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ANNEX 1 
 
 
Document 1: an email chain, dated between 9 May – 11 May 2023, originating 
from SG to a number of stakeholders and which includes replies from 
colleague from Crown Office and Procurator Fiscal Service to one of the 
stakeholders within a chain on which Police Scotland was included as one of 
the recipients. 
 
 
REPLY 7 – OUT OF SCOPE 
 
REPLY 6 – IN SCOPE: 
From: [REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] <[REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] @copfs.gov.uk>  
Sent: 11 May 2023 14:35 
To: [REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] <[REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] @glasgow.gov.uk>; 
[REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] @gov.scot; [REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] @gov.scot; 
[REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] @gov.scot; [REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)]  <[REDACTED - 
s.38(1)(b)] @ggc.scot.nhs.uk>; [REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)]  <[REDACTED - 
s.38(1)(b)] @glasgow.gov.uk>; [REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)]  <[REDACTED - 
s.38(1)(b)] @ggc.scot.nhs.uk>; [REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] @ggc.scot.nhs.uk; 
[REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] @scotland.pnn.police.uk; [REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] 
<[REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] @ggc.scot.nhs.uk>; [REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] 
<[REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] @copfs.gov.uk>; [REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] 
<[REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] @copfs.gov.uk> 
Subject: RE: SDCF Meeting - 3 May 2023 (OFFICIAL) 
 
[REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] 
 
I can’t suggest when you should get legal advice.  
 
It is perhaps worth clarifying again that the request for an SPP related to possession 
offences committed by user of the facility. My understanding is that the SPP is 
considered necessary to provide the users with confidence/ reassurance that they 
could attend without being prosecuted.  
 
My understanding is that the request for the SPP didn’t go further than that in terms 
of providing reassurance to the providers. I just want to check that is your 
understanding too? 
 
Thanks 
 
[REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] 
 
[REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)]  
[REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)]  
[REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)]  
Crown Office and Procurator Fiscal Service 
0300 020 0766 
 



2 
 

REPLY 5 – OUT OF SCOPE 
 
REPLY 4 – IN SCOPE: 
From:  <[REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] @copfs.gov.uk>  
Sent: 09 May 2023 20:02 
To: [REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] @gov.scot; [REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] @gov.scot; 
[REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)]; [REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] <[REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] 
@glasgow.gov.uk>; [REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)]  <[REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] 
@ggc.scot.nhs.uk>; [REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)]  <[REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] 
@glasgow.gov.uk>; [REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] <[REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] 
@ggc.scot.nhs.uk>; [REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] @ggc.scot.nhs.uk; [REDACTED - 
s.38(1)(b)] @scotland.pnn.police.uk; [REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)]  <[REDACTED - 
s.38(1)(b)] @ggc.scot.nhs.uk>; [REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] <[REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] 
@copfs.gov.uk>; [REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] <[REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] 
@copfs.gov.uk> 
Subject: RE: SDCF Meeting - 3 May 2023 
 
Thanks [REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] 
 
I understood that too. It’s all hypothetical of course. 
 
I’ve made a couple of comments on the attached for clarification. 
 
Thanks 
 
[REDACTED - s.38(1)(b)] 
 
-------------------------------- 
REPLY 3 – OUT OF SCOPE 
 
REPLY 2 -OUT OF SCOPE 
 
REPLY 1 – OUT OF SCOPE 
 
INITIAL EMAIL – OUT OF SCOPE 
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Document 1A: Attachment – Partial Release 
 
Document 1A is an attachment referred to in the released Document 1, and 
containing the notes of meeting on 3 May 2023. 
 
SDCF MEETING 3RD MAY 2023 – 9-10AM 
 
COPFS Update 

• [REDACTED 30(c)] 

• [REDACTED 30(c)]  

• [REDACTED 30(c)]  

• Glasgow colleagues haven’t really planed for going ahead 
without the SPP, however, will now take this into 
consideration. If this was the case then comms would 
definitely need to change so worth considering as part of 
planning work.  

 
Police Scotland Update 

• Their policy paper remains in place and signed off by 
Chief Constable (CC).  

• [REDACTED 30(c)]   

• [REDACTED 30(c)]   

• A paper combining drug checking and safer drug 
consumptions facilities is due to be with the CC shortly 
with the hope it will be signed off in the next couple of 
weeks. 

 
Sequencing of next steps for partners 
Hypothetically, if the LA was to say that she was prepared to 
issue a statement of prosecution policy the following actions 
would be taken by partners - 
 
COPFS 

• [REDACTED 30(c)]   

• [REDACTED 30(c)]   

• [REDACTED 30(c)]  

• [REDACTED 30(c)] 
 

•  
Glasgow 

• Glasgow would begin preparation of papers for the next 
IJB meeting. 

• At the same time they would seek final legal advice.  

• Confirmation of funding from SG would also be required – 
it wouldn’t be possible to go to IJB without this. HSCP 
would at this point write to SG asking for confirmation of 
funding. 

• Recruitment and public engagement would begin 

• [REDACTED 30(c)] 
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Police Scotland 

• PS wouldn’t have any direct action at this stage.  

• However, for them the comms will be key so pro-active 
planning in advance of this announcement will be vital, 
and for comms to remain a priority as partners work 
through their stages of work.  

 
Scottish Government 

• SG officials will liaise between partners to ensure 
information is shared as quickly as possible when 
required.  

• Officials will provide a response to the request from 
Glasgow HSCP around funding.  

• Officials will work with partners to finalise the Q&A 
document and work on comms.  

• Officials will also work with COPFS around any briefing of 
Ministers or MSPs.  

•  
Comms Group 

• [REDACTED 38(1)(b)] has initiated a comms group and 
has sought members from each partner organisation.  

• Further nominees were discussed and a communication 
strategy. 

• The first meeting of this group will take place shortly 
 
Actions 

• SG to confirm a further date of this group to meet near the 
end of May. 

• All partners to send further nominees for the comms 
group to [REDACTED 38(1)(b)].  

 
 
 
 


