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| wish to make a supplementary submission to the Petitions committee in respect of Petition
1458 register of interests for the judiciary on the subject of the register of recusals
http://www.scotland-judiciary.org.uk/68/0/Judicial-Recusals created by Lord Gill and published
by the Judicial Office.

Documents | recently obtained from the Scottish Courts Service in the form of
interlocutors | had no access to until recently, revealed a recusal occurred in the case of
Nolan v Advance Construction (Scotland) Ltd, which was not declared in the register of
recusals.

| understand the Judicial Office for Scotland were asked about the omission, and
claimed an administrative error was the reason for the omission.

The Judicial Office then applied the information on the specific recusal — Lord Bracadale 20
May 2016 “Onthe Pursuer’s motion in relation to the judges previous decision to
refuse the pursuer’s appeal at a procedural hearing” in the first week of April this year.

| wish to point out the recusals register was only corrected after the Judicial Office were
challenged on the content of the recusals register, and only when faced with such a challenge,
and a copy of the interlocutor was the recusals register altered one year after the fact.

This omission, and the way in which the information was altered without any note of the
register being updated long after the recusal took place, flies in the face of transparency and
accountability, which the register of recusals is meant to adhere to.

| wish to quote from Lord Gill’s evidence to the Public Petitions Committee on 10
November 2015 in which he told MSPS “There are two points to make in answer to
that. One is that the register of recusals is not voluntary. To the best of my
knowledge, the clerks of court are scrupulously accurate in keeping the register and
therefore, wherever there is a recusal, you may depend upon

its being recorded in the register.”

It is painfully clear the clerks have not been scrupulously accurate in keeping the register,
and | do not believe altering such a register a year after the occurrence, and only when
faced with the evidence of a recusal shows any will to maintain transparency and accuracy
in the content of the register of recusal.

| urge members of this committee to ask for more information on why omissions in the
register of recusals are occurring and why the register is being altered in some
circumstances years later, and only when members of the public, media or litigants point out
there are gaps in the register of recusals

For members of this committee consideration | attach copies of the interlocutor relating to
Lord Bracadale’s recusal and copies of the register of recusals before and after the
information was applied by the Judicial Office a year later in April 2017.
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