
BROOK HOUSE INQUIRY 

First Witness Statement of Julie Galvin 

I provide this statement in response to a request under Rule 9 of the Inquiry Rules 2006 

dated 17 November 2021. 

I, Julie Galvin, date of birth DPA a Senior Officer assigned to investigations 

within Home Office Security, of Harmondsworth IRC, West Drayton, UB7 OBH will 

say as follows: 

Introduction 

In so far as the contents of this statement are within my own personal knowledge, 

they are true, otherwise they are true to the best of my knowledge, information and 

belief. 

2. The answers provided below are to the best of my knowledge and recollection, with 

reference to the documents noted in the Rule 9 request. Should the Inquiry wish me 

to consult any other documents, I would of course be able to do so if given sufficient 

time. 

Background 

3. I am a Senior Investigating Officer for the Professional Standards Unit (PSU) within 

the Home Office. 

4. My role is to oversee the investigations conducted by my team of four investigators, 

and to ensure that they are progressed in a timely manner in accordance with the 
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Investigation into complaint by D1527 

18. On 17 November 2017 the PSU were commissioned to investigate the complaint 

from D1527 and I was assigned as the Investigating Officer, ultimately producing 

the Report [CJS0011071. The Inquiry has asked a number of questions about this 

investigation. 

19. There was no pressure on me from anyone to reach any particular conclusions. 

However, there were practical matters that affected my investigation. The officers 

I wished to speak to were no longer employed by the contractor and therefore they 

were not obliged to participate in my investigation, and all bar one chose not to do 

so and therefore I did not have the opportunity to ask them my questions. 1 was also 

aware that the police were investigating the matter and therefore I had to be mindful 

that I did not jeopardise their criminal investigation. 

20. I am asked whether the outcome of the allegations in the PSU report would have 

been different if the Panorama documentary did not evidence the activities in Brook 

House IRC, and I had only had witness evidence and reports to review. It is very 

difficult to speculate about this, but the footage provided objective evidence that I 

would not have otherwise seen. No complaints had been submitted about the use of 

force on 25 April 2017, which was shown on Panorama and therefore I would not 

have known about what had happened and the serious abuse of position that 

occurred. Had such a complaint been made, instigating my involvement, it would 

certainly have been possible to investigate such a complaint without the Panorama 

footage, and I would have done so, using the available evidence and interviewing 

those involved and any witnesses and reaching my conclusions on the balance of 

probabilities. The lack of footage does not mean I cannot investigate, though of 

course it may be harder to reach conclusions on the balance of probabilities, 

depending on the other sources of evidence available. (In fact, some of my 

investigation into D1527 examined issues raised that were not shown on Panorama.) 

21. It is difficult to say categorically whether and to what extent I would have been able 

to investigate the use of force (shown on Panorama) on 25 April 2017, had the 
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