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JUSTICE SUB-COMMITTEE ON POLICING 
 

AGENDA 
 

2nd Meeting, 2019 (Session 5) 
 

Thursday 31 January 2019 
 
The Sub-Committee will meet at 1.00 pm in the David Livingstone Room (CR6). 
 
1. Decision on taking business in private: The Sub-Committee will decide 

whether to take item 3 in private. 
 
2. Police Scotland's priorities and draft budget for 2019-20: The Sub-

Committee will take evidence from— 
 

Chief Constable Iain Livingstone, Police Scotland. 
 

3. Work programme: The Sub-Committee will consider its work programme. 
 
 

Diane Barr 
Clerk to the Justice Sub-Committee on Policing 

Room T2.60 
The Scottish Parliament 

Edinburgh 
Tel: 0131 348 5220 

Email: diane.barr@parliament.scot 
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The papers for this meeting are as follows— 
 
Agenda item 2  

Paper by the clerk - Police Scotland's priorities and draft 
budget for 2019-20 
 

JSP/S5/19/2/1 

Private paper - Police Scotland's priorities and draft budget 
for 2019-20 
 

JSP/S5/19/2/2 (P) 

Agenda item 3  

Private paper - work programme 
 

JSP/S5/19/2/3 (P) 
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Justice Sub-Committee on Policing 
 

2nd Meeting, 2019 (Session 5), Thursday 31 January 2019 
 

Police Scotland’s priorities and draft budget for 2019-20 
 

Note by the clerk 
Introduction 

1. At its meeting on 31 January 2019, the Justice Sub-Committee on Policing (the 
Sub-Committee) will take evidence from the Chief Constable of Police Scotland, 
Iain Livingstone QPM. The session will focus on the Chief Constable’s priorities 
for the coming year, as well as the proposed budget allocation for Police Scotland 
for 2019-20.  

2. The Scottish Government published its draft Scottish Budget 2019-20  on 
12 December 2018. On 17 January 2019 the Sub-Committee took budget 
evidence from the Cabinet Secretary for Justice, Humza Yousaf MSP. In advance 
of that session the Sub-Committee sought the written views of key stakeholders 
on the 2019-20 draft budget provision for Police Scotland. The Sub-Committee 
received draft Budget submissions from several organisations, including a joint 
draft budget submission from Police Scotland and the SPA.  

3. During the session on 17 January, the Sub-Committee considered whether the 
draft budget meets the requirements of commitments within Police Scotland’s 
10-year strategy: Policing 2026, the agreed digital, data and ICT strategy, the 
requirement for fleet and estate provision and maintenance, and the planned 
improvements to effective working to enable predicted efficiency savings to be 
delivered.  

4. The session also considered the budgetary requirement of the SPA, as well as 
the budgetary contingency provided for Police Scotland to address the issues 
which may arise in the context of the UK leaving the EU without a legal 
withdrawal agreement in place (no-deal Brexit).  

5. Following this session, the Sub-Committee wrote to a number of key 
stakeholders, seeking their views. Written submissions were received from the 
Association of Scottish Police Superintendents and the SPA. These are included 
in papers for the meeting. Police Scotland also provided a further submission for 
the Sub-Committee. 

6. Furthermore, both the Scottish Human Rights Commission (SHRC) and the 
Information Commissioner's Office (ICO), provided comments via email on the 
specific issue of Police Scotland’s Digital Device Triage Systems (cyber kiosks). 
These comments are attached in the annexe to this paper.  

7. The Sub-Committee will also consider its future work programme. 

 
Sub-Committee Clerks 
28 January 2019

https://www2.gov.scot/Publications/2018/12/9450/downloads
http://www.parliament.scot/parliamentarybusiness/report.aspx?r=11895
http://www.parliament.scot/parliamentarybusiness/report.aspx?r=11895
https://www.parliament.scot/parliamentarybusiness/CurrentCommittees/109822.aspx
https://www.parliament.scot/S5_JusticeSubCommitteeOnPolicing/Inquiries/DB201920-PSandSPA.pdf
https://www.parliament.scot/S5_JusticeSubCommitteeOnPolicing/Inquiries/DB201920-PSandSPA.pdf
http://www.scotland.police.uk/about-us/policing-2026/
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ANNEXE 
Digital Device Triage Systems 

 
Introduction 

In advance of the evidence session with the Chief Constable of Police Scotland on 
31 January, the Sub Committee sought feedback from witnesses who gave oral 
evidence on 15 November 2018 on the proposed implementation of Police 
Scotland’s Digital Device Triage Systems (cyber kiosks). Both the Scottish Human 
Rights Commission (SHRC) and the Information Commissioner's Office (ICO) 
responded. Neither organisation made a written submission. Instead, they provided 
brief comments to the Sub Committee clerks, via email. These are below for 
information.  

Views of the ICO 

In reply to the Sub Committee’s request, David Freeland of the ICO stated he 
attended the latest meeting of Police Scotland’s External Reference Group on cyber 
kiosks, commenting- 

 “While work by Police Scotland is ongoing, none of the key issues raised by 
the witnesses [at the Sub Committee evidence session] on 15 November 
have progressed to a resolution as yet.”  

Views from the SHRC 

In reply to the Sub Committee’s request, Diego Quiroz of the SHRC stated that the 
SHRC attended the most recent meeting of Police Scotland’s cyber kiosks 
stakeholder group on 10 January 2019. He stated-   

 “There seems to be a misunderstanding about the scrutiny of the Sub-
Committee on Policing as a political measure rather than a legal and human 
rights scrutiny.  

 Some of the legal analysis in relation to the basis and powers for cyber kiosks 
and MPB/MPE is weak. As mentioned to the Sub- Committee it is our view 
that common law powers are not sufficient legal basis and statutory powers 
are unclear about this. 

 The police seem also to rely on consent as the basis for MPB. As it happened 
(and we argued before) in stop and search consent is problematic for certain 
groups and need to be freely given and fully informed. These criteria are 
unlikely to be met in all cases. 

 The human rights analysis presented is still incorrect in relation to the typology 
of rights (e.g. classification and importance of Art 5 and 6 of the ECHR) and 
their relation with Art. 2 (which they misunderstand as surpassing any other 
Convention right). Article 8 understanding is also limited.” 

 

http://www.parliament.scot/parliamentarybusiness/report.aspx?r=11785
http://www.parliament.scot/parliamentarybusiness/report.aspx?r=11785



