PACE and Other powers

01.04.11 - 30.06.11

APPENDIX 1

i i 0-NoT 1- WHITE - 2- WHITE - PANESE 6-MIDDLE | 7VEHICLES/ | Total this
e | ot | FEcoRRD! | vomm | soum | seawoc | s ol LRt | NS | oppe
EAST ASIAN
Stops 18 3,428 626 1,365 429 75 68 0 6,009
Arrests 6 384 68 217 36 6 11 0 728
FEMALE
Cannabis Warnings 2 188 31 63 29 5 6 0 324
Positive Outcome Rate 44.4% 16.7% 15.8% 20.5% 15.2% 14.7% 25.0% N/A 17.5%
Stops 228 40,768 7,656 39,845 18,452 676 2,995 0 110,620
VALE Arrests 23 3,717 691 3,719 1,284 83 295 0 9,812
Cannabis Warnings 6 2,248 465 1,490 865 39 152 0 5,265
Positive Outcome Rate 12.7% 14.6% 15.1% 13.1% 11.6% 18.0% 14.9% N/A 13.6%
Stops 0 39 14 38 15 1 2 0 109
UNKNOWN Arrests 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 3
Cannabis Warnings 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 3
Positive Outcome Rate N/A 7.7% 21.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% N/A 5.5%
Stops 3 13 2 9 12 0 0 764 803
VEHICLES VESSELS Arrests 0 1 0 2 1 0 0 28 32
Cannahis Warnings 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 12
Positive Outcome Rate 0.0% 7.7% 0.0% 22.2% 8.3% N/A N/A 5.2% 5.5%
Total Stops 249 44,248 8,298 41,257 18,908 752 3,065 764 117,541
Totals Total Arrests 29 4,103 761 3,938 1,321 89 306 28 10,575
Total Cannabis Warnings 8 2438 497 1553 894 44 158 12 5604
Positive Outcome Rate 14.9% 14.8% 15.2% 13.3% 11.7% 17.7% 15.1% 5.2% 13.8%
5 - CHINESE,
Gender OEfIihcrirc ;’erceiveq (ic) RE(()Z(-)’:{g;D | ! N‘g’:'TTHE’ Z}S‘gﬂ'TTHE ’ 2 BLACK 4. psy |VAPANESE,AND| 6-MIDDLE | 7VEHICLES) Total this
y of Subject UNKNOWN EUROPEAN EUROPEAN OTHER SOUTH EASTERN VESSELS slop [ype
EAST ASIAN
Stops 0.3% 57.0% 10.4% 22.7% 7.1% 1.2% 1.1% 0.0% 100.0%
FEMALE Arrests 0.8% 52.7% 9.3% 29.8% 4.9% 0.8% 1.5% 0.0% 100.0%
Cannabis Warnings 0.6% 58.0% 9.6% 19.4% 9.0% 1.5% 1.9% 0.0% 100.0%
Stops 0.2% 36.9% 6.9% 36.0% 16.7% 0.6% 2.7% 0.0% 100.0%
MALE Arrests 0.2% 37.9% 7.0% 37.9% 13.1% 0.8% 3.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Cannabis Warnings 0.1% 42.7% 8.8% 28.3% 16.4% 0.7% 2.9% 0.0% 100.0%
Stops 0.0% 35.8% 12.8% 34.9% 13.8% 0.9% 1.8% 0.0% 100.0%
UNKNOWN Arrests 0.0% 33.3% 66.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Cannabis Warnings 0.0% 66.7% 33.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Stops 0.4% 1.6% 0.2% 1.1% 1.5% 0.0% 0.0% 95.1% 100.0%
VEHICLES/ VESSELS Arrests 0.0% 3.1% 0.0% 6.3% 3.1% 0.0% 0.0% 87.5% 100.0%
Cannabis Warnings 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Total Stops 0.2% 37.6% 7.1% 35.1% 16.1% 0.6% 2.6% 0.6% 100.0%
Totals Total Arrests 0.3% 38.8% 1.2% 37.2% 12.5% 0.8% 2.9% 0.3% 100.0%
Total Cannabis Warnings 0.1% 43.5% 8.9% 21.1% 16.0% 0.8% 2.8% 0.2% 100.0%




Section 60 Criminal Justice and Public Order Act 1994

01.04.11 - 30.06.11

] . 0-NOT 1-WHITE - 2-WHITE - 5 - CHINESE, ;
Gender Olifilhc:ircﬁyerocfeg/uetfje(lc(t:) RECORDED/ |  NORTH SOUTH 3-BLACK | 4-AsiaN JQTP:E'RE SS%STNHD GE'A’!;DE?QLNE 7\\//55-”;;553/ TIO tl Ith °
UNKNOWN | EUROPEAN | EUROPEAN EAST ASIAN stop type
Stops 0 78 12 76 10 2 0 0 178
FEVALE Arrests 0 3 0 1 0 1 0 0 5
Cannabis Warnings 0 19 7 46 12 0 1 0 85
Positive Outcome Rate N/A 28.2% 58.3% 61.8% 120.0% 50.0% N/A N/A 50.6%
Stops 28 1,655 616 4,152 2,316 37 239 0 9,043
VALE Arrests 0 51 23 115 28 3 4 0 224
Cannabis Warnings 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Positive Outcome Rate 0.0% 3.1% 3.7% 2.8% 1.2% 8.1% 1.7% N/A 2.5%
Stops 0 3 1 3 0 0 0 0 7
UNKNOWN Arrests 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Cannabis Warnings 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Positive Outcome Rate N/A 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Stops 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 12
VEHICLES/ VESSELS Arests 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 L L
Cannabis Warnings 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Positive Outcome Rate N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 8.3% 8.3%
Total Stops 28 1,736 629 4,231 2,326 39 239 12 9,240
Totals Total Arrests 0 54 23 116 28 4 4 1 230
Total Cannabis Warnings 0 20 7 46 12 0 1 0 86
Positive Outcome Rate 0.0% 4.3% 4.8% 3.8% 1.7% 10.3% 2.1% 8.3% 3.4%
5 - CHINESE,
Gender Officer Perceived (C) REgégggD | ! 'N\g:'TTHE' Z'SVSS'TTHE ’ 3 BLACK 4-asiy | YAPANESE AND| 6-MIDDLE | 7VEHICLES/ | Total this
Ethnicity of Subject UNKNOWN EUROPEAN EUROPEAN OTHER SOUTH EASTERN VESSELS S[op type
EAST ASIAN
Stops 0.0% 43.8% 6.7% 42.1% 5.6% 1.1% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
FEMALE Arrests 0.0% 60.0% 0.0% 20.0% 0.0% 20.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Cannabis Warnings 0.0% 22.4% 8.2% 54.1% 14.1% 0.0% 1.2% 0.0% 100.0%
Stops 0.3% 18.3% 6.8% 45.9% 25.6% 0.4% 2.6% 0.0% 100.0%
MALE Arrests 0.0% 22.8% 10.3% 51.3% 12.5% 1.3% 1.8% 0.0% 100.0%
Cannabis Warnings N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Stops 0.0% 42.9% 14.3% 42.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
UNKNOWN Arrests N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Cannabis Warnings N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Stops 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
VEHICLES/ VESSELS Arrests 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Cannabis Warnings N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Total Stops 0.3% 18.8% 6.8% 45.8% 25.2% 0.4% 2.6% 0.1% 100.0%
Totals Total Arrests 0.0% 23.5% 10.0% 50.4% 12.2% 1.7% L.7% 0.4% 100.0%
Total Cannabis Warnings 0.0% 23.3% 8.1% 53.5% 14.0% 0.0% 1.2% 0.0% 100.0%




Section 43 Terrorism Act

01.04.11 - 30.06.11

5- CHINESE
Officer Perceived (IC 0-NOT Lo WHITE- | 2 WHITE- JAPANESE, AND|  6-MIDDLE | 7VEHICLES/ | Total this
Gender Eihnicty of Su bje(ct) RUEI\(J:}SI\TC?VE/?I I EUNROOF:DT:AN EUSROOUFT:AN 3-BLACK 4- ASIAN Og:? AS;%H EASTERN VESSELS stop type
Stops 0 6 2 1 3 0 0 0 12
FEMALE Arrests 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Cannabis Warnings 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Positive Outcome Rate N/A 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Stops 1 66 29 16 118 10 32 0 272
VALE Arrests 0 1 0 0 4 0 1 0 6
Cannabis Warnings 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Positive Outcome Rate 0.0% 1.5% 0.0% 0.0% 3.4% 0.0% 3.1% N/A 2.2%
Stops 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
UNKNOWN Arrests 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Cannabis Warnings 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Positive Outcome Rate N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Stops 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4
VEHICLES/ VESSELS Arrests 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Cannabis Warnings 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Positive Outcome Rate N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0% 0.0%
Total Stops 1 72 31 17 121 10 32 4 288
Totals Total Arrests 0 1 0 0 4 0 1 0 6
Total Cannabis Warnings 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Positive Outcome Rate 0.0% 1.4% 0.0% 0.0% 3.3% 0.0% 3.1% 0.0% 2.1%
) ) 0-NOT 1- WHITE - 2-WHITE - 5 CHINESE, ;
Gender Ogmrci;r;fe'svuege('c? RECORDED/ |  NORTH SOUTH 3-BLACK | 4-ASIAN JQ::S:Z%SPHD GE;\“Q'TDEDRL; 7\\//52'5CELLESS/ I:’;allthls
UNKNOWN | EUROPEAN | EUROPEAN plype
EAST ASIAN
Stops 0.0% 50.0% 16.7% 8.3% 25.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
FEMALE Arrests NJ/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Cannabis Warnings N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A NIA N/A N/A N/A
Stops 0.4% 24.3% 10.7% 5.9% 43.4% 3.7% 11.8% 0.0% 100.0%
MALE Arrests 0.0% 16.7% 0.0% 0.0% 66.7% 0.0% 16.7% 0.0% 100.0%
Cannabis Warnings N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Stops N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
UNKNOWN Arrests N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Cannabis Warnings N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Stops 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
VEHICLES/ VESSELS Arrests N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Cannabis Warnings N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Total Stops 0.3% 25.0% 10.8% 5.9% 42.0% 3.5% 11.1% 1.4% 100.0%
Totals Total Arrests 0.0% 16.7% 0.0% 0.0% 66.7% 0.0% 16.7% 0.0% 100.0%
Total Cannabis Warnings N/A N/A N/A NIA N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A




Stop and Account

01.04.11 - 30.06.11

Self Defined Ethniciy a=White b = Black ¢ = Asian d = Other e=NR Total this
(SDE) of Subject stop type
Total Stops 88,325 29,087 26,208 5,387 1,137 156,744
Self Defined Ethnicity a=White b = Black ¢ = Asian d = Other e=NR Total this
(SDE) of Subject stop type
Total Stops 56.3% 18.6% 16.7% 3.4% 4.9% 100.0%




APPENDIX 2

MPS Section 60, PACE Section 1 offensive weapons and pointed/bladed article

Searches by BOCU, Financial Year 2010/11

BOCU

Barking & Dagenham ‘KG’
Barnet ‘SX’

Bexley ‘RY’

Brent ‘QK’

Bromley ‘PY’

Camden ‘EK’

Croydon ‘ZD’

Ealing ‘XB’

Enfield ‘YE’

Greenwich ‘RG’

Hackney ‘GD’
Hammersmith & Fulham ‘FH’
Haringey ‘YR’

Harrow ‘QA’

Havering ‘KD’

Heathrow ‘SO18’
Hillingdon ‘XH’
Hounslow ‘TX’
Islington ‘NI’

Kensington & Chelsea ‘BS’

Kingston ‘VK’
Lambeth ‘LX’
Lewisham ‘PL’
Merton ‘VW’
Newham ‘KF’
Redbridge ‘JI
Richmond ‘TW’
Southwark ‘MD’
Sutton ‘ZT’

Tower Hamlets ‘HT’
Waltham Forest ‘JC’
Wandsworth ‘WW’
Westminster ‘CoW’

2nd 3rd 4th 1st
Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter
352 357 318 502
308 425 312 212
99 131 192 179
1,967 1,160 1,723 1,067
357 306 443 398
531 553 687 1,410
1,119 799 928 901
759 919 522 669
1,161 1,667 1,006 1,640
802 701 1,142 520
3,158 2,296 3,245 2,274
385 292 402 329
1,055 798 811 1,103
151 125 209 356
197 142 274 229
142 149 123 95
576 463 481 276
376 316 438 199
413 456 471 381
1,054 417 318 196
120 168 109 126
1,583 1,254 1,624 1,318
1,304 715 1,365 665
437 524 347 461
5,397 5,871 3,804 2,315
402 338 307 252
103 227 77 110
1,992 2,409 3,426 1,540
593 193 184 146
516 596 2,535 1,770
2,465 2,128 1,235 1,408
717 977 911 601
2,360 1,545 1,977 2,104




APPENDIX 3

MPS Stop and Search Community Engagement Activities by BOCU,
Financial Year 2010/11

2nd 3rd 4th 1st

glolgs Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter
Barking & Dagenham ‘KG’ 4 11 45 12
Barnet ‘SX’ 64 13 24 NA
Bexley ‘RY’ 36 68 89 43
Brent ‘QK’ 204 130 250 NA
Bromley ‘PY’ 175 131 139 NA
Camden ‘EK’ 41 54 53 NA
Croydon ‘ZD’ 347 74 37 10
Ealing ‘XB’ 74 31 63 48
Enfield ‘YE’ 181 207 178 162
Greenwich ‘RG’ 49 50 NA NA
Hackney ‘GD’ 10 10 32 122
Hammersmith & Fulham ‘FH’ 16 39 25 NA
Haringey ‘YR’ 43 45 6 NA
Harrow ‘QA’ 58 32 40 76
Havering ‘KD’ NA 23 47 NA
Heathrow ‘SO18’ NA 33 39 NA
Hillingdon ‘XH’ 37 83 124 78
Hounslow ‘TX’ 10 25 35 35
Islington ‘NI’ 19 33 11 NA
Kensington & Chelsea ‘BS’ 14 15 12 3
Kingston ‘VK’ 49 167 32 15
Lambeth ‘LX’ NA NA NA NA
Lewisham ‘PL’ 671 541 426 422
Merton ‘VW’ 61 39 19 69
NELEN 49 104 66 6
Redbridge ‘JI’ 5 6 4 3
Richmond ‘TW’ 107 38 42 NA
Southwark ‘MD’ 336 280 236 213
Sutton ‘ZT’ 8 20 77 NA
Tower Hamlets ‘HT’ 140 138 138 224
Waltham Forest ‘JC’ 71 43 142 161
Wandsworth ‘WW’ 36 22 36 12
Westminster ‘CoW’ 21 NA 53 51
Other MPS OCU’s (TSG, Royal 115 82 29 78
Parks, etc)

NA = Not Available



APPENDIX 4

Number of Complaints / Allegations Finalised arising from Stop and Search
July 2010 to June 2011

Allegation Result

Borough of Incident [Nt Recorded |Local Resolution |Dispensation|Discontinuance{Withdrawn [Substantiated/Upheld |Unsubstantiated/Not Upheld {Total
Barking & Dagenham 3 3
Barnet 1 1 1 16 19
Bexley 6 3 9
Brent 1 10 4 2 16 3
Bromley 1 4 2 12 19
Camden 8 1 1 3 9 2
Croydon 7 1 2 1 2 19 2
Ealing 15 1 10 26
Enfield 12 1 13 26
Greenwich 5 1 1 8 15
Hackney 2 il 16 29
Hammersmith & Fulham 5 1 1 1 10 18
Haringey 1 1 10 12
Harrow 4 1 1 1 7
Havering 3 1 10 14
Heathrow Airport 3 10 13
Hilingdon 3 4 2 5 14
Hounslow 4 4 1 17
ISlington 11 5 1 1 36
Kensington & Chelsea 1 6 1 1 2 16 27
Kingston Upon Thames 2 5 7
Lambeth 1 6 4 1 8 54 74
Lewisham 10 5 1 2 19 37
Merton 1 1 1 10 23
Newham 13 1 2 1 18 3%
QOutside MPS 1 2
Redbridge 1 1 8
Richmond Upon Thames 1 1 4
Southwark 1 12 2 5 37 57
Sutton 1 2 7 10
Tower Hamlets 3 2 2
Unknown Location 1 4 10
Waltham Forest 4 1 4 17 28
Wandsworth 1 4 1 15 21
Westminster 4 17 9 4 2 B 74
Grand Total 2 198 48 8 43 yal 469 808




Key:

Definitions of Complaint / Allegation Results

'‘Not recorded' refers to instances where a force or police authority determines that an
allegation should not be recorded. Instances where this may occur include:
If the allegation is part of another complaint which they have already recorded.
The complaint has been withdrawn by the person who made it.
The allegation is about direction and control.
The allegation has been made by someone serving with the police.
The complaint is not covered by the Police Reform Act 2002.

Any person, whose complaint is not recorded by a force or police authority, has the right
of appeal to the Independent Police Complaints Commission (IPCC).

'‘Dispensation’ refers to instances where a force or police authority considers that no
action should be taken about a complaint. There are established grounds upon which a
dispensation to investigate may be granted. These include:

Where more than 12 months have elapsed between the incident giving rise to the

complaint and the making of the complaint, where there is no good reason for the

delay or injustice would be caused.

The matter is already the subject of a complaint.

The complaint is anonymous.

The complaint is vexatious, oppressive or otherwise an abuse of the procedures

for dealing with complaints.

The complaint is repetitious.

It is not reasonably practicable to complete the investigation of the complaint.

A force or police authority must obtain IPCC agreement for a dispensation.

‘Discontinuance’ refers to instances where a force considers that it is no longer practical
to continue with an investigation and is unable to conclude the investigation. There are
established grounds upon which discontinuance may be granted. A force or police
authority must obtain IPCC agreement for discontinuance.

'Withdrawn' refers to instances where the complainant or person acting on their behalf
retracts the complaint.

'‘Local Resolution’ refers to instances where the complainants has agreed for the
allegation to resolved with the condition that certain steps/actions are followed, such as
the officer apologising/receiving training. This can be done by the borough where the
incident occurred/reported or by DPS.

'Substantiated' refers to instances where, following investigation, the investigating officer
determines that there is a case to answer in relation to an allegation made concerning
an officer's conduct.*



'‘Unsubstantiated' refers to instances where, following investigation, the investigating
officer determines that there not a case to answer in relation to an allegation made
concerning an officer's conduct.*

* Any complaints recorded on or after 1st April 2010 that are subject to investigation are
recorded under the classification of ‘Upheld’ or ‘Not Upheld’ at the conclusion of the
investigation.

‘Upheld’ A complaint should be upheld where the investigation findings show that the
service provided by or through the conduct of those serving with the police did not reach
the standard a reasonable person could expect. The fact that a complaint has been
upheld does not always mean that misconduct has occurred. The decision to uphold a
complaint is always a judgement on the service provided to the complainant by the force
as a whole and should not be seen as a judgement against the person subject of the
complaint.

‘Not Upheld” A complaint will not be upheld where the facts are clearly established and it
is determined that the complainant’s allegation did not occur.





