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HMA 

v  

HUGH GLEN CLARK 

 

Wednesday 12 March 2008 

 

Today at the High Court in Glasgow Lord Brodie sentenced Hugh Glen Clark to 
8 years and 6 months imprisonment after he pled guilty to the attempted 
murder of Ena May Thomson and the assault of her nine year old son Nathan 
Thomson on the 2nd  November 2007 in Fife.   
 

Lord Brodie made an order in terms of section 47 (3) (b) of the Criminal 
Procedure (Scotland) Act 1995 permitting the names of Nathan Thomson and 
Shannon Thomson to be published in the media, both in relation to the 
proceedings in court on 12 March 2008 and the previous proceedings when 
the pleas were tendered and accepted and the Narrative of the Facts was given 
by the Advocate Depute. 
 
On sentencing, Lord Brodie made the following statement in court: 

 
“In determining the appropriate sentence I have had regard to what has been said on your 
behalf. 
 
I have noted what appears in the Social Enquiry Report, the Psychiatric Report of 23 
November 2007 and the letter from your general practitioner dated 11 March 2008. I have 
seen that you are not someone who suffers from mental illness. I have observed that some 
of what is reported there as having been said about the offences to which you have pled 
guilty is inconsistent with your pleas. The explanation for that may be, as suggested by Mr 
Anderson, who appeared on your behalf, that you have a limited memory of the events 
which are the subject of the charges. I have to emphasise, however, that I must proceed on 
the basis of what you have pled guilty to and the Crown narrative of events. 
 
I have also had regard to your record of previous convictions. You have been convicted on 
ten previous occasions. However on each occasion these convictions were recorded in 
summary proceedings and none of the convictions were for offences of violence. The most 
recent of these convictions was recorded in 1999. I do not attach significant importance to 
these previous convictions. 
 
You have pleaded guilty to the attempted murder of Mrs Thomson and the assault to injury 
and permanent disfigurement of her 9 year old son, Nathan, using the accelerated procedure 
provided by section 76 of the Criminal Procedure (Scotland) Act 1995. 
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It appears that you were very drunk at the time of the offences. That may in part provide an 
explanation. It does not provide an excuse. 
 
Attempted murder is of its nature is always a very serious matter indeed. You have accepted 
by your plea that you intended to kill Mrs Thomson – as you are reported as having said 
earlier in the evening of 2 November 2007 at the “Yard” public house. The offence had, 
however, aggravating features –  
 

• you went to Mrs Thomson’s house at about 10pm in the evening  

• you entered the house, locking the door behind you 

• you were aware that there were two young children in the house – Nathan who was 9 
and Shannon who was 12  

• the children witnessed the attack on their mother 

• you stabbed Mrs Thomson no fewer than 8 times 
 
You also assaulted Nathan by striking him to the face with a knife. The circumstances in 
which this happened were described to me by the Advocate Depute when the case came 
before me on 13 February 2007. He explained that Mrs Thomson was in her bedroom when 
the door opened and she saw you standing in the doorway holding a knife. Mrs Thomson 
shouted at you to get out of the house. The children, who had been asleep, were woken by 
the shouting. You began to struggle with Mrs Thomson, pulled her into the hallway and 
began stabbing her with a kitchen knife. Having explained this, the Advocate Depute 
continued –  

 
On seeing this Shannon Thomson panicked and locked herself in her bedroom. 
Nathan Thomson remained in the hallway and then jumped onto [your] back to try 
and get [you] to stop what [you] were doing …[You] shook Nathan off [your] back and 
then confronted him and stabbed him once to the face with the knife. 

 
It appears to me that Nathan can be described as an extremely courageous young man who 
was quite seriously injured in the course of trying to protect his mother from what you have 
admitted was a murderous attack by a grown man armed with a knife. 
 
As was described by the Advocate Depute on 13 February, the physical and psychological 
impacts of these assaults on each member of the Thomson family have been considerable 
 
I have no alternative but to impose a sentence of imprisonment (Mr Anderson described a 
custodial sentence as inevitable) and a substantial sentence. Had you not pled guilty I would 
have imposed a sentence of 12 years imprisonment. However, having regard to the 
guidance provided by the Appeal Court I must take into account your early plea of guilty and 
reflect both the plea and the stage at which it was tendered in a discount on the sentence 
that otherwise would have been imposed. The sentence of the court is accordingly 8 years 
and 6 months imprisonment backdated to 19 November 2007 when you were first remanded 
in respect of this matter”. 
 


