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The above graph shows the total number of OBTJs achieved by the MPS 
(and Criminal Justice partners) over the twelve months September 05 to 
August 06.  There is likely to be a small increase in the figures for July and 
August as PNDs make their way through the system.  The individual 
performance for each outcome is shown on the next page.  The 'dip' in April 
appears to happen each year and may be explained by all agencies 
maximising their outcomes at the end of the previous performance year.  The 
overall trend is for sustained improvement and current targets are being 
exceeded. 
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Appendix 1b 
 
The trend lines on these 
charts show the growth 
in OBTJs achieved by 
the MPS over the 
previous year.  The 
conviction chart 
indicates level 
performance, but this 
does not account for the 
increase in other areas 
reducing convictions 
e.g. an offence that 
would have been a 
conviction is now dealt 
with by PND. The PND 
data does not show the 
last two months 
performance, as there is 
a delay in receiving 
accurate data. This 
would be overcome 
should we move to the 
electronic issue of 
PNDs. Preliminary 
analysis indicates a 
similar rise in 
performance. The TIC 
data will always be 
more erratic than the 
other indicators, 
because it relies on 
individual offenders 
admitting offending. 
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This graph shows the increase in OBTJs by category comparing the first six 
months of 2005 and the same period in 2006 
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