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Thursday 28 February 2008

Business Statement
Mr. Denis MacShane (Rotherham) (Lab): Can we have an early debate on prostituted women so that we can get a sense of the feel of the House ahead of the review that the Leader of the House mentioned? Can she confirm that the rate of murder among prostituted women in this country is 18 times that among other women? Can she also confirm that in places where prostitution is legal, such as Nevada, or semi-legal, such as Germany, the rates of violence towards or abuse of prostituted women is far higher than elsewhere? Does she agree that taking DNA samples from men who go to massage parlours and brothels would be a way of putting men in front of their responsibilities, because almost all the horrible murders of prostituted women are carried out by men who have frequented them beforehand?

Ms Harman: My right hon. Friend raises a number of very important points, and I hope that he will raise them more fully in the international women's day debate. One of the Government's priorities is to end violence against women, and women who have got into prostitution face very high levels of violence and intimidation. On the question of DNA samples, it is right that I have the opportunity to bring to the House's attention the fact that not only murders but many rapes can be solved by using DNA evidence that is collected and stored, whereas previously we would not have been able to bring offenders to justice.
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Written Statements

Thursday 28 February 2008

Crime: DNA Database

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State, Home Office (Lord West of Spithead): My honourable friend the Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Identity (Meg Hillier) has made the following Written Ministerial Statement.

Further to my Written Ministerial Statement on 25 July 2007, I am pleased to announce the following additional appointments to the ethics group that provides Ministers with independent ethical advice on the operation and practice of the national DNA database (NDNAD):

Mr Derek Campbell; and

Mrs Julia Selman Ayetey.

Q5. [189122] Chris Mole (Ipswich) (Lab): I am sure that the whole House will welcome the conviction last week of Steven Wright for the foul murder of five young women in my constituency and commend the role of the police and the Crown Prosecution Service in their successful prosecution of him. Key to the early detection and successful prosecution was the identification of Wright through the national DNA 
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database. Will my right hon. Friend ensure that a proportionate and effective database of DNA is sustained, not just one that records people convicted for violent and sexual offences?

The Prime Minister: I join my hon. Friend in thanking and congratulating the police and those involved in bringing a successful prosecution for the murder of these prostitutes in Ipswich. Our country is proud of the professionalism and dedication that the police and all the prosecuting authorities show. My hon. Friend is absolutely right about the importance of DNA. I can tell the House that the DNA database produced matches that enabled us to prosecute in the case of 452 homicides, 644 rapes, 222 other sex offences and 1,800 other violent crimes, all in the past year. That shows that we are in a position to make the best use of the DNA database to catch people who otherwise may go free. I hope that other parties in the House will reconsider their opposition to the 2003 Act that extended the DNA database, to the benefit of successful prosecutions.

Mr. Michael Howard (Folkestone and Hythe) (Con): Later this week, the European court of human rights is expected to rule on whose DNA is to be permitted to remain on the United Kingdom's database. Does the Home Secretary agree that decisions of this kind should be made not by unelected foreign judges, however distinguished, but by elected Members of this Parliament? Regardless of the merits of the argument on that particular question, what representations is she making to the court to increase what it calls its margin of appreciation so that fewer decisions of this kind are made in Strasbourg and more in this House?

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for the Home Department (Meg Hillier): The DNA database has been a fantastic crime-solving tool and is something that we fully support. It would be inappropriate for me to comment in detail on the Government's defence in the case of S and Marper, which is going to court on Wednesday. We will await the outcome of that and take action as necessary, but our position is very firmly that the DNA database is valuable and we want to retain it.
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Genetics: Databases

Keith Vaz: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department how many DNA samples are on the national DNA database. [181241]

Meg Hillier: ‘DNA samples' refer to biological material, either taken from individuals, or from traces left at crime scenes. These samples are analysed to produce code numbers, known as profiles, which are stored on the National DNA Database (NDNAD). On 21 January 2008, the NDNAD held 319,677 profiles from crime scenes, and profiles relating to 4,290,925 individuals, loaded by all United Kingdom police forces.

Keith Vaz: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department (1) what percentage of DNA samples on the DNA database are from people who have not been convicted of any crimes; [181242]

(2) how many people who have never been convicted of a crime have a sample of their DNA on the national DNA database. [181243]

Meg Hillier: I refer my right hon. Friend to my answer to the hon. Member for Hornsey and Wood Green (Lynne Featherstone) on 13 December 2007, Official Report, column 761W.

Mr. Bailey: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department for how long the Government retains the DNA records of individuals who are not found guilty of committing an offence. [181946]

Meg Hillier: Under the Police and Criminal Evidence Act (PACE) 1984, the police have the power to take and retain DNA from anyone arrested for a recordable offence and detained in a police station.

PACE does not set a limit on retention. Instead, the police follow retention guidelines issued by the Association of Chief Police Officers (ACPO), which state that records will normally be retained for 100 years from the person's date of birth, regardless of whether they are still alive.

ACPO also issued guidance to chief officers on the consideration of applications for removal at the end of January 2006. The ACPO guidelines envisage that DNA which has been taken lawfully will be removed only in exceptional cases, though discretion remains with the chief officer. The then Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for the Home Department, my right hon. Friend the Member for Leigh (Andy Burnham), made a written ministerial statement announcing the issue of these ACPO guidelines, on 16 February 2006, Official Report, column 117WS.
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-----------------------

The Prime Minister: The Attorney-General has asked the Crown Prosecution Service to conduct an inquiry into this matter. A request was made by the Dutch authorities for us to look through our DNA records. Some 4,000 names were put to us by the Dutch, and 11 cases have been discovered as a result of the investigation. The inquiry will cover all the details of what happened. I must tell the right hon. Gentleman that it was possible for the Dutch to ask us to look at our DNA records only because we are keeping full DNA records. The Conservatives opposed that legislation.

Mr. Cameron: The Prime Minister tells us that there is an inquiry, but there always is an inquiry with this Government—frequently it is a police inquiry. The Prime Minister is somehow pretending that the fact that 4,000 details were left on a civil servant's desk for a year was a triumph of Government policy. I must ask some simple questions. He has told us about 11 criminals who have committed crimes in Britain this year. Can he tell us what crimes they committed?

The Prime Minister: The crimes, as I understand it, were assault and non-payment of fines. Those are the crimes that have been identified. The full report will reveal the final details, but I must ask the right hon. 
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Gentleman again whether he now supports DNA being kept by the Government. The Conservatives voted against the Criminal Justice Act 2003. The Dutch would not have asked us for those details had we not had the DNA, but the right hon. Gentleman was against that measure.

Mr. Cameron: As ever, the Prime Minister is completely wrong. The first DNA legislation was passed when my right hon. and learned Friend the Member for Folkestone and Hythe (Mr. Howard) was Home Secretary and I was working for him. I seem to remember— [ Interruption. ] Let us be clear: if the Government had acted on the information, crimes could have been prevented. As the Prime Minister said, some of those crimes were serious violent assaults. Why are the Government so incompetent when it comes to processing information about criminals? They failed to deport the foreign criminals; they failed to process the details of 30,000 British citizens who committed crimes overseas; and now we know that information about serious crimes sat on a desk in Whitehall for a year and nothing was done. Should not people conclude that this incompetent Government simply cannot keep them safe?

The Prime Minister: The right hon. Gentleman is entirely wrong about the deportation of foreign criminals. Two years ago, only 1,500 were deported. Last year, as a result of the action that we have taken, 4,200 were deported. We are now signing agreements with Jamaica and Nigeria, and I have raised the matter with China and Vietnam, so that we can deport foreign criminals. No records of the deportation of foreign criminals were kept under the Conservatives; we have deported 4,200.

I come back to the central question. We have tightened up the law on DNA and that is why the Dutch authorities want the information from us. The right hon. Gentleman opposed that legislation. Has he now changed his mind?

-------------------

Genetics: Databases

Mr. Ruffley: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department what the cost of maintaining the DNA database was in each year of its operation. [167015]

Meg Hillier: The National DNA Database (NDNAD) was established in 1995, when responsibility for the operational management of the NDNAD rested with the Forensic Science Service (FSS) on behalf of the Police Service. No central records of costs relating to the maintenance of the NDNAD are held prior to 2002, as cost data was incorporated in other costs incurred by the FSS.

In December 2005, the FSS was vested as a Government owned company and ownership of the NDNAD transferred from the FSS to the Home Office. On 1 April 2007 the NDNAD transferred from the Home Office to the National Policing Improvement Agency. Costs for the 2007-08 financial year are not yet available.

The costs relating to the maintenance of the NDNAD from 2002-07 are given in the following tables. The costs for 2006-07 are higher than for previous years, because of the complete separation of costs from the FSS, and because the increase in the number of forensic suppliers requires additional resources for accreditation and continuous monitoring.

Table 1




£





NDNAD Services costs
Supplier Accreditation costs
Total

2002-03
774,304
320,507
1,094,811

2003-04
904,385
388,047
1,292,432
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2004-05
1,276,823
433,828
1,710,651

2005-06
1,245,151
459,192
1,704,343

Table 2




£





NDNAD Service delivery including delivery of IT development projects
Custodian accreditation
Total

2006-07
2,041,743
527,677
2,569,420


------------------

Data Storage

Baroness Miller of Chilthorne Domer asked Her Majesty's Government:

Which companies they currently use to undertake analysis and storage of biological samples; which other companies they are considering for the purpose; and what safeguards and assessments are in place to ensure the safe storage of data. [HL1518]

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State, Home Office (Lord West of Spithead): The organisations that are at present accredited to provide DNA profiling services to the police forces of England and Wales are Forensic Science Service Ltd, LGC Forensics, Orchid Cellmark and Forensic DNA Services Ltd. Some other companies are currently being considered but cannot be named for reasons of commercial confidentiality. All the organisations used by the National DNA Database Custodian (housed within the National Policing Improvement Agency) to provide DNA analysis and storage are subject to a robust accreditation process.

The police service uses other organisations for analysis and storage of biological samples other than DNA—for example, for forensic toxicology and testing for drink or drug driving offences. Police forces require these organisations to adhere to relevant standards laid down by the United Kingdom Accreditation Service (UKAS). A full list of these organisations could be provided only at disproportionate cost.

The Written Ministerial Statement of 21 November 2007 notes that the review by the Cabinet Secretary and security experts is looking at procedures within departments and agencies for the storage and use of data. A Statement on departments' procedures will be 
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made on completion of the review. An interim progress report on the review was published by the Cabinet Office through a Written Ministerial Statement on 17 December 2007 (Official Report, col. 98WS). This included a recommendation regarding enhanced transparency with Parliament and the public about action to safeguard information and the results of that action, through publication of results, departmental annual reports and an annual report to Parliament.

It is not in the interests of the UK's national security for departments to provide details of the security measures used to protect their IT systems. This may assist persons interested in testing the effectiveness of the UK's IT defences.

-------------------

Crime: Genetics

Dr. Gibson: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department if she will undertake an investigation into the Forensic Science Service's use of DNA testing in criminal investigations. [182056]

Meg Hillier: The Interim Forensic Science Regulator commissioned a scientific review of low template forensic DNA profiling, which includes the Forensic Science Service's Low Copy Number DNA profiling service. The review, which is being led by Professor Brian Caddy of Strathclyde University, is due to report at the end of February.

18 Feb 2008 : Column 431W
-----------------

Genetics: Databases

Keith Vaz: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department what security measures exist to protect the information on the national DNA database. [181247]
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Meg Hillier: Security measures on the national DNA database (NDNAD) are managed by its custodian, the National Policing Improvement Agency (NPIA). Direct access to information on the NDNAD is restricted to a limited number of designated personnel under the control of the custodian, either directly, or under a contract awarded by the Home Office to the Forensic Science Service (FSS) for operation and maintenance of the NDNAD and development of its IT systems. Throughout the lifetime of the contract, the FSS are required to demonstrate compliance with the requirements of the International Standard for Information Security, ISO 17799.

Police and law enforcement staff do not have access to the information on the NDNAD, but receive reports from the custodian's staff of matches between DNA taken from crime scenes and that taken from individuals.

In accordance with the policy that it may assist persons interested in testing the effectiveness of the United Kingdom's IT defences, a detailed description of IT security measures cannot be provided, as this would not be in the public interest.

--------------------------
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Police: Databases

Baroness Miller of Chilthorne Domer asked Her Majesty's Government:

Further to the Written Answer by Lord West of Spithead (HL1516) on whether an adult may request the deletion of bio-information stored in connection with an offence, how many such requests have been (a) received, and (b) granted; and what appeal mechanism exists should a chief officer deny the request. [HL1723]

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State, Home Office (Lord West of Spithead): Figures for the number of requests received and granted were given by my honourable friend the Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State, Meg Hillier, in the reply to the honourable Member for Bury St Edmunds, in another place.

Under the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984, the decision on whether to agree to a request from an individual to have their DNA profile, fingerprints and associated records removed from police databases rests with the chief officer of the force that took the DNA sample and fingerprint records.

It is possible to refer the chief officer's decision to the Information Commissioner or to challenge it by way of judicial review.

------------------

Police: Genetics

Keith Vaz: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department in what circumstances a police officer may ask for a DNA sample. [181244]

Mr. McNulty: A constable has power under section 63 of the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 (PACE) to take a non-intimate sample (i.e. cells inside the mouth or from the roots of a sample of non-pubic hair) for DNA profiling without consent from a person aged 10 or over if that person is in police detention as a consequence of being arrested for a recordable offence and the same sample has not already been taken or the sample previously taken proved insufficient; or in police custody on the authority of a court and authority to take the sample is given by an inspector or above who has grounds to suspect the person of involvement in a recordable offence and to believe that the sample will tend to prove or disprove that involvement; or has been charged with, or reported for, a recordable offence and a same sample has not already been taken or a sample previously taken proved unsuitable or insufficient; or has been convicted of a recordable offence. A sample may also be taken from a person with the appropriate consent in writing.

Appropriate consent means for a person aged 17 or over, the person's consent; for a person aged 14 to 16 inclusive, the consent of the person and their parent or guardian; and, for a person aged 10 to 13 inclusive, the consent of the person's parent or guardian.

-----------------------

Business Thursday 7 February 2008
Simon Hughes (North Southwark and Bermondsey) (LD): 

…

In relation to the much wider concern at the moment about the nature of authoritarian imposition by the Government on the citizen, we have not had a debate on the surveillance state for a very long time. There is considerable concern, not just about Members of Parliament appearing to be followed and having their activities monitored illegally, but about DNA and fingerprints being held and children's records being kept. May we have, in prime time, a debate to allow the House to express its view that the Government are going too far in seeking powers over the citizen and that we need to roll back the powers of the state, not increase them?

…

Ms Harman: 

…
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…

The hon. Gentleman asked why we have not debated the surveillance state. I would say that we do not have a surveillance state, so we do not need to debate it. [ Interruption. ] We had a statement from the Ministry of Justice on Monday relating to surveillance. On Wednesday, we had a further statement pertaining to surveillance, read by the Prime Minister. The hon. Gentleman talks about the extension of what he regards as the invasion of people's civil liberties by the state, but would he say the same thing to rape victims who have seen perpetrators of rape brought to justice, in a way that they never could have been in the past, because of the collection of DNA? Our purpose in Government is to keep people safe, which is why we take the measures we do on surveillance and security. Our purpose is also to bring offenders to justice, which is why we take the measures we take on DNA and fingerprints. I hope that he would agree with that action.

--------------------

Clause 14

Educational institutions: duty to provide information

…

Mr. Gibb:

…

Column number: 467 

3.45 pm
…

We have to be careful about personal data on us that is held by state-run organisations. People need to be able to check its accuracy, and we need to be sure that the information is secure. The Government's record on securing our personal data is not good: the Criminal Records Bureau mistakenly labelled 2,700 innocent people as having criminal records; the sex offenders register lost track of 300 hundred offenders; 27,000 criminals, many of them serious, were left off the police national computer; 100,000 innocent children are on 

Column number: 468

the DNA database; 26,000 police-collected samples were mistakenly left off the police national computer; and 500,000 entries were misrecorded. Her Majesty's Revenue and Customs lost 25 million personal records, including information about children and people's bank accounts, and last year there were 2,110 other security breaches by HMRC; the Department for Transport lost 3 million driving licence applications; and the Ministry of Defence left a laptop, containing the details of thousands of people who had expressed an interest in joining the Army, in the back of a car, from where it was stolen. 

Again, the Data Protection Act gives people the right to access their personal data, which is important, and the right to correct or destroy inaccurate data. It is important therefore that the Bill is consistent, and in accordance with, the principles of that Act.

…

------------------
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…

Genetics: Databases

Mr. Vara: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department pursuant to the answer of 10 December 2007, Official Report, columns 83-84W, on genetics: databases, how many of the 22,700 people who voluntarily provided a DNA sample were later (a) arrested and (b) charged with an offence before the decision was made to retain their sample on the national database. [175632]

Meg Hillier: This information is not held centrally.

‘Volunteer' samples may be requested from victims of crime, persons who may have had legitimate access to a crime scene, or from individuals in relation to an intelligence-led screen of a particular subgroup of the population from which an offender is thought to come, for elimination purposes in the investigation of a specific offence. The individual concerned must provide written consent for the sample to be taken. Volunteer subject sample profiles are only added to the national DNA database (NDNAD) where the individual has also given separate written consent for their profile to be loaded and retained on the NDNAD. In practice, only a relatively small proportion of volunteer subject sample profiles are added to the NDNAD.

---------------

Police: Databases

Baroness Miller of Chilthorne Domer asked Her Majesty's Government:

Whether the retention of bioinformation profiles for those not charged with or convicted of an offence has a significant impact on crime detection rates. [HL1514]

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State, Home Office (Lord West of Spithead): Information on the number of crimes that have been detected using DNA profiles and fingerprints taken from suspects who had, previously been arrested but not charged, or convicted, of an offence is not held centrally as detections are achieved through integrated criminal investigation and not by forensic science alone.

Some research information is, however, available on the number of DNA profiles taken from those arrested but not charged and from those arrested, charged but not convicted of an offence that have resulted in a DNA match, thus providing the police with an intelligence link on the possible identity of the offender and assisting in the detection of crimes.

In April 2004, an amendment to the Police and Criminal Evidence Act (PACE) 1984 came into effect which enabled the police to take and retain DNA and fingerprints from persons who had been arrested for a recordable offence. In the period April 2004 to December 2005, the retention of DNA profiles of arrested persons who had not been charged or proceeded against had resulted in matches with crime scene profiles from over 3,000 offences including 37 murders, 16 attempted murders and 90 rapes.

In May 2001, an amendment to PACE 1984 came into effect which enabled the police to retain DNA samples taken from persons who had been charged but not convicted of an offence. In the period May 2001 to December 2005, an estimated 200,000 DNA samples taken from people charged with offences had also been retained on the National DNA Database, which would previously have had to be removed 
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because of the absence of a conviction. From these, approximately 8,500 profiles of individuals have been linked with crime scene profiles, involving nearly 14,000 offences. These offences included 114 murders, five attempted murders, 116 rapes, 68 sexual offences; 119 aggravated burglaries and 127 of the supply of controlled drugs.

Baroness Miller of Chilthorne Domer asked Her Majesty's Government:

How many individuals have been given access to the National DNA Database for the purpose of non-operational research; and, of those, how many were given access to datacards as well as DNA records. [HL1517]

Lord West of Spithead: The Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 (PACE) states that DNA samples and the profiles derived from them can only be used for the purposes of prevention and detection of crime, the investigation of an offence, the conduct of a prosecution or, since April 2005, for the purposes of identifying a deceased person.

Requests for the release of profiles or samples must be approved by the National DNA Database (NDNAD) Strategy Board. In the first instance, requests are made to the custodian of the NDNAD, who provides the board with details of the request, together with his observations on its merits, for the board to consider. In accordance with the requirements of PACE, the board does not approve any research unless it has clear operational benefit to the police.

Therefore, no access to the NDNAD has been given to any person or organisation for non-operational research.

---------------------

Mr. Nick Clegg (Sheffield, Hallam) (LD): This week's bugging controversy should not come as a surprise to the Prime Minister. After all, it is this Government who have turned the British public into the most spied upon on the planet: 1,000 surveillance requests every day; 1 million innocent people on the Government's DNA database; and 5,000 schools now fingerprinting our children at school. Is that what the Prime Minister meant when he spoke so stirringly a few months ago about the great British tradition of liberty?

The Prime Minister: I take it that the right hon. Gentleman and the Liberal authorities support CCTV. I take it that they support the intercept action that is taken when it is necessary for national security. I take it that he accepts that only 1,500 intercepts have been commissioned by Ministers as a result of urgent security needs. Does he accept these things or not?
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Mr. Clegg: The Prime Minister seems to see no limits. He is creating a surveillance state. Why has he consistently refused requests for more power to be given to the Information Commissioner? Why does he not do what is already done in Scotland and remove the DNA of innocent people from the database? Why will he not act immediately to stop the scandalous fingerprinting of our children at school?

The Prime Minister: People in this country are reassured by the presence of CCTV; I hope that the right hon. Gentleman is not proposing to remove it. That is one very important part of the investigatory and surveillance powers that we give the police to carry out their work. I would hope that the right hon. Gentleman would look at the Regulation of Investigatory Powers Act 2000 and see the protections that have been put in place where there is surveillance and where there are intercepts. They include authorisation by a senior officer, the right to appeal to an independent tribunal, and a commissioner for surveillance who looks at matters and reports annually. We are taking the steps to protect the liberties of the citizens; I hope that the right hon. Gentleman will support that.

----------------------

Databases: Genetics

Mr. Ruffley: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department how many requests for information held on the national DNA database her Department received from other countries in each year since 2004. [169351]

Meg Hillier: There are three categories of information sought from the National DNA Database by other countries:

1. Searches carried out against the National DNA Database of DNA profiles from outstanding serious crimes or for the identification of an unknown deceased person believed to be a UK national. Reports are issued directly to United Kingdom National Central Bureau for Interpol (UK NCB) based at the Serious Organised Crime Agency (SOCA) as to the outcome of each profile search.
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Number of searched profile responses provided to SOCA

2004-05
149

2005-06
249

2006-07
498

2007-08 to date 28 November 2007
523

Total
1,419

2. Request for the DNA profile held for a subject on the National DNA database, where fingerprints have been provided to the country that the individual currently resides in. Again this is information provided to SOCA.

Subject DNA profiles provided



Number of profiles provided to SOCA

August 2004 to December 2004
12

2005
76

2006
66

2007 to date 28 November 2007
62

Total
216

3. Database management information. This provides the number of subject and crimestain DNA profile records held on the database and the number of match reports generated. Countries who do not have a DNA database use this information to demonstrate the success of the UK Database to support their case for legislation in their own country for a DNA database. Requestors are directed to the most recent published National DNA Database annual report, thus no figures are kept for the numbers of such requests.

Mr. Clegg: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department how many individuals aged under (a) 10, (b) 16 and (c) 18 years old who have not been convicted of any offence have their DNA profile stored on the National DNA Database. [167032]

Jacqui Smith: In relation to the number of individuals who have not been convicted of any offence on the National DNA Database, I refer the right hon. Member to the reply given to the hon. Member for Hornsey and Wood Green (Lynne Featherstone) on 13 December 2007, Official Report, column 761W. This gives figures for the numbers of those with a profile on the NDNAD who have not been convicted of any offence. However a further breakdown of these figures by age could be obtained only at disproportionate cost.

As at 10 August 2007 there were records of 47 individuals under the age of 10 on the National DNA Database, of which 38 were submitted by forces in England and Wales and nine from forces in Scotland. In England and Wales a child under 10 is below the age of criminal responsibility and so cannot be prosecuted and convicted, so by definition those of this age on the DNA Database had not been convicted of any offence. Also, in England and Wales the police have no power to take a DNA sample from an under 10 without the consent of a parent or guardian. In Scotland the age of criminal responsibility is eight, so the nine children whose details had been submitted by Scottish forces may have been convicted of an offence.
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Police: Databases

Baroness Miller of Chilthorne Domer asked Her Majesty's Government:

How many individuals' data are stored on the National DNA Database; and, of those, how many (a) are convicted criminals; (b) are currently serving a sentence; (c) have not been convicted of a crime; and (d) have never been charged with a recordable offence. [HL1307]

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State, Home Office (Lord West of Spithead): On 31 December 2007, there were 4,264,451 individuals with a DNA profile retained on the National DNA Database (NDNAD). Of these, an estimated 4,011,954 were sampled by police forces in England and Wales.

The most recent figures available on the number of convictions of those on the NDNAD were published in an Answer given in another place, (Official Report, 13 December 2007, col. 761W).

It is not possible to provide details of people who are currently serving sentences except at disproportionate cost. It is not possible to provide details of those who have never been charged with a recordable offence.

Baroness Miller of Chilthorne Domer asked Her Majesty's Government:

In the past year, how many sets of fingerprints and biological samples have been taken without consent by each police force in England and Wales. [HL1309]
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Lord West of Spithead: Data on the number of sets of fingerprints taken without consent are not held centrally by the National Policing Improvement Agency (NPIA) and cannot therefore be provided.

Available information relating to DNA samples indicates that approximately 690,000 DNA samples were taken without consent by police forces in England and Wales in 2006-07. The numbers of profiles derived from these samples which were actually loaded to the DNA database, broken down by force, are shown in the attached table. (Three forces did not return data and figures for these have been estimated). The numbers of samples taken and profiles loaded are higher than the number of persons involved, as some persons are sampled more than once.

Police Force
No. of subject sample profiles loaded to the NDNAD in 2007

Avon and Somerset
13,800

Bedfordshire
5,682

British Transport
7,759

Cambridgeshire
7,343

Cheshire
9,230

City of London Police
2,192

Cleveland
6,460

Cumbria
5,060

Derbyshire
11,361

Devon and Cornwall
13,322

Dorset
5,976

Durham
5,938

Dyfed-Powys
4,824

Essex
16,890

Gloucestershire
4,675

Greater Manchester Police
26,477

Gwent
5,448

Hampshire
19,473

Hertfordshire
9,197

Humberside
7,166

Kent
16,118

Lancashire
14,415

Leicestershire
7,210

Lincolnshire
6,926

Merseyside
17,186

Metropolitan Police
88,935

Norfolk
6,626

North Wales
6,428

North Yorkshire
7,305

Northamptonshire
4,949

Northumbria
19,212

Nottinghamshire
9,839

South Wales Constabulary
10,575

South Yorkshire
13,868

Staffordshire
11,284

Suffolk
5,637

Surrey
7,791

Sussex
15,595

Thames Valley
21,461

Warwickshire Police
5,050

West Mercia
9,106

West Midlands
36,206

West Yorkshire
25,569

Wiltshire
4,868

Total
560,432
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Baroness Miller of Chilthorne Domer asked Her Majesty's Government:

For how many individuals aged 10 to 18 they have bioinformation stored. [HL1515]

Lord West of Spithead: As at 21 January 2008, the National DNA Database (NDNAD) held 362,812 profiles from individuals between the ages of 10 and 18 (up to their 18th birthday), from all forces in the United Kingdom, (this includes England, Wales, Scotland, Northern Ireland and the Channel Islands). The number of profiles held on the database is not indicative of the number of individuals. As it is possible for a profile to be loaded onto the NDNAD on more than one occasion, some profiles held on the NDNAD are replicates. This can occur, for example, if the person provided different names, or different versions of their name, on separate arrests.

At present, the replication rate is 13.3 per cent, that is, the number of people whose details are loaded is 13.3 per cent fewer than the number of profiles. Therefore, the estimated number of individuals between the ages of 10 and 18 as at 21 January 2008 is 314,558. Individuals who were under 18 at the time that a DNA sample was taken from them, but were over 18 on this date, are not included in the figures.

The IDENT1 database, which holds fingerprints records, cannot provide information on the ages of individuals.
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-------------

Data Storage

Baroness Miller of Chilthorne Domer asked Her Majesty's Government:

Which persons outside the United Kingdom have or will have access to their national forensic databases. [HL1529]

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State, Home Office (Lord West of Spithead): Currently, the only access to fingerprint data by persons outside the United Kingdom is through the law enforcement entity of a sovereign state that has signed the accords and protocols of Interpol. Searches are undertaken by prior consent on a case-by-case basis and are managed by the UK National Central Bureau (UK NCB) of the Serious Organised Crime Agency (SOCA).

There are many initiatives to share DNA information internationally, however, no person or organisation outside the UK has, or will have, access to the National DNA Database (NDNAD). Any requests for information have to be processed by staff in the UK and disclosure is governed by strict guidelines.

The advent of the Schengen Aquis and the Pruem Treaty may, in due time, allow further access. However, these interfaces are yet to be defined.

------------------

Police: Databases

Baroness Miller of Chilthorne Domer asked Her Majesty's Government:

In the past year, how many individuals' fingerprints and biological samples have been taken without consent in connection with a non-imprisonable offence; and [HL1310]

How many sets of (a) fingerprints, and (b) biological samples have been taken by police from individuals who were arrested for a recordable offence and were (1) not charged, and (2) subsequently acquitted. [HL1311]

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State, Home Office (Lord West of Spithead): No information is held centrally on the number of individuals who have had fingerprints and DNA samples taken without consent in connection with a non-imprisonable offence.

Data on arrest and criminal histories such as subsequent charges, convictions and acquittals are not held on the National Fingerprint Database (IDENTI) or the National DNA Database (NDNAD), but are held on the Police National Computer (PNC). Such data, including data on the number of persons arrested for a recordable offence, have their fingerprints and DNA taken and who were (1) not charged or (2) acquitted are not available routinely at present, but the National Policing Improvement Agency which has responsibility for the delivery of NDNAD services is working towards being able to provide such data regularly from the NDNAD and PNC. The information requested could be obtained currently only at disproportionate cost by cross-searching all the records retained for such person on the PNC.

However, some information was obtained at the end of October 2007, which was published in an answer given in another place, (Official Report, 13 December 2007, col. 761W).



4 Feb 2008 : Column WA159



Police: DNA Database

Baroness Miller of Chilthorne Domer asked Her Majesty's Government:

What are the stages of the process of removing an innocent individual's data from the National DNA Database. [HL1292]

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State, Home Office (Lord West of Spithead): Under the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 (PACE), the police have the power indefinitely to retain profiles on the National DNA Database (NDNAD) derived from samples taken from persons arrested for a recordable offence and detained in a police station, regardless of whether they are charged or convicted. While the decision on whether to agree to a request from an individual to have their DNA profile removed from the NDNAD lies with the chief officer of the force which took the sample, profiles will normally be retained unless there are exceptional circumstances.

The Association of Chief Police Officers (ACPO) issued guidance to chief officers on the consideration of applications for removal at the end of January 2006. The then Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State, Andy Burnham, made a Written Ministerial Statement relating to the guidance on 16 February 2006, (Official Report, col.11 7WS) a copy of which has been placed in the Library.

ACPO has tasked a specialist unit within Hampshire constabulary (known as ACPO Criminal Record Office (ACPO CRO)) to assist chief officers in arriving at a decision, by providing examples of how requests have been dealt with in other forces and offering advice. However, the final decision remains with chief officers, who are not obliged to refer cases to ACPO CRO or to agree with its recommendations.

The procedure recommended by ACPO CRO is that, on receipt of a request for deletion, the force should ensure that sufficient detail is available to identify the applicant correctly. The applicant will be invited to state the grounds upon which they believe their case to be exceptional. The chief officer is asked to consider any response and either reply to the applicant rejecting the application for the removal of the record(s), or refer the case papers to ACPO CRO, who will provide advice based on any relevant precedents held.

The chief officer will then decide whether to retain or remove the record(s), and respond directly to the applicant with notification of this decision. If it is decided to remove the profile, the police force will inform the NDNAD, and the profile concerned will be removed.

-------------------

Databases: Genetics

Mr. Ruffley: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department how many requests have been made to chief constables for the removal of (a) DNA and (b) police national computer records since 2006; and how many of these requests have been granted. [169352]

Meg Hillier: There are no central records of the number of requests made to chief officers for the removal of DNA, fingerprints and police national computer records and the number which have been granted since 2006. Under the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984, the decision on whether to agree to a request from an individual to have their DNA profile, fingerprints and associated records removed from police databases lies with the chief officer of the force which took the DNA sample and fingerprint records.


4 Feb 2008 : Column 806W
Damian Green: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department (1) what assessment her Department has made of the likely period of time it will take a police constable to check a person's identity against the National Identity Register when it becomes operational; [171054]

(2) what assessment her Department has made of the technology requirements needed by police forces to check a person's identity against the National Identity Register when it becomes available; and if she will make a statement; [171055]

(3) how many police stations her Department expects to have technology and equipment to allow officers access to the National Identity Register when it is first introduced. [171056]

Meg Hillier: It is estimated that police checks against the NIR will take only a short time, similar to current checks against police databases, to fit in with the operational requirements of the police. The exact amount of time taken will vary, depending on the nature of the check carried out, but routine identity verification should take a matter of seconds.

The exact technical details of how identity checks will be made have yet to be negotiated, precise details will be determined by the chosen supplier and the police during the development of the Scheme.

When the Scheme is first introduced the number of checks required by the police will be limited but will increase as the Scheme grows. Consequently, in the beginning there will be a limited number of police stations that have technology and equipment to allow officers to make identity checks against the National Identity Register. As rollout continues it will be a matter for the police to determine their requirement for equipment as the Scheme rolls out.

Damian Green: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department how many people arrested but not subsequently convicted had their details (a) entered onto and (b) subsequently removed from the National DNA Database in each year since its creation. [177436]

Meg Hillier: The National DNA Database (NDNAD) records the DNA profiles for particular individuals. It does not hold data on arrest and criminal records. To provide figures for the number of people arrested but not convicted which were (a) entered onto and (b) removed from the National DNA Database could be done at disproportionate cost only.

---------------

Baroness Miller of Chilthorne Domer asked Her Majesty's Government:

Whether an adult may request the deletion of bioinformation stored in connection with an offence with which he or she was connected as a minor. [HL1516]

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State, Home Office (Lord West of Spithead): Bioinformation is understood to refer to DNA samples, DNA profiles derived from the samples, and fingerprint records. The police have the power to take and retain indefinitely bioinformation of these types from persons arrested for a recordable offence. Individuals may request the destruction or deletion of bioinformation whether or not they were under 18 at the time of the arrest in relation to which the bioinformation was taken.

The decision on whether to agree to a request from an individual to have their DNA profile removed from the National DNA Database lies with the chief officer of the force which took the sample. The Association of Chief Police Officers issued guidance to chief officers on the consideration of applications for removal at the end of January 2006. The then Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State, Andy Burnham, made a Written Ministerial Statement on the guidance on 16 February 2006 (Official Report, col. 117WS) and placed it in the Library. The guidance makes it clear that it is expected that DNA profiles which have been taken lawfully will be removed in exceptional cases only.

ACPO has tasked a specialist unit within Hampshire Constabulary (known as ACPO Criminal Record Office) to assist chief officers in arriving at a decision, by providing examples of how requests have been dealt with in other forces and offering advice. However, the final decision rests with chief officers.

---------------

