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Date: 8 June 2017 
 
Our Ref: DCCLP 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Ms Mary Fee MSP 
Convener,  
Justice Sub-Committee on Policing 
Room M1.12 
The Scottish Parliament 
Edinburgh 
EH99 1SP 
 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 

Local Policing  
Police Scotland Headquarters 

Tulliallan Castle 
Kincardine 
FK10 4BE 

 
DCC.LocalPolicing@scotland.pnn.police.uk 

Twitter:@DCCFitzpatrick 
 
 
 
Dear Convener 
 
Independent Investigation by Durham Constabulary and Review by 
Northumbria Police  
 
Thank you for your letter of 25 May 2017, and for the opportunity to respond to the 
further queries you raise following my letter to you of 17 May 2017. 
 
We do indeed fully appreciate the significant public interest in these matters, and the 
intention of the Justice Sub-Committee on Policing to consider the findings both of 
the independent investigation by Durham Constabulary into a specific number of 
complaints and of the independent review by Northumbria into the handling of 
complaints made against Counter Corruption Unit officers between 2009 and 2016. 
 
In respect of the Durham investigation report, I set out in my letter of 17 May the 
statutory process we are now following and explained that, given the scale and 
complexity of this matter, careful consideration and due process are quite rightly 
taking some time to complete.  I can confirm that progress is being made and that we 
hope shortly to be in a position to write to the complainers with the outcome of the 
Durham investigation into their complaints.  We are also actively preparing to make a 
determination under The Police (Scotland) Conduct Regulations 2014 as to whether 
there are any potential conduct-related matters which emerge and, if so, how these 
should be dealt with. 
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You will appreciate that, should the investigation of any conduct-related matters then 
follow, the Durham investigation report would be material to that further investigation 
and therefore could not be released until its conclusion.  In addition, given the nature, 
extent and complexity of these matters, the Durham investigation report contains a 
great deal of information (for example, that which is personal to complainers and 
other individuals) which would require extensive redaction before the report could be 
made available publicly. 
 
The independent review by Northumbria Police is still in progress and I will of course 
update you when I receive an indication from Northumbria Police that its work is 
nearing completion.  I would anticipate that their concluding report is also likely to 
contain material which would be subject to redaction before it could be made 
available publicly. 
 
It is also absolutely our intention to identify the organisational learning from both the 
independent investigation and the independent review, and to commit formally and 
publicly to progressing any outstanding improvement actions which arise.  You will be 
aware that we took this approach with HM Inspectorate of Constabulary Scotland’s 
review and that we have since completed almost all of the 39 recommendations 
made.   
 
I regret that, because of the complex circumstances, independence from Police 
Scotland and additional variables involved, I cannot currently be more definitive about 
projected timescales.  I hope it is helpful to consideration of the Sub-Committee’s 
future work programme if I say that I expect these matters to be under progression 
for some further months rather than weeks. 
 
I will, of course, keep you updated as to progress and timescales at every 
opportunity. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
Rose Fitzpatrick QPM 
Deputy Chief Constable 
 


