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INDEPENDENT CUSTODY VISITING TRIAL SCHEME FINAL REPORT

REPORT OF THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE

1.
PURPOSE OF REPORT

1.1
To provide a final report on the extension of the trial scheme with independent custody visitors asking the detainees if they want to be visited.

2.
BACKGROUND 

2.1
The Committee agreed a twelve months trial scheme with the independent custody visitors asking detainees if they wanted to be visited (minute 33 – 2006/07). 

2.2
An update on the trial scheme after six months was submitted (minute 22 – 2008/09). During the period 1 April – 30 November 2007, the independent custody visitors saw 79.27% of those available to receive a visit compared to 61.69% for the same period in the previous year.

3.
EVALUATION OF THE TRIAL SCHEME

3.1
An evaluation of the trial scheme from 1 April 2007 - 31 May 2008 compared to 1 February 2006 - 31 March 2007 has been undertaken.  

3.2
Between 1 February 2006 – 31 March 2007, 427 custody visits were undertaken, of the 1,710 detainees available to receive a custody visit, 1,032 were visited and 678 refused. Therefore, the independent custody visitors saw 60.35% of those available to receive a visit.

3.3
Between 1 April 2007 – 31 May 2008, 437 custody visits were undertaken, of the 1,735 detainees available to receive a custody visit, 1,429 were visited and 306 refused. Therefore, the independent custody visitors saw 82.36% of those available to receive a visit.

3.4
In addition, between 1 June – 31 August 2008, 91 custody visits were undertaken, of the 371 detainees available to receive a custody visit, 331 were visited and 40 refused. Therefore, the independent custody visitors saw 89.21% of those available to receive a visit.

3.5
Details of the percentage of detainees visited at each custody suite are enclosed in appendix 1.

3.6
Whilst some independent custody visitors had initial reservations about the trial scheme, the general consensus now is that they consider this to be a better means of introduction than when it was done by the custody staff. A very small number of independent custody visitors not comfortable with introducing themselves and would prefer the custody staff to do it. 

4.
CONCLUSIONS

4.1
Since the introduction of the trial scheme with the independent custody visitors introducing themselves to the detainees, the number of detainees seen by the independent custody visitors has increased by from 60.35% in February 06 – March 07 to 89.21% in June – August 2008. Also, the number of detainees who refused visits has been reduced from 39.65% in February 06 – March 07 to 10.78% in June – August 2008.

4.2
The purpose of the independent custody visiting scheme is to check on the treatment of detainees and the conditions in which they are held and that their rights and entitlements are being observed. The increase in the number of detainees seen under the trial arrangements has, therefore, improved the effectiveness of the scheme.  

5.
EQUAL OPPORTUNITIES IMPLICATIONS

5.1
It is considered the report has no equal opportunities implications.

6.
HUMAN RIGHTS IMPLICATIONS   

6.1
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 Article 5, the right to liberty and security of persons.

7.
RISK MANAGEMENT IMPLICATIONS 

7.1
There are no additional risk implications arising directly from the report although the independent custody visiting scheme supports the objective to ensure that the public continue to have confidence in the Authority and the force.

8.
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

8.1
It is considered the report has no financial implications.

9.
RECOMMENDATION

9.1
The Committee is requested to consider whether the arrangement with the independent custody visitors asking the detainees if they want to be visited be adopted within the independent custody visiting scheme 

