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   The Sheku Bayoh Public Inquiry 
 
Witness Statement 
 
DCS Patrick Campbell 
 
Taken by  at , Glasgow 
on  10, 11 and 17 November and 14 December 2022 in Edinburgh 
 
  

 Witness details  

 

1. My full name is Patrick  Campbell. My date of birth is in 1971. My contact 

details are known to the Inquiry.  

 

2. I am a Detective Chief Superintendent (DCS) within the Specialist Crime 

Division of Police Scotland. I have been a DCS for five years. That role was 

temporarily interrupted when I was made a temporary Assistant Chief 

Constable (ACC) for 13 months during that five year period. I subsequently 

reverted to DCS. Prior to that I was a Detective Superintendent (DSU) and that 

was my role in May of 2015. I was DSU for local policing covering Lothians and 

Scottish Borders with in Scotland. I was in charge of all major and local crime 

within that Divisional Area.  

 

3. By 3 May I had been there for about two and a half years. I went there around 

January 2013. The incident happened on 3 May 2015.  

 

Previous statements 
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bracket. We discussed that in detail. The information we were passing to 

officers was agreed with both Keith Harrower and David Green. Before I spoke 

to officers, I had spoken to Keith on a number of occasions.  

 

218. I explained to the officers that it was a PIRC-led investigation and that Mr 

Bayoh had passed away. I included in this that they required to provide 

operational statements. Keith and I we were in complete agreement that we 

would require operational statements from them.  

 

219. When I addressed the officers there were no concerns relayed to me. That 

may be because they completely understood everything. It was pretty short 

because, I was going into a Gold group meeting. But it could have been due 

to the effects of trauma that they did not ask anything: they may not have fully 

understood. But, I considered that I had made it very clear that there was a 

need for operational statements. 

 

220. My position was that they were key police witnesses. It was clear when I 

addressed them that their status was that of witnesses and we would require 

from them, before going off duty, operational statements. That Stage 3 PIP 

process of personal initial accounts would also encompass their involvement, 

and provide the information that was missing at that time, in the absence of full 

operational statements. The request for an operational statement would be 

required prior to completing the tour of duty that day, similar to their Personal 

Initial Accounts under the PIP Process. 

 

221. Stage 3 of the process rested with the PIM. Obtaining their accounts sat with 

Conrad. That would have filled some of the gaps that were present that day. It 

would be within his remit to complete the four stages of the PIP process.  
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rain heavily. I think he did it with the best of intentions. Normally we would 

photograph it in situ and then  seize it. Ensuring there was documentation and 

labelling was the normal process for forensic submission. There was a risk of 

forensic loss because it was not done that way. I had no control over this 

because I was not there at this point.  

 

390. I do not know when it was that we stood down Hayfield Road. We had that 

scene for a significant period of time, either into the evening of 3 May, or the 

following morning.  

 

 

 

391. 

8:30hrs and her concern for her partner Sheku Bayoh, that she had found him 

to be missing and also from the briefing regarding the lead up to the altercation 

in this incident. 

 

392. Officers were dispatched to Collette and the feedback was that there was a 

disturbance in the kitchen and it appeared that something had occurred there. 

The feedback was coming through Colin Robson.  

 

 

 

393. 

He attended with Mr Saeed to watch a boxing match. We know there had been 

a disagreement with Mr Bayoh and Mr Saeed in that property. It was a relevant 

scene so it was secured. We needed to make a timeline of the movements of 

Sheku Bayoh from the previous evening to Hayfield Road. It was a relevant 
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scene and we would secure that and have an examination by a crime scene 

manager. That is detailed within the forensic strategy document.  

 

394. The legal basis to seize was the consent of the householder. We explained 

why we required to secure it at that time. As our awareness, the relevance of 

it was less than we first thought. We were aware Sheku Bayoh had been there 

and it was subject to a search, but was not as relevant in terms of the 

investigation.  

 

395. All the scenes were secured under common law powers being linked to the 

death of Sheku Bayoh. That time in 2015 that was normal direction from an 

SIO, to secure under common law, speak to the PF about necessity for any 

search warrants. It was under common law and the consent of Martyn Dick.  

 

396. I do not know where Martyn and Kirsty went - I believe it was to a family 

member or a friend. We reassured them that we would return it to them as 

soon as reasonably practicable.   

 

397. I am not aware of DNA swabs from them. That would have been done under 

the direction of DCI Stuart Houston. The forensic strategy would be for Stuart 

to put into practice. I would not be surprised if we took their DNA for elimination 

purposes. I would expect it to be done for the forensic strategy. It would be 

with the consent of the occupiers and we would explain why we would be doing 

that.  

 

398. I am not aware of anything being seized at the address. Herbal matter and 

grinders does not ring any bells for me. If that was the case, it would be 

managed under the direction of Stuart Houston in respect of any investigations 

and proceedings surrounding that. I do not recall anything else. I delegated the 
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no-one on duty in the immediate area who were trained as FLOs. The normal 

course of events would be to deploy them from the division and from the MIT. 

The MIT would take on the investigation and it was always going to be helpful 

to have FLO from the MIT.  

 

411. When I tasked Colin Robson, the problem was that they identified a FLO from 

Dundee or Perth and it would appear that the details of who was deployable 

from the Storm system, our command and control suite, was inaccurate in that 

we believed the individual was on duty at the time but they were not. There 

was a delay in identifying the FLO and they had to come from Dundee.  

 

412. In hindsight, could we do it quicker? - yes  - was there a delay?  yes, there 

was. DCS Lesley Boal and I identified two detectives within the area who were 

involved in the initial stages of the investigation and we asked them to attend 

and speak to the family. I made the direction throughout consultation with 

Lesley Boal that the delay was too significant to delay further, and with the best 

of intentions we deployed two DCs to deliver the death message without delay 

to the family.  

 

413. One of the pillars of the investigation, is the deployment of FLOs. They are an 

integral part of the investigative team. They are trained investigators. It about 

providing information to the family but also taking information from them as 

well.  

 

4 May 2015 

 

414. On 4 May 2015 I was still the IIO/SIO for Police Scotland, and I was still on-

call as well. I briefed the Chief Constable and the Force Executive at around 

09:00 hrs on the progress of the investigation. Thereafter I attended at 

Kirkcaldy police office. Any other significant incidents were still coming to me 
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We agreed a form of words with Billy around what we could inform the key 

police witnesses. It was more about welfare, wellbeing, and to be open and 

transparent with the officers involved in it.  

 

432. That is something that would ordinarily be done. As well as the family being 

visited to inform them of the cause of death, the key police witnesses would be 

informed about the outcome of the post mortem.  

 

433. I have been asked if it is normal in deaths cases to disclose the cause of death 

to witnesses. Not particularly - we would not tell witnesses generally the PM 

results. The decision was made in consultation in PIRC that we would provide 

some words to them. The advice was that it was competent to do so and my 

focus was on welfare and wellbeing - being open and transparent in what we 

could give them.  

 

434. I have been asked if there were any concerns with providing the cause of death 

prior to the officers giving their accounts. There are no issues or concerns with 

this. We would ask PIRC if it was deemed an appropriate thing to do. For 

welfare and wellbeing we were being open and transparent. They were 

witnesses not suspects. They had not  provided a version of events and we 

deemed this to be in support of their welfare and wellbeing. If PIRC had said 

that this was not to occur then we would not have done so.  

 

435. 

conflicted with the interests of the investigation. No, it was a balance, 

particularly with the post incident protocol in place. Was I looking for 

operational statements, and what occurred with use of force, yes I was, it was 

a gap in the investigation. I had to balance that with the wellbeing and welfare 

of the officers. Their status was as key police witnesses.  
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492. The threat level in the UK was sitting at severe, following terrorist attacks 

across Europe and threats to police officers in the UK. Police direction and 

memos towards the tail-end of 2015 in respect of a threats from terrorist 

organisations were available. It was something that myself and the Gold 

commander were aware of and the potential consequence in the community 

across Kirkcaldy and Scotland.  

 

493. It was the perception that could possibly be taken from the incident in Kirkcaldy 

that it could be seen as some perhaps related to a terrorist activity or incident 

-  but we knew it was not. We were conscious of that because of the precursor 

incidents, and we had a significant threat to law enforcement in Europe at that 

time. These were things that were of no relevance, but we wanted the public 

to be aware that it was not a terror related incident.  

 

494. The aspect of any person dying in police custody is always traumatic for the 

family of the deceased person. It is also of concern to the police officers 

involved and indeed to all police officers. Thankfully such incidents are rare. 

The fact that Sheku Bayoh died while in police custody  regardless of his 

colour, nationality, or ethnic origin - was a significant concern to myself and to 

the senior management team in Police Scotland. A great deal of this was dealt 

with through the Gold group in the diversity strategy.  

 

495. From the investigative side of things, in respect of filling in some of the gaps in 

the investigation that existed, by early on 3 May we were keeping an open 

mind but we had significant evidence how Sheku Bayoh had got from where 

he was the previous evening, to Hayfield Road.  

 

496. In respect of learning from the incident, the significant gap for me, was the 

officers concerned not providing statements at the initial stages. There was a 
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