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Justice Sub-Committee on Policing 
 

Armed police 
 

Response from Police Scotland in relation to armed police 
 
Thank you for your letter of 10 March, requesting a written answer to the question 
posted by Christian Allard MSP during the evidence session on 5 March. 
 
Mr Allard asked whether Armed Response Vehicle (ARV) officers “ … will they 
remain idle in the police station until they are called on? Will that have repercussions 
for the recruitment of further police officers?” I can confirm that, when not dispatched 
on firearms or threat-to-life incidents, ARV officers under undertake vehicle patrol 
duties, including visiting a number of key and vulnerable sites across Scotland. At a 
time when the threat level to the UK is categorised as SEVERE, this role has taken 
on increased significance. 
 
In regard to Mr Allard’s question about repercussions for the recruitment of armed 
officers, I can confirm that police officers continue to volunteer in sufficient numbers 
for this specialist role, which is reflected in our maintenance of a steady number of 
officers available to be deployed to Armed Response Vehicles. 
 
Police Scotland welcomes the opportunity to contribute to the Sub-Committee’s on-
going consideration of this important policing issue, and I confirm that ACC Higgins 
and I will attend the continuation of the evidence session on 19 March. 
 
Ahead of the evidence session, I also wanted to confirm to you that it has always 
been consistent policy that ARV officers would continue to intervene in relation to 
non-firearms and non-threat-to-life incidents which they come across during their 
patrol duties. As ACC Higgins indicated during his evidence on 5 March, as police 
officers first and foremost, ARV officers are required to exercise their professional 
judgment in dealing with any crime or incident that they come across. This does not 
equate to tasking or deployment “on routine duties” and it is entirely consistent with 
the adjustment to our policy which we announced publicly on 1 October. 
 
As we outlined at the time, this change was primarily as a result of us having listened 
to concerns expressed by some politicians and some members of the public, and 
also due to the change to the UK threat level. At the SPA Board meeting on 30 
October 2014 the Chief Constable reiterated the policy on ARV officers in terms of 
both Police Scotland’s formal paper on the matter and also what he said to Board 
Members, as follows: 
 
“We are now saying that they [ARV officers] get deployed only to threats to life but 
also still expected to deal with something if it happens in front of them. 
 
I do have to emphasise that we expect officers to deal with what they see in front of 
them and if armed officers see something that is not a threat to life but is still 
something the Police will be expected to act in, then they must act. If they don’t act 
then they are neglecting their duty and the public would not think ah yes well they’re 
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not doing anything because that’s an armed response car they would think what the 
hell are those cops doing? Why are they doing nothing? 
 
As we confirmed during the evidence session on 5 March, the level of interaction 
between members of the public and ARV officers, as a consequence of our policy 
adjustment on 1 October 2014, has reduced markedly. In the 1,644 instances since 
1 October the officers used their professional judgement to assess the situation and 
to determine necessary action that was appropriate and proportionate. 
 
I hope this letter is helpful in providing further explanation to the Committee in 
support of the evidence session on Thursday 19 March 2015. 
 
Deputy Chief Constable Iain Livingstone 
Crime and Operations 
16 March 2015 

 


