NORTHUMBRIA POLICE AUTHORITY

Community Engagement Committee                  


6 March 2006                   __________________________________________________________________________

Independent Custody Visits - Bedlington Police Station

Joint Report of the Chief Constable and Clerk

__________________________________________________________________________    

1.
PURPOSE OF THE REPORT

The purpose of this report is to provide members with information in respect of declined custody visits at Bedlington Police Station. 

2.
BACKGROUND


At the Community Engagement Committee held on 16 January 2006, members discussed the summary of custody visits for the period 15 October to 16 December 2005.  Concern was expressed at the information given for Bedlington Police Station, where a high percentage of detainees, were shown as having refused visits from Independent Custody Visitors (ICVs).  Members requested a further report (minute 33 (ii) 2005/06 refers).

Members have previously expressed concern at the number of detainees at Bedlington Police Station who were not seen by ICVs, due to being classed as either ‘violent’ or ‘being processed’ (minute 22(ii) – 2004/05 refers).

Members were also advised that Bedlington Custody Staff have been given extra guidance regarding their role within the Independent Custody Visiting Programme and that training has been delivered to the ICV Co-ordinator’s Panel to ensure visitors are confident of both their powers and the authorities police require to refuse them access (minute 14 – 2005/06 refers).

3.
CURRENT POSITION
Following members’ recent concerns, further investigation has been conducted into the percentage of declined visits at the main stations for the period 22 February 2005 to 6 February 2006.  The results are as follows:

Station


No. of Detainees
Detainee refusals

% refused
Bedlington


109


46


42.20

North Shields


213


61


28.64

Pilgrim Street


136


58


42.65

Etal Lane


155


55


35.48

Gateshead 


121


45


37.19

South Shields


99


20


20.20

Gilbridge


200


66


33.00

Washington


73


18


24.66

4.
FUTURE PROPOSALS
It is now proposed that, where a detained person refuses to see a custody visitor, the custody staff will ask the person to provide a reason, and record this on the CV3 form.  In addition, for a three month trial period, the custody visitor, accompanied by one of the custody staff, will ask the detainee if they want to be visited.  

It is also proposed to incorporate an additional Criminal Justice Department performance indicator, to enable internal monitoring of the number of detained persons seen by custody visitors.

5.
EQUAL OPPORTUNITIES IMPLICATIONS

There are no equal opportunities implications arising directly from the contents of this report.

6.
HUMAN RIGHTS IMPLICATIONS

The functions of the Independent Custody Visiting Scheme do have human rights implications. In checking the treatment of and conditions for detainees in police stations, Independent Custody Visitors are protecting detainees’ human rights, particularly in relation to Article 5, the right to liberty and security of persons.

7.
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no financial implications arising from the contents of this report.

8.
RECOMMENDATION

Members are asked to note the contents of this report. 
