury was considering its verdict, two
members of the jury were removed. Here I know more than I can legally say at present.
That might be put together with the chance that somebody was tailing Alex Salmond’s
defence counsel and video recording his conversation on a train. If you look at the
recording, it is obvious that if it were being taken with a mobile phone, that act of recording
would have been very plainly visible to Mr Jackson. It appears far more likely this was done
with a concealed device, possibly routed through a mobile phone for purposes of
metadata.

I only have de�nite good source information on MI5 involvement in the attempt to dredge
up charges at Edinburgh airport. While I have no direct evidence the juror expulsion or the
Jackson tape were underlain by security service surveillance, I am very suspicious given
the knowledge that MI5 were engaged in the witch-hunt. Which of course also begs the
question that if any of the alleged incidents inside Bute House were true, the state would
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by now have produced the MI5 or GCHQ/NSA recordings to prove it (claiming they were
sourced from elsewhere). Salmond has been considered by them a threat to the UK state
for decades, and not only over Scottish Independence.

I also ask you to consider who has been, and who has not been, persecuted. Alex Salmond
stood in the dock facing total ruin. The conspirators have faced not even questioning about
their collusion.

I have published the only detailed account of the defence case. In consequence not only
was I slung out of court by the judge on a motion of the prosecution, and threatened with
jail by the Crown O�ce for contempt of court, the judge also made an order making it
illegal to publish the fact that I had been barred from the court, in effect a super injunction.
Yet the mainstream media, who published ludicrously selective and salacious extracts
from the proceedings designed deliberately to make Salmond appear guilty, have received
no threats from the Crown O�ce. They continue to churn out article after article effectively
claiming Salmond is guilty and massively distorting the facts of the case.

One consequence of the extreme media bias is that lies which were told by the prosecution
are still being repeated as fact. The lie that a policy and/or practice was put into place to
prevent women working alone in the evenings with Alex Salmond, was comprehensively
demolished by four separate senior civil service witnesses, one of them a prosecution
witness. That was never media reported and the lie is still continually repeated.

It is only the person who published the truth, as agreed by the jury, who faces hostile action
from the state.

Because the only thing that was not �xed about this entire affair was the jury. And they
may well have contrived to nobble even that with jury expulsion.

We should be very grateful to that jury of solid Edinburgh citizens, two thirds of them
female. They were diligent, they did their duty, and they thwarted a great injustice in the
midst of a media hanging frenzy that has to have impacted upon them, and probably still
does.

I would however state that, up until she inexplicably expelled me from the court, I had
found Lady Dorrian’s handling of the trial entirely fair and reasonable. Equally it was a
judicial decision in the Court of Session that had found the Scottish Government process
against Salmond to be “unlawful, unfair and tainted by apparent bias”.

Which brings me on to the role of the Head of the Scottish Civil Service, Leslie Evans. “We
may have lost a battle, but we will win the war”. That is how, in January 2019, Leslie Evans
had messaged a colleague the day they lost in the Court of Session. It is an interesting
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glimpse into the lifestyle of these people that the colleague she messaged was in the
Maldives at the time.

It is incredible that after a process Evans claimed in court to have “established” was
described as unlawful and unfair by a very senior judge, her �rst thought was on “winning
the war”. That message alone is su�cient to sack Leslie Evans. Is shows that rather than
being a civil servant engaged in an effort to administer justly, she was engaged as parti
pris in a bitter battle to take down Alex Salmond. She would not even accept the verdict of
the Court of Session. It astonishes me, as a former member for six years of the senior civil
service myself, that any civil servant could commit themselves in that way to try ruthlessly
to take down a former First Minister, with no heed whatsoever either to fair process or to
the decision of the courts.

It is quite simply astonishing that Ms Evans has not been sacked.

Well, Leslie Evans did carry on her war. At the cost of many millions to the Scottish
taxpayer, she has now lost the battle in both Scotland’s highest civil court and in Scotland’s
highest criminal court. The campaign to destroy Salmond has been trounced in both the
Court of Session and the High Court. That Leslie Evans is still in post is a national scandal.
That Nicola Sturgeon a few weeks ago extended Evans’ tenure by a further two years is an
appalling misjudgment.

Evans has a particularly unionist outlook and regards her role as head of the Scottish civil
service as equivalent to a departmental permanent secretary of the United Kingdom. Evans
spends a great deal of time in London. Unlike her predecessor, who regarded Scotland as
separate, Evans regularly attends the weekly “Wednesday Morning Colleagues” (WMC)
meeting of Whitehall permanent secretaries, chaired by the Westminster Cabinet Secretary.
She much values her position in the UK establishment. What kind of Head of the Scottish
Civil Service spends the middle of the week in London?

Rather than any action being taken against the perpetrators of this disgraceful attempt to
pervert the course of justice, even after their plot has been roundly rejected in the High
Court, the Scottish Government appears to be doubling down in its accusations against
Alex Salmond through the medium of the state and corporate media, which is acting in
complete unison. It has now been widely briefed against Salmond that Police Scotland has
passed a dossier to the Metropolitan Police on four other accusations, set at Westminster.

What the media has not told you is that these accusations are from exactly the same
group of conspirators; indeed from some of the actual same accusers. They also do not
tell you that these accusations are even weaker than those pursued in Scotland.
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In the massive effort to prove “pattern of behaviour” in Alex Salmond’s recent trial,
incidents which happened outwith Scottish jurisdiction could be presented as evidence in a
separate “docket”. Thus the defence heard evidence from the “Chinese docket” of Salmond
“attempting to touch” a colleague’s hair in a hotel lift in China. Well, the London “docket”
was considered even weaker than that, so it was not led in the Edinburgh trial. The idea
that Leslie Evans’ “war” against Salmond will be won in an English court, having failed in
both the civil and criminal Scottish courts, is just black propaganda.

As is the continued campaign to claim that Salmond is really guilty, carried on by Rape
Crisis Scotland. They yesterday published a statement by the nine anonymous accusers
attacking Salmond further, and rather amusingly the nine wrote together to deny they were
associated with each other. It seems to me entirely illegitimate for this group to be able to
conduct a continued campaign of political harassment of Alex Salmond from behind the
cloak of state-enforced anonymity, after he has been acquitted of all charges. I understand
the reasoning behind anonymity for accusers in sex allegations. But surely state backed
anonymity should not be used to enable the continued repetition of false accusations
without fear of defamation law, after the jury has acquitted? That is perverse.

It is also a fact that Rape Crisis Scotland is just another instrument of the Scottish
government, being almost entirely funded by the Scottish government. There is a very
serious infringement of public conduct here. One of the nine conspirators, whose
statement is being ampli�ed by Rape Crisis Scotland, is personally very directly involved in
the channeling of government money to Rape Crisis Scotland. That is a gross abuse of
o�ce and con�ict of interest and should be a resignation matter. Here again, direct
wrongdoing is being carried out from behind the screen of state-backed anonymity.

Let me give you this thought. Alex Salmond having been acquitted, you would think that the
unionist media would seek to capitalise by training its guns on those at the head of the
SNP who sought to frame him, who after all are still in power. But instead, the unionist
media is entirely committed to attacking Salmond, in de�ance of all the facts of the case.
That shows you who it is the British establishment are really afraid of. It also con�rms
what I have been saying for years, that the SNP careerist establishment have no genuine
interest in Scottish Independence and are not perceived by Whitehall as a threat to the
union. And in that judgement at least, Whitehall is right.

I should state that in this article I have, absolutely against my own instincts, deferred to
Alex Salmond’s noble but in my view over-generous wish to wait until the Covid-19 virus
has passed before giving all the names of those involved and presenting the supporting
documents. I have therefore removed several names from this article. Alex Salmond
believes that it is wrong to move on this at a time when many people are suffering and
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grieving, and he has stated that it would indeed be narcissistic to think of his own troubles
at this time of wider calamity. I �nd this extremely upsetting when his enemies are showing
absolutely no respect nor restraint whatsoever and are engaged in full-on attack on his
reputation. I can assure you this is even more frustrating for me than for you. But while the
mills of God grind slowly, they grind exceedingly small.

Those who do not know Scotland are astonished that the Alex Salmond trial and its fallout
have not damaged support in the polls for Independence nor even for the SNP. I am not in
the least surprised – the reawakening of the national consciousness of the Scottish people
is an unstoppable process. If you want to see it, look not at any single politician but at the
mass enthusiasm of one of the great, self-organised AUOB marches. The spirit of
Independence rides the SNP as the available vehicle to achieve its ends. It is no longer
primarily inspired nor controlled by the SNP – indeed the SNP leadership is blatantly trying
to dampen it down, with only marginal success. This great movement of a nation is not to
be disturbed by �eeting events.

That is not to underplay the importance of events for those caught up in them. As Alex
Salmond stood in the dock, he was very probably staring at the prospect of spending the
rest of his life in prison, of never being with his wife Moira again, and of having his
reputation as Scotland’s greatest national leader for centuries erased. The party hierarchy
had already overseen the Stalinesque scrubbing of his image and name from all online
content under the SNP’s control. The future now looks very different, and I am cheered by
the brighter horizon.

Let me �nish this article by observing that the British state continues to keep the
unconvicted Julian Assange in conditions of appalling detention and receiving brutal
personal treatment reserved normally for the most dangerous terrorists. The British state
has refused to let Assange out of jail to avert the danger of Covid-19. By contrast the
government of Iran has allowed Nazanin Zaghari-Ratcliffe out of prison to reduce her
danger from the epidemic. Which of these governments is portrayed as evil by the state
and corporate media?

With grateful thanks to those who donated or subscribed to make this reporting possible.

This article is entirely free to reproduce and publish, including in translation, and I very
much hope people will do so actively. Truth shall set us free.

——————————————

Atlantic Council and hundreds of other warmongering propaganda operations, this blog
has no source of state, corporate or institutional �nance whatsoever. It runs entirely on
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