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Today at the High Court in Edinburgh Lord Kinclaven sentenced Angela 
Baillie to 32 months in prison after she pleaded guilty to two charges of 
supplying controlled drugs. 
 
On sentencing Lord Kinclaven made the following statement: 
 
“Your case, like many others in this court, clearly illustrates the tragedies and the 
devastation that can be caused by involvement with drugs and the drugs trade. 
 
I have had the benefit of a very thorough and detailed plea in mitigation which I have 
taken into account. 
 
Amongst other things, I have taken into account your age, your personal and family 
circumstances, your state of your health, your psychiatric history, and the fact that 
you are a first offender with no previous convictions. 
 
I have taken into account what has been said about the circumstances of the 
offending, coercion, pressure, threats of violence, reference to a hand gun, fears for 
safety, vulnerability, the apparent lack of financial gain, your co-operation with the 
Crown and the fact that your legal career is now over. 
 
I have taken into account everything that has been said by Mr McBride on your 
behalf including the detailed submissions, and the bound volume of written materials 
and the Social Enquiry report which have all been referred to by counsel in court. 
 
I am grateful to the consultant psychiatrists, Dr Collins and Dr Wylie, for providing 
their reports in relation to Bipolar II Disorder and the various other matters which go 
some way to help to explain and mitigate aspects of your behaviour.  They also 
highlight the time spent in treatment. 
 
You have also accepted responsibility, in the various ways outlined by Mr McBride, 
by pleading guilty to these two charges using the accelerated plea procedure - and I 
require to give you credit for that.  As a matter of law I require to modify my sentence 
to take into account the fact that you tendered a plea of guilty at an early stage - as 
outlined by Mr McBride - and I shall do that shortly. 
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You have also not sought to conceal your troubled personal history which includes 
repeated references to your substance abuse and to problems with alcohol and 
cocaine addiction.   
 
I need not rehearse in detail the various other factors highlighted in the submissions 
of Mr McBride and in the psychiatric and Social Enquiry reports - all of which I have 
taken into account.  They include a very supportive letter from your father and you 
have been assessed as at low risk of re-offending. 
 
In short, I took into account everything that had been said on your behalf by way of 
mitigation. 
 
The various factors referred to on your behalf may explain and mitigate (and I take 
them into account for those purposes) but, as has been recognised on your behalf, 
they do not excuse you from responsibility. 
 
The various mitigating factors in this case require to be seen in the context of the 
other factors which underline the serious nature of these offences. 
 
I have to bear in mind that: 
 

• You were a solicitor and officer of the court at the material time.   
• The offending took place in the agents’ visits area of HM Prison Barlinnie.   
• Charge (1) concerns 14.85 grammes of diamorphine (heroin) - a Class A 

drug.   
• Charge (2) concerns 158 diazepam tablets - a Class C drug.   
• The quantities of drugs made it plain that they were not for personal use.   
• They were for supply into the prison system generally 
• The diamorphine had a street value of about £1,480.   
• The diazepam had a street value of between £79 and £158.   
• You were in a position of trust.   
• You knew that the cigarette packet you took into prison contained drugs. 

 
In seeking to carry out my duties I have given careful attention to all the factors 
mentioned to me, including the question of rehabilitation and the submission that 
there may be an alternative to the imposition of a custodial sentence by way of 
probation with special conditions.   
 
However, in the whole circumstances of this particular case, having regard to the 
serious nature of the offences as well as the mitigating circumstances, I am satisfied 
that the court does require to impose a custodial sentence. 
 
In my view, no other method of dealing with you is appropriate.  The court requires to 
mark the gravity of your offences and the court’s disapproval. 
 
In relation to charge (1), the sentence of the court is a period of imprisonment for 32 
months. 
 
If you had not accepted your responsibility by tendering a plea of guilty, as and when 
you did, the sentence would have been one of 4 years imprisonment. 
 
In relation to charge (2), the sentence of the court is a period of imprisonment for 8 
months. 
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If you had not accepted your responsibility by tendering a plea of guilty, as and when 
you did, the sentence would have been one of 12 months imprisonment. 
 
As both offences were part of the same incident, those sentences will run 
concurrently - from today’s date”. 
 
 
 


