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The Sheku Bayoh Public Inquiry 
 

Witness Statement 
 

Maurice Rhodes 
 

Taken by  on 28 November 2023 
 

 
Witness details  

 

1. My full name is Maurice Rhodes. My date of birth is in 1965. My contact details 

are known to the Inquiry.  

 

Professional background and experience 
 
2. I have been asked what my professional background was prior to working at the 

Police Investigation & Review Commissioner (PIRC). Prior to PIRC, I worked in 

the police.  I was a police officer for 31½ years. A year and a half of that was as 

a cadet and 30 years as a police officer.  I finished in 2013 when I retired, having 

worked with the newly formed Police Scotland for approximately three months.   
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“A. … it’s clear it was insufficient for the job on 3 May, and that’s why from a 

Police Scotland perspective we’d significant resources pulled from all over the 

country, as well as from the Major Investigation Teams, to support the PIRC in 

respect of the investigation.” 

 

I have been asked what my views are in relation to DS Campbell’s comments 

regarding the level of resources available to PIRC on 3 May 2015. Pat’s 

opening comment as we walked into the office that day was, “Ah, it’s a 

Strathclyde Police Reunion,” and that was Pat’s opening comment that day.  

There was nothing that Pat said to us on the day, there was insufficient 

resources.  That was never ever discussed.  Resource-wise, there was, and I 

could stand corrected here, 22.  There’s only so much you can do with 22, and 

so much with who is on-call.  Bearing in mind it’s a Sunday morning after a 

Saturday night.  There would only be so many resources that you could call 

upon to attend as well.   

 

43. He’s correct in terms of numerical numbers but that’s what was available in 2015.  

To a degree that’s been, I’m not saying solved, but improved today because of 

an increase in numbers.  I would still say that the skill set of the investigators that 

attended, with the exception of perhaps Stuart Taylor, I don’t know if he was still 

a trainee at the time, was still probably as good as any single police officer that 

Pat says.  And obviously, there’s 22,000 in Police Scotland at that point.  They 

can pull more resources, that’s common sense.  So yes, there’s truth in what he 

says in terms of numerical numbers. 

 

Briefing at PIRC offices on 3 May 
 
44. I have been shown my PIRC statement in which I explain I received a briefing 

from Keith Harrower at about 11.00 with Investigators Taylor, Sinclair, McGuire, 

Ferguson. (PIRC-00324) I have been asked if I recall anything about this briefing. 
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say to that that, again, Police Scotland can’t make things happen just 

immediately as well. That would have been a conversation between Keith and 

senior officers within Police Scotland as to whether he was content with timings 

or how that was being achieved.  My understanding was it was being 

forensically done, and all their clothing and equipment was being treated as per 

a production and labelled and sealed/bagged appropriately. 

 

62. I have been asked if I would have expected PIRC to play a role in this seizure, or 

to have been present to witness it. Again, a bit of both there.  Had we more scene 

managers there, yes, that would have been something that probably would have 

been overseen. I have since then overseen seizing of productions of clothing and 

equipment, including firearms. So, in an ideal world, yes, you would argue that, if 

you had the resources, you would have overseen that process as well. 

 

63. I have been shown John Ferguson’s PIRC statement which states: 

 

“I was aware that DSI Harrower had instructed PIRC investigators, witnesses 

Gary Sinclair and Maurice Rhodes to manage the scene at Hayfield Road, 

Kirkcaldy, which had been secured and cordoned off by Police Scotland. This 

was to be done in conjunction with the Police Scotland Scene Manager, to 

ensure the preservation and recovery of all available evidence. They were also 

tasked to oversee other matters related to this scene, including the recovery of 

the clothing, footwear and officer safety equipment worn and used by the police 

officers involved in the incident.” (PIRC-00363) 

 

I have been asked if I would agree with this summary from John Ferguson. Yes, 

that would be accurate to a degree, with perhaps the overseeing of the removal 

of the clothing, etc.  I think what John meant was we would have a knowledge 

of the clothing being removed and lodged, but not in terms of us actually being 

present at that being done. You can’t be in two places at one time. 
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agreed at that meeting would have been signed off by ourselves.  Again, I don’t 

recall it being that type of a formal meeting, again I do not fully remember, and 

therefore could be wrong. I don’t know that there was any minutes taken. But 

“chaired”, I wouldn’t agree. I would say there would be an update by DCI 

Houston, which would be the case in any meeting, and the police, having had 

the main state/knowledge of events, would be in the position to give the best 

briefing.  I don’t think that would be unreasonable to expect. 

 

Meeting at 1715 hours 

 

82. I have been shown my PIRC statement which refers to a meeting with DC O’Neill 

at 1715 hours, at which DC O’Neill informed me that he had established a cordon 

at Hayfield Road and made arrangements to have the locus videoed, 

photographed, searched and mapped. (PIRC-00324) Yes, that’s a fair reflection, 

other than the laser mapping was my suggestion.  The participants earlier on 

were not aware of that capability in road policing.  They had arranged for the 360-

degree photographing, which is basically a camera which will shoot 360 degrees, 

which would have been normal at any scene, even a crime scene.  Laser mapping 

was something that was new in road policing and specifically is way beyond 360 

photography. It was actually me that introduced that at the first meeting and asked 

could that be arranged because, if I recall correctly, when the first road policing 

officers arrived on the scene, they hadn’t been told that we were requesting, or 

were actually instructing that laser mapping be done, so they had to go and get 

that equipment.  

 

83. I have been asked when I made this request of DC O’Neill, if it was at our first 

meeting. I don’t recall if it was the first meeting or at the meeting with DCI 

Houston.  I would tend to suggest it would have been at that first meeting, 

because it’s something that I was obviously aware of, that it was a capability that, 

quite frankly, is used in all major crime scenes now, particularly murders, to map 

the whole area of the scene. Again, it was in its infancy, it’s moved on a bit since 
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manager.  That would tend to suggest that Keith may have been standing in for 

Billy on that occasion.  In those days, the way the inquiries would work is they 

would be on a rotational basis, but if you were on-call and you were party to an 

incident, invariably that inquiry would come to your team.  Not always but 

invariably it would come to your team, but there would also be other 

considerations taken into account as well on the operational experience, or the 

experience, full stop, of the DSI in terms of taking on such an inquiry.  Not every 

DSI in PIRC had a police background.   

  

115. I have been asked if I recall what handover I, and other members of PIRC staff 

who were involved in the investigation on 3 May 2015, provided to DSI Little. As 

my line manager, Billy and I spoke all the time.  We were both inspectors in the 

police.  Our paths crossed in the police, in particular when he was a detective 

inspector at Partick, and I was a group inspector at Partick. We were involved in 

major incidents in the police together as well.  So, we would have discussed on 

a daily basis everything that was happening within our remit in PIRC to a degree.  

Again, there was a level of professionalism where areas of responsibility above 

my responsibility would have been dealt with by Billy on that basis, and he 

wouldn’t always include me in any decision-making, which is absolutely right.   

 

116. I have been shown an extract of the evidence of DS Campbell’s evidence to the 

Inquiry (day 49, page 73, line 5): 

 

“A.  I think -- sorry, I think the problem with the PIRC deployment at that stage, 

other than the resources, is that over the course of 24, 36 hours they changed 

the lead investigator.  So Keith had -- 

      

Q.  What issues did that cause?  

 

A.  Just obvious challenges, the fact is you're bringing someone on fresh into 

the investigation when you've been there for 12, 13 hours at that stage, you 
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be a strategy person for doing interview strategies.  I believe that may have been 

Garry Sinclair that completed that document. 

 

130. I have been shown the minutes from PIRC’s morning briefings on 3 June with 

reference to an update that DSI Little provided, which state: 

 

“A generic interview plan has been completed by IO Sinclair. Everyone has to 

do their own individual reading for their specific officers to add to the generic 

plan.” (PIRC-04156) 

 

I have been asked what kind of reading William Little intended for individual 

investigators to undertake. I don’t recall that.  In the lead-up to taking the 

statements, there was discussions.  Obviously, an interview strategy was put 

together.  It would’ve been a general, generic statement to say, “Read up on 

documents surrounding this particular new witness,” as it were, bearing in mind 

the witnesses had not given a statement before. From my perspective, I was 

relying mainly on the interview strategy, and bear in mind they were classed as 

witnesses.  We were taking a witness statement. 

 

131. The minutes from PIRC’s morning briefing on 3 June identify that there would be 

a “further meeting this afternoon to discuss tomorrow’s interviews”. (PIRC-04156) 

I have been asked if a further meeting took place. There might have been, but I 

don’t recall. 

 

132. I have been asked what the importance is of PIRC being in receipt of operational 

statements of police officers involved in the death of a person in police custody. 

Well, the importance is evident: it’s their recollection of the events, it’s their side 

of the events and, frankly, it’s critical to the whole inquiry, bearing in mind it’s 

roughly about a month later, prior to getting the agreement for the officers to give 

their statement.  Until then, there’s certain aspects of the inquiry - I’m not saying 

they’re held back, but until you know what a particular officer is saying about 
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July 2015 
 

141. I have been shown my PIRC statement which details that on 6 July I was tasked 

with assisting with the aspect of the investigation into the four officers who were 

observed on CCTV talking about the incident on 3 May. (PIRC-03194) I took 

statements from Alan Seath and Christopher Harris ( , PIRC-00342). 

I have been asked if, as part of this investigation, I reviewed the CCTV myself. I 

recall going back and attending Kirkcaldy Police.  It seemed as if I was there every 

single week.  I recall going back and working on CCTV from within the office, from 

within the cell block, trying to retrieve CCTV from the secure yard and from the 

backyard.  We were trying to trawl and take every bit of CCTV from Kirkcaldy 

Police Office. I don’t recall if I was specifically tasked with reviewing it, but 

possibly I was. I potentially took a statement from somebody in the cell block. It 

would be in my statement if I did. A lot of the inquiries I was involved in in PIRC 

– and I was involved in all the major inquiries – kind of bleed into one another 

from a memory perspective.  I do remember trying to identify officers in pictures, 

but, again, I would need to stress to you I don’t recall whether this is the cell block 

because I know there was other occasions where I had photographs of the scene 

identifying the officers involved in the actual incident.  So, I could only say it rings 

a bell. In terms of the officers in the cell block, that would have been a logical 

thing to do, to show photographs and say, “Can you identify these officers?”  The 

purpose for that would be twofold: one, to get a statement from those officers, 

and if it was directly concerning comments made, to then ask whoever made the 

statement to comment on a statement in a witness statement. 

 

26 August 2015 
 
142. On this day I and Investigator Pattenden took a statement from a witness Kevin 

Nelson. This was in addition to the statement Kevin Nelson had given on 5 May 

2015. (PIRC-00020) I have been asked if I recall taking this statement. No, I don’t.  

Obviously Kareen led on that.  The flyer mentioned rings a bell, and I know that 

PIRC-00269
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was part of actions given out to investigators.  I don’t remember the context of 

that, I’m afraid. 

 

143. I have been asked about Kevin Nelson seemingly not being asked about the 

alleged stamp by Sheku Bayoh on PC Short, which he may have been a witness 

to. This alleged stamp had been referenced by PCs Walker and  in their 

statements which given by this point. I have been asked if, when taking a 

statement, I would be given a specific instruction of what points to cover with a 

witness.  Absolutely yes.  It’s a distinct possibility where the statement was to 

clarify the position regarding the flyer Mr Nelson received.  That could very much 

be the case.  Again, you would need to look at the Clue entry for that – what was 

the specific instruction.  I get the point, where you could put other things to that 

witness, but there’s nothing to stop you taking another statement from a witness.  

The point I’m making is that if that had been missed and then identified, it would 

be easy to say there’s a Clue entry to say, “The task is re-interview Kevin and 

clarify X, Y or Z.” 

 
144. I believe in this case there was an office manager set up.  Now, what would be 

the normal way of dealing with it: you would get a statement in, that would be 

read by a statement reader who would pick out critical points, and then we’d task 

actions from that.  So, I think there was an office manager instigated for this.  That 

would be something you would need to ask that person. 

 
145. I have been asked who that office manager was. I don’t want to say something 

here that I’m not getting right because a lot of inquiries bleed into one another, 

and they’re all serious incidents.  There was officer managers for several 

incidents.  I think there was an office manager for this, and if it was, I think it was 

DCI Ian MacIntyre. Ian was an office manager when he was available. If you had 

performed a role in the police, it was something that PIRC would use, rightly so, 

during their inquiry. 

 

Tom nson
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to make comment on behalf of the senior management of PIRC, or Police Scotland for 

that matter, when it’s really not my responsibility. 
 

173. I have been asked if, knowing what I know now, is there anything I would do 

differently within this investigation. No.  My main task would be to take a 

statement, seize a production, analyse evidence, act under instruction.  That’s 

not, “I was only following orders.”  Specifically, as an investigator, the system is 

designed; that’s your task, to go and do something, and you go and do it.  I’m not 

just speaking about this inquiry; if I had any specifics about either I wasn’t or I 

was concerned about what I was being asked to do, or I felt I should be doing 

this, that or the other, I would raise that at the time of the action, and I would get 

a response. I would receive an instruction, “That’s what we want you to do” or 

sometimes, specifically with road policing, I would say, “Listen, have you 

considered this?  Because this is the way it works” and they would go, “Oh, right.  

Didn’t realise that.  Okay, you do what you think.”  Other than that, I would follow 

instruction and complete the task.  If I had concerns, I would raise them pre 

completing the task or even going to do the task, and I would expect to be 

instructed on that. 
 

174. I have been asked if there is anything else, that is relevant to the Inquiry’s Terms 

of Reference that I would like to include in my Inquiry statement. No. 
 

175. I believe the facts stated in this witness statement are true. I understand that this 

statement may form part of the evidence before the Inquiry and be published on 

the Inquiry’s website. 

 

 

 

 




