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Dear Ms Grahame  
     
Justice Sub-Committee on Policing: follow up 
 
Thank you for your correspondence of 23 March 2015 following my evidence to the Justice Sub-
Committee on Policing.  At the session I agreed to provide a written response to remaining 
questions from members. These questions are set out below.  
 

1. With regard to recommendation 7 in your report on the review of standing firearms 
authority for armed response vehicle crews within Police Scotland, are you content with 
the speed at which deployment criteria are being “understood and accepted by local 
communities” in relation to attendance at appropriate non-firearms related incidents? 
 

2. You were asked how many complaints HMICS received from members of the public 
regarding armed officers. You confirmed that HMICS have no statutory role in relation to 
complaints and that you were not aware of any, but you offered to check this and advise 
the Sub-Committee accordingly. 

 
In response to each of these questions, I can advise as follows: 
 
Question 1 
 
Recommendation number seven from my review of the ARV Standing Authority published in 
October, 2014, was that: 
 
Police Scotland and the Scottish Police Authority should re-engage with local authorities 
and other stakeholders and develop criteria for ARV officers to undertake non-firearm 
duties which are understood and accepted by local communities and allow ARV officers to 
meaningfully contribute to local policing priorities. 
 
As a result of this recommendation, Police Scotland undertook to conduct a review of the 
criteria for ARV officers to undertake non-firearms duties and to do this in parallel with an 
associated review of the method of carriage of the handgun and Taser. As ACC Higgins reported 



 

in his evidence to committee, the findings from this review have recently been considered by 
the Police Scotland Senior Leadership Board.  These were presented with recommendations to 
the Scottish Police Authority on 31 March 2015. Once this matter has been considered by the 
Scottish Police Authority, my expectation would be that Police Scotland and the Scottish Police 
Authority will re-engage with local authorities and other stakeholders to refine, develop and 
agree clear criteria that are both understood and accepted by local communities. 
 
Given that Police Scotland changed its policy around the deployment of ARV officers to non-
firearms related incidents in October, 2014, I am satisfied that Police Scotland and the Scottish 
Police Authority should take the time necessary to fully consider their approach to this issue and 
I am content with the speed that they are making progress on this recommendation. 
 
Question 2 
 
I can confirm that HMICS has had no ‘complaints’ from members of the public in relation to 
armed policing either before or after the publication of our inspection report and as mentioned 
in my evidence session HMICS has no statutory locus in formal complaints made about Police 
Scotland.  However, the committee may also be aware that the HMICS website contains a 
‘contact us’ e-mail facility where we service general enquiries and requests for additional 
information. In the period from June 2014 to March 2015 we received a total of two e-mails 
relating to armed policing. 
 
In each of these communications, the perception of the enquirer from media coverage was that 
Police Scotland had embarked on a policy of arming all police officers. In each case, we directed 
the enquirer to our review report. 
 
I trust that the detail contained within this written response will provide further clarity on the 
matters under debate and answers to the two specific questions posed by committee members. 
 

Yours sincerely 
 

 
 
Derek Penman  
HM Inspector of Constabulary 
 
 
  
 


