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Crime: Rioting

Asked by Lord Cotter
To ask Her Majesty's Government what assessment they have made of the reasons for the number of claims made or paid out to businesses for reparations following the August riots; and what systems have been put in place to monitor the number of claims by businesses being made and paid out.[HL14421]

The Minister of State, Home Office (Lord Henley): This Government are determined to ensure that riot compensation claims are dealt with more quickly. The Minister of State for Policing and Criminal Justice has met with police authority chairs and insurers to establish ways of speeding up payments to claimants. As a result, more efficient systems of payments, requiring less documentation, have been established.

Lord's Hansard Written Answer for 30th January 2012

========================

Drugs: Trafficking

Asked by Lord Jones of Cheltenham
To ask Her Majesty's Government what protection they provide to British Overseas Territories in the Caribbean against the illegal international drug trade.[HL14877]

The Minister of State, Foreign and Commonwealth Office (Lord Howell of Guildford): The Government are committed both to the fight against the illegal international drugs trade in the Caribbean and to its constitutional responsibilities for the safety and security of the Overseas Territories. The Foreign and Commonwealth Office (FCO), Ministry of Defence, Serious Organised Crime Agency (SOCA) and other parts of the Government work closely with Overseas Territory governments.

SOCA supports all the Caribbean Overseas Territories with training, equipment and staffing resources to combat a broad spectrum of serious and organised crime, including drug trafficking. This co-operation is supported by the FCO-funded Overseas Territories Law Enforcement Adviser based in Miami. Together they have co-operated on a number of successful organised crime operations in recent months. These operations have had a significant impact on the trafficking of drugs and firearms.

SOCA has also recently launched a comprehensive strategy to counter the threat posed by maritime trafficking of cocaine, principally by yacht. A partnership is sought with all CARICOM countries and the Caribbean Overseas Territories. This work will build on the strong relationships that already exist while putting in place a framework and process for disseminating intelligence. It also provides an informal forum where joint operational decisions can be made, experience shared, and knowledge developed.

The Royal Navy's Atlantic Patrol Task (North) (APT(N]) also carries out an important drugs interdiction role. APT(N) is currently "Fort Rosalie", a Royal Fleet Auxiliary (RFA) vessel, whose primary role is to provide disaster response support for the Overseas Territories. RFA "Fort Rosalie" is providing the Government's presence in the region and strengthening bonds with our allies as well as acting as a deterrent to drug smugglers. In recent years the Royal Navy has made several successful drugs seizures worth millions of pounds, has disrupted others and has prevented them from reaching the UK.

Lord's Hansard Written Answer for 30th January 2012

========================

Firearms

Asked by Lord Alton of Liverpool
To ask Her Majesty's Government, further to the Written Answer by Baroness Wilcox on 19 January (WA 148), why they do not collect information on deaths and injuries by firearms identified as re-exported; and whether they will bring forward proposals to collect it.[HL15076]

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State, Department for Business, Innovation and Skills (Baroness Wilcox): It is not clear how such statistics could be compiled: either those treating injured persons would need to have prior knowledge that the injuries were sustained by re-exported goods originating in the UK, before categorising the injuries inflicted and reporting them to us; or those using re-exported weapons would have to report to us the number of persons killed or injured by those weapons. The difficulties of either approach appear to be insurmountable. Therefore the Government do not intend to bring forward proposals to attempt to collect such information.

Lord's Hansard Written Answer for 30th January 2012

========================

Firearms: Licensing

Asked by Lord Kennedy of Southwark
To ask Her Majesty's Government how many firearms or shotgun certificates in England and Wales were revoked in each year from 1992 up until the last year for which records are available. [HL15009]

The Minister of State, Home Office (Lord Henley): The information requested is provided in the table.

The next publication containing data for 2010-11 is scheduled to be published in March 2012.

	Table A: Number of firearm and shotgun certificate revocations in England and Wales, 1992 to 2009-10

	Numbers

	
	Firearm certificates
	Shotgun certificates

	1992
	146
	630

	1993
	147
	687

	1994
	193
	753

	1995
	206
	685

	1996
	392
	1,163

	1997
	393
	1,133

	1998
	403
	1,084

	1999
	341
	1,003

	2000
	334
	940

	2001
	309
	810

	2002
	..
	..

	2002-03
	188
	623

	2003-04
	195
	684

	2004-05
	314
	956

	2005-06
	196
	699

	2006-07
	..
	..

	2007-081
	248
	904

	2008-09
	260
	1,009

	2009-10
	302
	1,076


.. Data not available

1 From 2007-08 data are extracted from the National Firearms Licensing Management System (NFLMS). Prior to this year, figures were supplied direct to the Home Office from police forces.

Lord's Hansard Written Answer for 30th January 2012

========================

House Of Commons Hansard Written Ministerial Statement for Police Remuneration and Conditions

The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mrs Theresa May): This statement is about police pay and pensions. It provides the Government’s response to the Police Arbitration Tribunal’s findings on the recommendations in the part 1 report of Tom Winsor’s “Independent Review of Police Officer and Staff Remuneration and Conditions” and the consultation on the proposed increase in pension contributions for police officers. Both issues have the potential to affect police officer remuneration and so the Government have considered them in the round.

On 30 March 2011 I laid a statement to respond to Tom Winsor’s part 1 report of the review of remuneration and conditions of service for police officers and staff. I announced that I was directing the Police Negotiating Board and the Police Advisory Board for England and Wales to consider proposals within their remits for police officers in England and Wales as a matter of urgency.

The Police Negotiating Board was not able to reach agreement on several important proposals, and these were referred to the Police Arbitration Tribunal. The tribunal has now provided its recommendation and reasons, which I received on 9 January. The tribunal considered 18 recommendations from the Winsor part 1 report. The tribunal accepted 10 recommendations, modified five and made no award on three. I have today placed a copy of the Police Arbitration Tribunal report in the House of Commons Library.

I am grateful to the tribunal for its comprehensive and balanced consideration of these important issues. I have now considered its report thoroughly. I have decided to accept its recommendation and am minded to implement the package of reforms it has put forward in full.

I have also decided to accept the recommendation of the Police Negotiating Board on those recommendations that it agreed in principle, which were not referred to the PAT.

These reforms represent an important first step in modernising police pay and conditions so that they are fair to officers and to taxpayers. They include redistributing pay to officers who work unsocial hours, abolishing ineffective post-related payments (SPPs), suspending some elements of time-served pay and improving managers’ ability to manage shift arrangements. However, as a Government we remain committed to further reform and to the principles set out in the Winsor part 1 report. The PAT recommended that a small number of recommendations should be deferred until part 2 has made longer-term recommendations on pay structures. We will consider these matters along with part 2, in light of the review’s principles. In particular, the link between pay and skills remains a key principle and will be an important part of our consideration.

We have the best police service in the world, and these reforms will support the police in maintaining and improving the service that they give the public. In particular, they will support the objectives I set out in the review’s terms of reference to:

use remuneration and conditions of service to maximise officer and staff deployment to front-line roles where their powers and skills are required;

provide remuneration and conditions of service that are fair to, and reasonable for, both the public taxpayer and police officers and staff;

enable modern management practices in line with practices elsewhere in the public sector and the wider economy.

In reaching this decision, I have had regard to a number of vital considerations, including:

the review’s three key objectives as set out above;

the absolute necessity to reduce the fiscal deficit inherited from the previous Government and the part the police service must play in this and the role that changes to pay and conditions can play in protecting police jobs;

the need to maintain and improve the service provided to the public, taking account of a strong desire from the public to see more police officers and operational staff out on the front line of local policing and also recognising that there are less visible front-line roles that require policing powers and skills in order to protect the public;

the particular front-line role and nature of the Office of Constable, including the lack of a right to strike;

the Government’s wider objectives for police reform, including the introduction of police and crime commissioners, the reduction of police bureaucracy and collaboration between police forces and with other public services;

the Government’s wider policy of pay and pensions in the public sector;

the review’s analysis of the value of officers’ remuneration and conditions, as compared to other work forces;

parallel work by the police service to improve value for money, including collaboration with the private sector;

the impact of the recommendations on equality and diversity.

The service must be able to benefit from these reforms as soon as possible. I will therefore begin the necessary action to amend the Police Regulations 2003 and issue determinations under them shortly.

These reforms will make short-term improvements to police remuneration and conditions. Part 2 of the review will look at longer-term reform and is due to be published shortly.

Increases to police officer pension contributions 

Turning now to police officer pensions, the Government want to ensure that public sector workers continue to have access to pension schemes that are among the very best available. However, reform is inevitable because people are living longer. Costs have risen by one third over the last 10 years to £32 billion. That is more than we spend on police, prison and the courts. These costs have generally fallen to the taxpayer. This is unfair and unaffordable, so it is also fair that we should ask public sector workers, including police officers, to contribute a bit more towards their pension.

That is why on 29 July 2011, I wrote to members of the Police Negotiating Board asking that they consider a proposal to increase police officer pension contribution rates. I am grateful to members of the Police Negotiating Board for considering the proposal and for the responses they provided.

Having considered the points raised alongside the recommendation from the recent Police Arbitration Tribunal, I have decided to implement the first year of increases in line with the proposal put to the Police Negotiating Board. This proposal meets the Government’s objectives of protecting lower earners, asking higher earners to pay more and, by reducing the burden on those in the first two years of their career, minimising the rate of opt out.

The Government are committed to securing in full the savings announced at spending review 2010 from increases in employee pension contributions for the unfunded schemes for 2013-14 and 2014-15. I will ask the Police Negotiating Board to consider the proposed increases for these years in line with other public service schemes.

Again, I will begin the necessary action to amend the relevant regulations in order that the changes take effect in April of this year.

House Of Commons Hansard Written Ministerial Statement for 30th January 2012

========================

Civil Disorder

Stella Creasy: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department whether her Department plans to meet the costs of claims to police authorities of claims by businesses and individuals under the provisions of the Riot (Damages) Act 1886 arising from the public disorder of 2011. [88712]

Nick Herbert: The Prime Minister's comments following the August disorder indicated that the Government were ready to support the police with the costs of the riots. We have now confirmed that police authorities will receive 100% of the payments made under the Riot (Damages) Act and 85% of operational policing costs. We will consider later in year, once final costs are known, if additional payments can be made in respect of operational costs incurred. We are working with affected police authorities to ensure they receive prompt payment.

House Of Commons Hansard Written Answers For 30th January 2012
========================

Crime: Arrests

Yvette Cooper: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department (1) how many people were arrested for possession of a knife in each police force area of England and Wales in each quarter since January 2010; [91165]

(2) how many people were arrested on suspicion of robbery in each police force area of England Wales in each quarter since January 2010; [91053]

(3) how many people were arrested for burglary in each police force area of England and Wales in each quarter since January 2010. [91051]

Mrs May [holding answer 20 January 2012]: Available data relate to the number of persons arrested for burglary and robbery in each police force area of England and Wales between 1 January and 31 March 2010, and are provided in the following table.

Arrests data are provided to the Home Office at offence group level, for example, violence against the person and drug offences. As such, it is not possible to identify separately arrests for the possession of knives.

Arrests data are published annually on a financial year basis, and the latest arrests chapter can be found in the Home Office Statistical Bulletin ‘Police Powers and Procedures, England and Wales, 2009/10’. This is available online:

http://www.homeoffice.gov.uk/publications/science-research-statistics/research-statistics/police-research/hosb0711/ 
and in the Library of the House. Data for 2010-11 are scheduled to be published in April 2012.

	Persons arrested for burglary and robbery between 1 January and 31 March 2010 by police force area, England and Wales 

	Number 

	Police force area 
	Robbery 
	Burglary 

	Cleveland
	97
	613

	Durham
	32
	375

	Northumbria
	129
	828

	North East region 
	258
	1,816

	 
	 
	 

	Cheshire
	87
	351

	Cumbria
	18
	166

	Greater Manchester
	640
	1,423

	Lancashire
	92
	716

	Merseyside
	224
	723

	North West region 
	1,061
	3,379

	 
	 
	 

	Humberside
	92
	448

	North Yorkshire
	106
	415

	South Yorkshire
	158
	600

	West Yorkshire
	523
	1,681

	Yorkshire and the Humber region 
	879
	3,144

	 
	 
	 

	Derbyshire
	146
	398

	Leicestershire
	119
	464

	Lincolnshire
	24
	157

	Northamptonshire
	127
	313

	Nottinghamshire
	230
	656

	East Midlands region 
	646
	1,988

	 
	 
	 

	Staffordshire
	124
	416

	Warwickshire
	43
	141

	West Mercia
	87
	331

	West Midlands
	276
	531

	West Midlands region 
	530
	1,419

	 
	 
	 

	Bedfordshire
	103
	168

	Cambridgeshire
	52
	256

	Essex
	158
	565

	Hertfordshire
	112
	271

	Norfolk
	53
	198

	Suffolk
	44
	246

	East of England region 
	522
	1,704

	 
	 
	 

	London, City of
	7
	23

	Metropolitan police
	2,907
	2,874

	London region 
	2,914
	2,897

	 
	 
	 

	Hampshire
	189
	679

	Kent
	142
	683

	Surrey
	88
	214

	Sussex
	129
	385

	Thames Valley
	294
	816

	South East region 
	842
	2,777

	 
	 
	 

	Avon and Somerset
	170
	613

	Devon and Cornwall
	57
	399

	Dorset
	32
	252

	Gloucestershire
	38
	167

	Wiltshire
	80
	175

	South West region 
	377
	1,606

	 
	 
	 

	England total
	8,029
	20,730

	 
	 
	 

	Dyfed-Powys
	9
	184

	Gwent
	32
	272

	North Wales
	43
	281

	South Wales
	129
	597

	Wales total
	213
	1,334

	 
	 
	 

	England and Wales
	8,242
	22,064


House Of Commons Hansard Written Answers For 30th January 2012
========================

Entry Clearances

Kate Hoey: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department when she expects the application for leave to remain Ref. K418847 of a constituent of the hon. Member for Vauxhall to be resolved. [91842]

Damian Green: The case of K418847 was resolved on 24 January 2012. The decision was dispatched to the hon. Member's constituent on the same day.

House Of Commons Hansard Written Answers For 30th January 2012
========================

Extradition

Mr Slaughter: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department what consideration her Department has given to the use of (a) Interpol red notices and (b) other Interpol notices as a means of detaining people with a view to extraditing them from the UK. [91695]

Damian Green: An Interpol Red Notice is not formally recognised within the UK and carries no power of arrest. Where a Red Notice was from a state that was designated for the purposes of extradition under Part 1 or 2 of the Extradition Act 2003, it would be open to the police to treat it, where appropriate, as a request for detention with a view to extradition from the UK. Any state that was not so designated would have to pursue a request for detention with a view to extradition through diplomatic channels. There are no other Interpol notices that enable detention with a view to extradition.

House Of Commons Hansard Written Answers For 30th January 2012
========================

Freedom of Information

Jonathan Ashworth: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department whether her Department publishes on its website its response to each request it receives under the Freedom of Information Act 2000; whether the response is published in the same part of its website on each occasion; and what the average time taken is between responding to a request and the information being made available on the website. [92117]

Lynne Featherstone: The Home Office publishes, in a specific part of its website, information released in response to freedom of information requests where the information is likely to be of wider interest to members of the public. We do not publish responses in the many cases where the released information is of relevance only to the requester, or where the information requested is either not held or is withheld under one or more of the exemptions in the Freedom of Information Act.

Responses to requests handled by the Identity and Passport Service and the Criminal Records Bureau are published separately on the two agencies' own sites.

The average time between responding to a request and the information being made available on the website is not held and could be obtained only at disproportionate cost.

House Of Commons Hansard Written Answers For 30th January 2012
========================

Immigration

Mr Andrew Turner: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department (1) how many spouses of the (a) sons and (b) daughters of applicants were allowed entry into the UK in the most recent year for which information is available; [92264]

(2) how many people entered the UK because they were the unmarried partner of an applicant in the most recent year for which information is available; [92265]

(3) how many (a) fathers, (b) mothers, (c) brothers and (d) sisters of an applicant's spouse were allowed entry into the UK in the most recent year for which information is available; [92266]

(4) how many (a) spouses, (b) fathers, (c) mothers, (d) sons, (e) daughters, (f) grandfathers, (g) grandmothers, (h) grandsons, (i) granddaughters, (j) brothers, (k) sisters, (l) uncles, (m) aunts, (n) nephews, (o) nieces and (p) first cousins of applicants for entry into the UK were allowed entry in the most recent year for which information is available; [92267]

(5) how many (a) stepfathers (b) stepmothers, (c) stepsons, (d) stepdaughters, (e) stepbrothers and (f) stepsisters of applicants were allowed entry into the UK in the most recent year for which information is available. [92268]

Damian Green: The data shown are available on the Home Office website. A breakdown of the specific family categories asked for is not available beyond that in the following. The data provided are for entry clearance visas issued in the Family Route category (to settlement) in each of the four quarters from October 2010 to September 2011.

The data does not include figures for those dependants issued with visas through other available entry clearance routes to the UK.

The figures represent those granted entry clearance, not the number entering the UK.

Figures for the last four quarters are as follows:

	 
	Q4 2010 
	Q1 2011 
	Q2 2011 
	Q3 2011 

	Partner
	10,831
	8,562
	7,036
	9,856

	Partner for settlement (ILE(1))
	354
	309
	380
	397

	Child
	25
	21
	33
	26

	Child for settlement (ILE(1))
	1,318
	1,340
	1,081
	1,214

	Other
	1,354
	1,324
	925
	1,134

	Other for settlement (ILE(1))
	563
	474
	526
	520

	(1) ILE: Indefinite Leave to Enter. Note: Other is defined as not children or the partners of the main applicant, but dependants of the main applicant. Source: http://www.homeoffice.gov.uk/publications/science-research-statistics/research-statistics/immigration-asylum-research/immigration-tabs-q3-2011/?view=Standard&publD=962325 


House Of Commons Hansard Written Answers For 30th January 2012
========================

Immigration Controls: Croatia

Graham Evans: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department whether she has any plans to introduce transitional immigration controls for Croatian nationals in the event of Croatia joining the EU. [92099]

Damian Green: It is the Government's policy that they will apply transitional controls as a matter of course for all new member states.

House Of Commons Hansard Written Answers For 30th January 2012
========================

Independent Police Complaints Commission

Austin Mitchell: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department (1) how many police officers have been reprimanded as a result of Independent Police Complaints Commission investigations prompted by complaints in respect of sudden deaths in the last five years; [90259]

(2) what information her Department holds on the average cost of Independent Police Complaints Commission investigations into deaths; [90260]

(3) how much the Independent Police Complaints Commission has spent on investigating complaints into the actions of police forces with regard to sudden deaths in the last five years. [90261]

Nick Herbert: The Home Office does not hold this information. These matters are for the Independent Police Complaints Commission (IPCC). The IPCC has written to the hon. Member about the information sought. A copy has been placed in the House Library.

Mark Pritchard: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department if she will commission research into the level of public confidence in the Independent Police Complaints Commission. [91655]

Nick Herbert [holding answer 26 January 2012]: The Government have no plans to commission research into the level of public confidence in the Independent Police Complaints Commission (IPCC). The results of surveys which measure levels of confidence in the police complaints system are available on the IPCC’s website:

www.ipcc.gov.uk 
House Of Commons Hansard Written Answers For 30th January 2012
========================

Police Arbitration Tribunal

Mr Hanson: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department whether she plans to refer the Police Arbitration Tribunal decision to Parliament for debate. [86638]

Nick Herbert: I refer the right hon. Member to the written ministerial statement made by the Secretary of State for the Home Department, my right hon. Friend the Member for Maidenhead (Mrs May), on 30 January 2012.

House Of Commons Hansard Written Answers For 30th January 2012
========================

Police: Accountability

Mr Spellar: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department pursuant to the answer of 10 October 2011, Official Report, column 86W, on police: accountability, what the main categories of costs are within the £25 million of additional costs for police commissioners' elections. [75274]

Nick Herbert: The original cost estimate of £50 million for the police and crime commissioners (PCC) elections was the extra cost of these polls in addition to the local elections being held in May 2012.

Now that the PCC elections are being held in November there will no longer be savings from combining the polls. We estimate this change will mean that the elections will cost an additional £25 million. This includes the costs of staffing (approximately £16 million), accommodating polling stations (approximately £8 million), and the use of equipment for processing poll cards and postal ballots (around £30,000).

House Of Commons Hansard Written Answers For 30th January 2012
========================

Police: Court Orders

John McDonnell: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department how many production orders have been issued by each police force in each of the last five years; what the details were of each such order; and whether each such order was granted by the courts. [91802]

Nick Herbert: The requested information is not collected centrally.

House Of Commons Hansard Written Answers For 30th January 2012
========================

Police: Dismissal

David Morris: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department what steps she is taking to ensure the dismissal of police officers who are convicted of criminal offences. [90984]

Nick Herbert: The Police (Conduct) Regulations 2008 set out disciplinary procedures for police officers. The decision as to whether to dismiss when an officer has been convicted of a criminal offence is a matter for the relevant chief officer or police authority/Mayor's Office for Policing and Crime.

David Morris: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department how many police officers were convicted of criminal offences in each of the last five years; and what proportion were dismissed for those convictions in each such year. [90985]

Nick Herbert: The Home Office does not collect this information centrally.

House Of Commons Hansard Written Answers For 30th January 2012
========================

Police: Lasers

Dr Huppert: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department what plans she has to (a) allow the use by the police of and (b) regulate the police's use of lasers intended to blind people temporarily. [91362]

Nick Herbert [holding answer 23 January 2012]: The Home Office has no plans to trial lasers for use by the police service.

House Of Commons Hansard Written Answers For 30th January 2012
========================

Police: Pay

Mr Hanson: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department what the (a) total and (b) average overtime payments were for police officers in each police force in England and Wales in (i) 2009-10, (ii) 2010-11 and (iii) the latest period for which figures are available. [90881]

Nick Herbert: Information about police service expenditure, including overtime, is available on the website of the Chartered Institute of Public Finance Accountants:

www.cipfastats.net 
Information on police officer strength is published in the Police Service Strength Statistical Bulletin:

www.homeoffice.gov.uk 
House Of Commons Hansard Written Answers For 30th January 2012
========================

Police: Powers

Shabana Mahmood: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department what independent checks are required to monitor the use of force against members of the public who are the subject of a police investigation. [92196]

Nick Herbert: Police Conduct Regulations (2008) govern the use of force by police officers. All officers are trained to exercise force responsibly in carrying out their duties. Police forces in England and Wales have a statutory duty to refer to the Independent Police Complaints Commission any serious incident that has arisen from police contact.

House Of Commons Hansard Written Answers For 30th January 2012
========================

Police: Standards

David Morris: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department what steps she is taking to simplify the process for removing poorly performing police officers. [90982]

Nick Herbert: Tom Winsor made recommendations in respect of police officer performance in Part One of his Independent Review of Police Officer and Staff Remuneration and Conditions. The Secretary of State for the Home Department, my right hon. Friend the Member for Maidenhead (Mrs May), is currently considering the recommendation of the Police Advisory Board of England and Wales in relation to this.

House Of Commons Hansard Written Answers For 30th January 2012
========================

Police: Unmanned Air Vehicles

Dr Huppert: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department how many unmanned aerial vehicles were in use by police forces in (a) 2008, (b) 2009, (c) 2010, (d) 2011 and (e) 2012. [91365]

Nick Herbert [holding answer 23 January 2012]: The information held centrally via the Association of Chief Police Officers (ACPO) Unmanned Aerial System Steering Group (UASSG) states that the number of unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs) owned and in use by police forces are as follows:

(a) 2008—two UAVs (one operational)

(b) 2009—three UAVs (two operational)

(c) 2010—three UAVs (two operational)

(d) 2011—three UAVs (two operational)

(e) 2012 (to date)—two UAVs (one operational)

As forces are not required to inform ACPO UASSG when they purchase or operate a UAV, additional units may be in service, but data for these will not be held centrally.

House Of Commons Hansard Written Answers For 30th January 2012
========================

Children: Protection

Ms Buck: To ask the Secretary of State for Education how many serious case reviews have been undertaken (a) in total and (b) in each English local authority area in each of the last five years. [91650]

Tim Loughton [holding answer 25 January 2012]: I refer the hon. Member to the reply given on 11 July 2011, Official Report, column 85W.

Ms Buck: To ask the Secretary of State for Education what assessment he has made of the number of serious case reviews undertaken by local authorities where a child or family have moved between local authorities in the previous year. [91651]

Tim Loughton [holding answer 25 January 2012]: Data about the number of Serious Case Reviews (SCRs) where a child or family have moved between local authorities in the previous year is not available centrally.

The Government's statutory guidance, “Working Together to Safeguard Children (2010)”, is clear about which Local Safeguarding Children Board (LSCB) should take lead responsibility for conducting a SCR when partner agencies from more than one LSCB area have had contact with a child and their family.

Richard Burden: To ask the Secretary of State for Education if he will assess the findings of the report entitled Child Neglect in 2011 published by Action for Children in January 2012; and if he will make a statement. [92615]

Tim Loughton: The earlier that help is given to vulnerable children and families, the more chance there is of turning lives around and protecting children from harm. The Government are currently addressing many of the concerns raised in the Action for Children report, shifting the focus onto earlier intervention. This is one reason why last year we asked Professor Munro to carry out an independent review of child protection. She identified that services are often too reactive, and we are now helping children's services, police and the NHS to work together and focus on early identification before problems escalate. We are also working with Ofsted to make sure their inspections look at whether children are getting the help they need.

Through revisions to the Government's statutory guidance “Working Together to Safeguard Children” (2010) we are planning to free social workers from bureaucracy and reduce statutory guidance so they have more time and space for better quality assessments.

The Department for Education through the children in need (CIN) census collects data on individual children assessed as being in need due to neglect and on those who are the subject of a child protection plan because of neglect. On 23 January the Department launched a public consultation on the national children's safeguarding performance information recommended by Professor Eileen Munro. This includes additional information on neglect. Depending on the results of the consultation some items collected in the CIN census may change prior to the children's safeguarding performance information framework being published in May 2012. We have also developed and agreed with the sector the performance information that local areas should collect to monitor children's safeguarding which includes a local understanding of the impact of services and the needs of the children and young people.
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Aiding and Abetting

Esther McVey: To ask the Secretary of State for Justice (1) what representations he has received on joint enterprise in each of the last three years; [91789]

(2) what meetings he has had with victims groups on joint enterprise since May 2010. [91790]

Mr Blunt: We have received a number of representations about joint enterprise law in the last three years. These have included concerns that the law allows some gang members involved in the commission of offences to escape conviction. Conversely, concerns have also been raised that other people have been imprisoned when their involvement in the activities of the group was not significant enough to warrant conviction. Ultimately, the decision to convict is for the jury, taking account of all the evidence heard at the trial.

As my hon. Friend will recall, the Minister for Policing and Criminal Justice, my right hon. Friend the Member for Arundel and South Downs (Nick Herbert), met with her and representatives of Families Fighting for Justice (FFJ) on 30 September 2010 to discuss joint enterprise law. I also met with FFJ and other victims groups on 16 June 2011. Details of all our meetings with external organisations are published on the Justice website at:

http://www.justice.gov.uk/publications/corporate-reports/moj/index2011.htm 
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Community Orders

Priti Patel: To ask the Secretary of State for Justice what the cost to the public purse was of (a) administering community orders and (b) running community-based punishments in 2011. [92041]

Mr Blunt: As part of the Government's commitment to provide greater transparency, to enable the public to hold services to account and assess whether they are receiving value for money from the services we provide, NOMS will publish, in autumn 2012, three probation level input indicators one of which is the cost per community order. This will be the average, fully-apportioned cost to probation of delivering a community order or suspended sentence order sentence to the service definition as detailed in the NOMS service specification. This will include both managing the sentence and delivering court-ordered requirements. The costs of the latter will be derived from the average number and type of requirements attached to a sentence for an offender on each tier. These indicators will be based on costs from 2011-12.

Priti Patel: To ask the Secretary of State for Justice how many offenders received (a) five or more, (b) 10 or more and (c) 15 or more community orders or punishments in 2011. [92042]

Mr Blunt: The following table shows offenders of all ages sentenced to one or more community sentences in 2010, in England and Wales, as recorded on the police national computer. The figures relate to separate sentencing occasions in 2010; where an offender was sentenced on the same occasion for several offences it is the primary offence that has been counted. Where an offender has received several community sentences in the same year some of these may represent amendments or extensions to previous court orders rather than separate court orders. These are the latest available figures for a calendar year.

These figures have been drawn from the police's administrative IT system, the police national computer, which, as with any large scale recording system, is subject to possible errors with data entry and processing. The figures are provisional and subject to change as more information is recorded by the police.

	Offenders sentenced to one or more community sentences in 2010 

	Number of community sentences 
	Number of offenders 

	One to four
	144,745

	Five to nine
	651

	10 to 14
	10

	15 or more
	—

	Total
	145,406


Priti Patel: To ask the Secretary of State for Justice (1) how many offenders absconded from community punishments in each of the last five years; and what proportion of offenders serving community punishments that figure represents; [92043]

(2) how many offenders did not complete their community punishments in each of the last five years; and what proportion of offenders serving community punishments that figure represents. [92044]

Mr Blunt: The following table shows the proportions of Community Orders terminated for various reasons (out of the total number which terminated) in each of the last five years. The reasons of ‘failure to comply with requirements’, ‘conviction of an offence’ and ‘other’ include all those offenders who did not complete their Community Orders successfully.

From the data held centrally, it is not possible to identify separately those offenders who ‘absconded’ from supervision, but the proportion shown in the table for ‘failure to comply with requirements’ will include those offenders who never attended, or stopped attending, supervision or other appointments made as a requirement of their sentence. The term ‘abscond’ is more commonly used in relation to prisoners rather than those serving community sentences.

	Percentage of terminations of Community Orders by reason, 2006 to 2010, England and Wales 

	 
	2006 
	2007 
	2008 
	2009 
	2010 

	Ran their full course (percentage)
	39
	47
	49
	52
	53

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Terminated early for: 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Good progress (percentage)
	13
	10
	11
	12
	12

	Failure to comply with requirements (percentage)
	24
	22
	19
	16
	15

	Conviction of an offence (percentage)
	14
	12
	11
	10
	10

	Other reasons (percentage)
	10
	10
	10
	10
	10

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	All Community Orders (=100%)
	70,577
	113,829
	124,411
	130,533
	130,474


These figures have been drawn from administrative IT systems, which, as with any large scale recording system, are subject to possible errors with data entry and processing.
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Court Orders: Compensation

Priti Patel: To ask the Secretary of State for Justice how many compensation orders were issued in each of the last three years; and what the total value of those compensation orders was. [92039]

Mr Blunt: The number and total monetary value of compensation orders imposed at all courts for all offences in England and Wales in each year between 2008 and 2010 (latest currently available) can be viewed in the following table.

Annual court proceedings data for 2011 are planned for publication in May 2012.

	Number and total value of compensation (1) orders imposed in all courts for all offences, England and Wales, 2008-10 (2,3) 

	 
	2008 
	2009 
	2010 

	Number of orders made
	244,282
	157,410
	154,428

	Total value(4) of orders made (£)
	33,451,977.08
	44,496,658.80
	44,620,426.32

	(1) Including compensation orders given as second, third and fourth disposals for principal offences. (2) Excludes data for Cardiff magistrates court for April, July and August 2008. (3) The figures given in the table on court proceedings relate to persons for whom these offences were the principal offences for which they were dealt with. When a defendant has been found guilty of two or more offences it is the offence for which the heaviest penalty is imposed, Where the same disposal is imposed for two or more offences, the offence selected is the offence for which the statutory maximum penalty is the most severe. (4) Note that courts have the power to reduce or discharge the order at a subsequent date if the offender's circumstances change, therefore the amounts of compensation shown in this table are those imposed at the time of sentence. Source: Justice Statistics Analytical Services within the Ministry of Justice 
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Criminal Proceedings

Sadiq Khan: To ask the Secretary of State for Justice how many (1) people pleaded guilty for each type of offence in (a) Crown courts and (b) magistrates courts in the last year for which figures are available; [91513]

(2) cases brought before magistrates courts have pleaded guilty in each year since 1997. [91570]

Mr Blunt: Table 1, as follows, provides the number of defendants pleading guilty in the Crown court by offence, in England and Wales. This information is not available for defendants pleading in the magistrates courts for the years requested. The available statistics relate to the estimated proportion of defendants pleading guilty in the magistrates courts. These statistics are provided in Table 2 and Table 3, and are estimates sourced from the discontinued Time Interval Survey.

Table 2 provides the estimated proportion of defendants who pleaded guilty at first hearing in the magistrates courts in England and Wales from 1997 to 2010. The proportion of defendants who pleaded guilty at the first hearing in the magistrates courts, by offence groupings is provided in Table 3.

	Table 1: Defendants tried at the Crown court for all offences by plea, England and Wales 2010 (1, 2) 

	Offence group 
	Guilty 
	Not guilty 
	Not recorded 
	Total 

	Violence against the person
	16,116
	10,292
	93
	26, 501

	Sexual offences
	2,676
	4,277
	39
	6,992

	Burglary
	7,413
	2,014
	20
	9,447

	Robbery
	4,864
	2,437
	18
	7,319

	Theft and handling stolen goods
	7,046
	2,832
	18
	9,896

	Fraud and forgery
	6,031
	1,707
	23
	7,761

	Criminal damage
	1,423
	623
	29
	2,075

	Drug offences
	11,463
	2,302
	13
	13,778

	Other indictable offences
	11,385
	4,467
	44
	15,896

	Indictable motoring offences
	1,514
	341
	4
	1,859

	Summary offences excluding motoring
	4,022
	404
	5
	4,431

	Summary motoring offences
	425
	37
	—
	462

	All offences
	74,378
	31,733
	306
	106,417

	(1 )The figures given in the table relate to persons for whom these offences were the principal offences for which they were dealt with. When a defendant has been found guilty of two or more offences it is the offence for which the heaviest penalty is imposed. Where the same disposal is imposed for two or more offences, the offence selected is the offence for which the statutory maximum penalty is the most severe. (2 )Every effort is made to ensure that the figures presented are accurate and complete. However, it is important to note that these data have been extracted from large administrative data systems generated by the courts and police forces. As a consequence, care should be taken to ensure data collection processes and their inevitable limitations are taken into account when those data are used. Source: Justice Statistics Analytical Services—Ministry of Justice 


	Table 2: All defendants in criminal cases in the magistrates courts: plea at initial hearing, by offence group. England and Wales, 2010 and 2011 (combined) (1, 2, 3) 

	Percentage 

	Offence group 
	Initial guilty plea at first hearing 
	Initial not guilty plea at first hearing 
	Initial no plea at first hearing 
	Committed/sent for trial at first hearing 

	Violence against the person
	32
	30
	20
	18

	Sex Offences
	19
	12
	22
	46

	Robbery
	14
	12
	14
	59

	Burglary
	36
	16
	18
	31

	Theft and Handling Stolen Goods
	67
	10
	19
	4

	Fraud and Forgery
	35
	12
	26
	27

	Criminal Damage
	59
	17
	21
	3

	Drug Offences
	66
	5
	16
	14

	Other Indictable
	31
	14
	25
	30

	Indictable Motoring Offences
	53
	10
	18
	19

	Summary offences excluding motoring
	33
	10
	56
	1

	Summary motoring
	48
	8
	44
	0

	All offences
	44
	11
	40
	5

	(1 )Results are based on all completed criminal proceedings in all magistrates courts in England & Wales during one sample survey periods in March and September in 2010 and March 2011. (2 )All defendants refer to adult and youth defendants. (3 )Plea data are based on the initial plea when the trial was first listed/heard. The survey does not collect information on the plea after the first hearing. Source: Time Interval Survey—Ministry of Justice 


	Table 3: All defendants in all criminal cases, estimated proportion of pleas at initial hearing at magistrates courts, England and Wales, 1997 to March 201l (1, 2, 3) 

	Percentage 

	 
	Initial guilty plea at first hearing 
	Initial not guilty plea at first hearing 
	Initial no plea at first hearing 
	Committed/sent for trial at first hearing 

	1997
	33
	5
	58
	3

	1998
	35
	5
	58
	3

	1999
	34
	9
	56
	1

	2000
	37
	13
	49
	1

	2001
	39
	7
	52
	2

	2002
	37
	8
	54
	2

	2003
	37
	8
	53
	2

	2004
	39
	9
	50
	2

	2005
	40
	9
	48
	2

	2006
	41
	10
	46
	3

	2007
	40
	10
	47
	3

	2008
	44
	10
	42
	4

	2009
	43
	10
	43
	4

	2010
	44
	11
	41
	5

	2011(4) 
	45
	11
	39
	5

	(1) Includes adult and youth defendants. (2 )Estimates based on one week sample for all defendants in criminal proceedings that were completed in the magistrates courts. (3 )Between 1997 and 1999, the results are based on one week period of each June. 1999 is a transitional period and results are now based on two surveys. Those are conducted in February and September. Thereafter, all criminal cases are collected in March and September. (4 )The Time Interval Survey was discontinued and estimates arc based on the last survey in March 2011. Source: Time Interval Survey—Ministry of Justice 


Sadiq Khan: To ask the Secretary of State for Justice what the average number of weeks from charge to a case being heard was for each type of offence triable in (a) Crown courts and (b) magistrates courts in the most recent year for which figures are available. [91514]

Mr Blunt: Table 1 provides the average length of time in weeks from: (i) the date of offence to the date of charge/laying of information; (ii) the date of charge/laying of information to the date of completion; and (iii) the date of offence to the date of completion. This is provided for: (a) cases completing in the Crown court and; (b) cases completing in the magistrates court, for the financial year from 2010-11, the latest financial year for which figures are available.

These statistics are sourced from the administrative data systems used in the courts, and have been produced by linking together records held on the two datasets.

Summary statistics on the timeliness of criminal proceedings in the magistrates courts and Crown court are published by the Ministry of Justice in the statistical bulletins "Court Statistics Quarterly". Statistics for the quarter July to September 2011 were published on 12 January on the Department's website at:

http://www.justice.gov.uk/publications/statistics-and-data/courts-and-sentencing/judicial-quarterly.htm 
	Table 1: Magistrates and Crown courts, all defendants (1) in criminal cases by offence group, England and Wales: timeliness stages (average weeks) from offence and charge to completion, financial year 2010-11 

	All criminal cases 

	Offence group 
	Offence to charge/laying of information (weeks) 
	Charge/laying of information to completion (weeks) 
	Offence to completion (weeks) (2) 

	(a) Proceedings completing in the Crown court (3) 
	 
	 
	 

	Burglary
	8
	20
	28

	Criminal damage
	9
	27
	36

	Drug offences
	15
	26
	41

	Fraud and forgery
	72
	28
	100

	Indictable motoring offences
	9
	25
	34

	Robbery
	8
	25
	32

	Sexual offences
	51
	33
	84

	Theft and handling stolen goods
	22
	27
	49

	Violence against the person
	10
	29
	38

	Other indictable offences
	20
	29
	49

	Summary motoring cases
	4
	17
	21

	Summary non-motoring cases
	8
	17
	25

	All criminal cases
	19
	27
	46

	 
	 
	 
	 

	(b) Proceedings completing in the magistrates court (4) 
	 
	 
	 

	Burglary
	7
	7
	14

	Criminal damage
	4
	8
	13

	Drug offences
	5
	5
	10

	Fraud and forgery
	52
	11
	62

	Indictable motoring offences
	13
	14
	27

	Robbery
	6
	11
	17

	Sexual offences
	17
	14
	31

	Theft and handling stolen goods
	4
	6
	10

	Violence against the person
	5
	9
	14

	Other indictable offences
	13
	11
	23

	Summary motoring cases
	15
	9
	24

	Summary non-motoring cases
	11
	8
	19

	All criminal cases
	12
	8
	20

	(1) All defendants refer to adult and youth defendants. (2) Figures have been rounded to the nearest week. Intermediate stages may not add up to the total offence to completion, due to rounding. (3) The offence group is taken from data collected at the magistrates court, therefore some cases, such as summary offences may have been upgraded by the time they reach the Crown court. (4) Includes all cases concluded in the magistrates courts during the specified time period and excludes cases completed in magistrates court but not completed in the Crown court. Data are sourced from the linked administrative court data and includes around 95% of completed proceedings. These data are only available from April 2010. Source: Libra MIS Timeliness Analysis Report (TAR) and CREST linked court data, HM Courts and Tribunals Service. 
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Criminal Proceedings: Costs

Sadiq Khan: To ask the Secretary of State for Justice what the average cost per day was of a case heard in a (a) magistrates court and (b) Crown court in each year between 1997 and 2011 inclusive. [91551]

Mr Djanogly: Her Majesty's Court and Tribunal Service, HMCTS, has no court cost statistics prior to the creation of Her Majesty's Court Service on 1 April 2005. Prior to financial year 2009-10, financial systems did not support the jurisdictional analyses that are the basis of current costings. It is therefore not possible to provide meaningful comparatives for the average cost per hearing day for earlier years.

Courts average cost per hearing day are as follows:

	£ 

	 
	2009-10 
	2010-11 

	(a) Magistrates court
	1,341
	1,323

	(b) Crown court
	2,043
	2,021


Costs are judicial, administration and court costs incurred directly by the courts, excluding overheads and depreciation.
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Prison Sentences

Kate Green: To ask the Secretary of State for Justice how many (a) men and (b) women have been sentenced to an extended sentence for public protection in each year since 2005. [92006]

Mr Blunt: The number of males and females sentenced to immediate custody at all courts and, of these, the number who received an extended sentence of imprisonment, in England and Wales, from 2005 to 2010 (latest available) can be viewed in the table.

Annual court proceedings data for 2011 are planned for publication in May 2012.

	Number of males and females sentenced to immediate custody at all courts and, of these, the number sentenced to an extended sentence of imprisonment, England and Wales, 2005-10 (1,2) 

	 
	 
	Immediate custody 

	 
	 
	 
	Of which: 

	Sex 
	Year 
	Number sentenced 
	Extended sentence of imprisonment (3,4) 

	Males
	2005
	92,955
	1,461

	 
	2006
	88,173
	1,266

	 
	2007
	87,371
	1,103

	 
	2008(5) 
	90,812
	653

	 
	2009(6) 
	91,801
	422

	 
	2010
	93,021
	438

	 
	 
	 
	 

	Females
	2005
	8,281
	32

	 
	2006
	7,844
	33

	 
	2007
	7,795
	27

	 
	2008(5) 
	8,359
	18

	 
	2009(6) 
	8,100
	12

	 
	2010
	8,196
	15

	 
	 
	 
	 

	All persons(7) 
	2005
	101,236
	1,493

	 
	2006
	96,017
	1,299

	 
	2007
	95,206
	1,130

	 
	2008(5) 
	99,525
	671

	 
	2009(6) 
	100,231
	434

	 
	2010
	101,513
	453

	(1) The figures given in the table on court proceedings relate to persons for whom these offences were the principal offences for which they were dealt with. When a defendant has been found guilty of two or more offences it is the offence for which the heaviest penalty is imposed. Where the same disposal is imposed for two or more offences, the offence selected is the offence for which the statutory maximum penalty is the most severe. (2) Every effort is made to ensure that the figures presented are accurate and complete. However, it is important to note that these data have been extracted from large administrative data systems generated by the courts and police forces. As a consequence, care should be taken to ensure data collection processes and their inevitable limitations are taken into account when those data are used. (3) Where males or females under the age of 21 are included in these figures they will have been sentenced to detention. (4) Persons whose offences were committed prior to 4 April 2005 will have been sentenced to an extended sentence under s85 of Powers of the Criminal Court (Sentencing) Act 2000. (5) Excludes data for Cardiff magistrates court for April, July and August 2008. (6) Revisions have been made to 2009 figures to account for the late receipt of a small number of court records. (7) Includes persons where sex is 'not stated', therefore 'males' and 'females' figures may not add to 'All persons' totals. Source: Justice Statistics Analytical Services—Ministry of Justice 
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Prisoners’ Home Leave

Priti Patel: To ask the Secretary of State for Justice pursuant to the answer of 18 January 2012, Official Report, columns 862-63W, on prisoners’ home leave, on how many occasions restricted patients released into the community have reoffended. [92040]

Mr Blunt: It is not possible to provide the information requested on the number of restricted patients who have committed further offences either on community leave or when conditionally discharged, without a manual check of over 6,000 files at disproportionate cost.

Among all restricted patients who were discharged from hospital for the first time between 1999 and 2007, 5.8% were reconvicted within two years of their discharge.
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Prisoners’ Release

Sadiq Khan: To ask the Secretary of State for Justice what proportion of those serving custodial sentences were released after serving half of their sentence in each year between 1995 and 2011. [90478]

Mr Blunt: The following table shows the percentage of prisoners serving determinate sentences who were released prior to the half-way point of the sentence under the two principal early release schemes that have operated during this period, and thereby indicates the proportion that were released on or after the half-way point. It relates to those serving determinate sentences only. Those serving indeterminate sentences are released from prison only after they have served the minimum period in custody (tariff) set by the court. Data prior to 1998 are not held centrally; figures for 2011 are not yet available.

These figures have been drawn from administrative IT systems which, as with any large scale recording system, are subject to possible errors with data entry and processing.

Prisoners are released in accordance with the legislation that applies to their sentence and there have been various statutory release regimes operating during the period 1995 to 2011 which are explained as follows.

The Criminal Justice Act 1967 applied to prisoners sentenced before 1 October 1992. Such prisoners were eligible for parole from the one-third point of their sentence and therefore could be released before the half-way point if this was agreed by the Parole Board. If not granted parole they were released automatically at the two-thirds point of the sentence. Since 1992 the number of prisoners eligible for release under the 1967 Act regime has diminished to only a handful currently.

Prisoners sentenced after 1 October 1992 are subject to the release regimes of the Criminal Justice Acts of 1991 or 2003 (or the Powers of the Criminal Courts (Sentencing) Act 2000 in the case of young offenders serving Detention and Training Orders (DTOs)).

Throughout the period in question, therefore, the overwhelming majority of prisoners have been subject to the 1991 and 2003 Act regimes. These require the release of all determinate sentence prisoners automatically at the half-way point, subject to any days added for breaches of prison discipline. There are two exceptions where release may take place after the half-way point involving an increasingly small pool of offenders serving long sentences subject to the 1991 Act regime or extended sentences imposed before 14 July 2008.

A number of schemes have operated during this period under which certain prisoners may be released before the half-way point is reached.

Since 1999, short-term, low-risk prisoners have been considered for release under the home detention curfew (HDC) scheme, which requires them to reside at an approved address generally for 12 hours per day, subject to electronic monitoring and recall to prison for failing to comply with the scheme. All registered sex offenders and violent offenders serving extended sentences are excluded from HDC, specified violent and previous sexual offenders not required to register are presumed unsuitable and all prisoners must pass an individual risk assessment before HDC may be granted.

There is a similar release scheme available to young people sentenced to Detention and Training Orders. Young people sentenced to DTOs serve the first half of their sentence in custody and the second half in the community. Where the Order is for at least eight months there is a presumption that the young person will be released one or two months prior to the half-way point unless they are serving a sentence for specific sexual or violent offences or their behaviour and/or progress against their training plan is unsatisfactory. Data on early release from DTO is not collated separately but in 2010-11 there were around 1,110 young offenders in custody serving a DTO.

Between June 2007 and March 2010, when the scheme was withdrawn, prisoners who met the eligibility criteria serving sentences between four weeks and four years were released under temporary licence 18 days prior to the half-way point of the sentence under the End of Custody Licence Scheme.

Finally, since 2005, foreign national prisoners eligible for removal from the UK could be deported or removed prior to the half-way point of the sentence under the Early Removal Scheme (ERS). Data on ERS has not been collated over this period but, in 2010, the UK Border Agency removed or deported 5,235 foreign national prisoners, around a third under ERS.

	Prisoners released from determinate sentences, 1998 to 2010 

	 
	1998 
	1999 
	2000 
	2001 
	2002 
	2003 
	2004 
	2005 
	2006 
	2007 
	2008 
	2009 
	2010 

	Total number released(1) 
	79,000
	85,500
	86,200
	83,100
	86,400
	84,800
	86,100
	84,200
	82,400
	85,500
	94,900
	91,200
	89,700

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Releases on Home Detention Curfew (HDC)
	—
	14,847
	15,510
	13,649
	20,456
	21,188
	19,294
	17,296
	13,666
	11,428
	11,721
	11,534
	12,250

	Releases on End of Custody Licence (ECL)
	—
	—
	—
	—
	—
	—
	—
	—
	—
	16,197
	31,318
	29,371
	4,692

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Percentage HDC releases
	—
	17
	78
	16
	24
	25
	22
	21
	17
	13
	12
	13
	14

	Percentage ECL releases
	—
	—
	—
	—
	—
	—
	—
	—
	—
	19
	33
	32
	5

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Releases not on HDC or ECL(1, 2) 
	—
	70,600
	70,700
	69,500
	65,900
	63,600
	66,800
	66,900
	68,700
	57,900
	51,900
	50,300
	72,700

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Percentage releases not HDC or ECL(2) 
	—
	83
	82
	84
	76
	75
	78
	79
	83
	68
	55
	55
	81

	(1) Figures for the total number of releases and releases not on HDC or ECL are rounded to the nearest 100. (2) Includes a very small number of prisoners released prior to the half-way point under (a) the provisions of the Criminal Justice Act 1967; (b) the Early Removal Scheme for foreign national prisoners; and (c) the early release scheme for Detention and Training Orders. 


Kate Green: To ask the Secretary of State for Justice what the average additional time spent in custody was for people recalled to prison in (a) 2009, (b) 2010 and (c) 2011. [91839]

Mr Blunt: The information requested is not routinely collected, however, based on a one-off analysis of those recalled to prison in 2008, the average time spent in custody was estimated to be around eight months. This average figure excludes fixed term recalls, under which offenders spend a fixed period of up to 28 days in custody on recall.

These figures have been drawn from administrative IT systems which, as with any large scale recording system, are subject to possible errors with data entry and processing.
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Prisons: Finance

Kate Green: To ask the Secretary of State for Justice what budget his Department plans to allocate to each prison in each of the next five years. [92210]

Mr Blunt: The information requested is as follows:

Financial years 2012-13 to 2017-18 

Spending review 2010 agreed MOJ's budget up to 2014-15; however, detailed allocations are done only on an annual basis. NOMS are in the process of allocating 2012-13 budgets to individual prisons and will agree this before the start of the financial year.
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Prostitution

John McDonnell: To ask the Secretary of State for Justice (1) how many people have been charged with (a) control for gain of prostitution and (b) other offences related to trafficking in the London area since Specialist Crime Division 9 in the Metropolitan Police was created; [91983]

(2) how many prosecutions there have been for trafficking-related offences in the London area since Specialist Crime Division 9 in the Metropolitan Police was created. [91984]

Mr Blunt: Defendants proceeded against at magistrates courts, in the Metropolitan Police force area, for human trafficking offences, from 1 April (when Specialist Crime Directorate 9 was created) to 31 December 2010 (latest available) can be viewed in the table.

Data provided may or may not have resulted from operations conducted by the Specialist Crime Directorate 9.

Annual court proceedings data for 2011 will be available in May 2012.

Charging data are not collated centrally by the Ministry of Justice.

	Defendants proceeded against at magistrates courts in the Metropolitan Police force area for human trafficking offences (1) from 1 April to 31 December 2010 (2,3,4) 

	 
	Defendants 

	Metropolitan Police force area
	7

	(1) Includes offences under the Sexual Offences Act 2003 and Asylum and Immigration (Treatment of Claimants Act) 2004. (2) The Specialist Crime Directorate 9 was created on 1 April 2010. Data given in the table may or may not have resulted from operations conducted by this directorate. (3) The figures given in the table on court proceedings relate to persons for whom these offences were the principal offences for which they were dealt with. When a defendant has been found guilty of two or more offences it is the offence for which the heaviest penalty is imposed. Where the same disposal is imposed for two or more offences, the offence selected is the offence for which the statutory maximum penalty is the most severe. (4) Every effort is made to ensure that the figures presented are accurate and complete. However, it is important to note that these data have been extracted from large administrative data systems generated by the courts and police forces. As a consequence, care should be taken to ensure data collection processes and their inevitable limitations are taken into account when those data are used. Source: Justice Statistics Analytical Services—Ministry of Justice 
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Sentencing

Zac Goldsmith: To ask the Secretary of State for Justice what progress his Department has made in its review of community sentences. [92166]

Mr Blunt: We are currently developing proposals to reform sentences in the community and intend to publish those for a period of consultation in due course.
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Youth Custody

Chris Ruane: To ask the Secretary of State for Justice what steps he is taking to ensure each (a) youth offending team and (b) young offender institution has a children's council. [92370]

Mr Blunt: The Youth Justice Board encourage all youth offending teams to fully take into account the views of children and young people. The decision on whether a children's council or an equivalent body is the best means of achieving this are made at a local level.

The regimes provided in each under-18 young offender institution are governed by Prison Service Instruction 28/2009 ‘Care and Management of Young People’. That instruction mandates that all governors must have in place arrangements for consulting all young people about a range of issues through bodies such as representative consultative groups which meet regularly and must provide them with information about those arrangements. Prison Service Instruction 28/2009 has recently been reviewed and its replacement will be published in the spring. The replacement Prison Service instruction retains the instruction, which mandates consultative groups as outlined above.
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Youth Custody: Education

Chris Ruane: To ask the Secretary of State for Justice what steps he is taking to provide access to full-time education for children serving community or custodial sentences. [92366]

Mr Blunt: Young persons of compulsory school age who are serving community sentences are expected to be in full-time education in the community. Youth offending teams work closely with local authorities and schools on interventions designed to ensure that young offenders are attending school and addressing their learning needs. Young persons held in the secure estate have access to a full day of education and constructive activity and receive an individual learning plan to address their learning needs and objectives while in custody.
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Youth Custody: Mental Health Services

Chris Ruane: To ask the Secretary of State for Justice if he will take steps to ensure a child psychologist is in place in every youth offending team. [92367]

Mr Blunt: Health services are a statutory partner of the youth offending team as set out by the Crime and Disorder Act 1998. We expect youth offending teams to have access to all services relevant to ensuring that young people are appropriately assessed and receive interventions suitable to their needs. The most recent audit of youth offending team health workers (2009) found that 151 youth offending teams (out of a total of 157 at that time) had a practitioner seconded from the Child and Adolescent Mental Health Services (CAMHS) through whom access to a range of professionals, including a child psychologist, would be available.
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