Parliamentary Questions on DNA (forensics)

 October 2006


DNA Profiles

Mr. Crabb: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department whether DNA profiles retrieved during the course of an investigation where the crime remains unsolved are deleted as a matter of routine once the persons concerned are eliminated from police inquiries. [89880]

Joan Ryan [holding answer 9 October 2006]: DNA samples taken voluntarily for elimination purposes e.g. from persons such as the victim, witnesses, another person who had legitimate access to the crime scene or as part of an intelligence led screen must be destroyed as soon as they have fulfilled the purpose for which they were taken unless the person gives written consent to their DNA profile being loaded onto the National DNA Database.

DNA profiles retrieved from a crime scene which cannot be identified as coming from a person not suspected of the crime are added to the National DNA Database.


31 Oct 2006 : Column 386W


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

DNA Database (Hendon)

Mr. Dismore: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department how many Hendon residents are on the National DNA Database. [96934]

Mr. McNulty: The information requested is not available. The National DNA Database records, inter alia, the police force which took the person's DNA sample but not the person's address.

30 Oct 2006 : Column 135W


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

Andrew Rosindell: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department whether (a) illegal immigrants and (b) foreign national prisoners are (i) DNA tested and (ii) fingerprinted before being deported. [68903]

Mr. Byrne: Immigration legislation does not provide any powers to take DNA samples from individuals. Under provisions in the Police and Criminal Evidence Act (PACE) 1984, police officers may take a DNA sample from any person arrested or charged in connection with a recordable offence. Section 141 of the Immigration and Asylum Act 1999 (as amended) provides a power for authorised persons to take fingerprints from any person in respect of whom a relevant immigration decision has been made. This includes the decision to remove an illegal entrant and the decision to deport. When serving a decision notice on an illegal entrant, the immigration officer will check against existing Immigration fingerprint records and if there is no trace he or she will fingerprint the individual. In the case of foreign national prisoners, fingerprints will have been taken at an earlier stage under police powers at the point of charging for the criminal offence.

26 Oct 2006 : Column 2124W


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

DNA Database

Mr. Clegg: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department pursuant to the answer to the hon. Member for Hornsey and Wood Green, of 18 April 2006, Official Report, columns 293-94W, on the DNA database, how many in each category were not convicted of an offence. [86497]

John Reid: It is not currently possible to determine how many of the 124,347 “CJ arrestees” (persons with a DNA profile on the National DNA Database who have been arrested and subsequently not charged or cautioned with an offence) have never been convicted of an offence. However, some partial, new information is available on the number of these persons who have previously been charged, reported for summons or sanctioned(1) for another offence. This information was obtained by the ACPO Criminal Records Office Team who have been monitoring the DNA sampling of persons arrested for a recordable offence. The information available is shown in the following table.

The figures show that 23,519 of the “124,347 persons with a DNA profile on the National DNA Database (NDNAD) who had been arrested but not charged or cautioned with an offence" had a PNC record created prior to the arrest event when their DNA sample was taken. This indicates that these persons had previously been charged, reported for summons or sanctioned for at least one other offence.

The figures might suggest that the remaining 100,828 persons have never been charged, reported for summons or sanctioned for any offence. However, information is not currently available on the proportion of the 124,347 persons who may have been charged, reported for summons or sanctioned for an offence after the arrest event when their DNA sample was taken.

The Home Office, ACPO and PITO are working towards being able to provide such information from the NDNAD and PNC.

(1)Sanctions include convictions and cautions (including reprimands and final warnings.

Breakdown of CJ arrestees on the National DNA Database showing persons where a PNC record had been created prior to the arrest and NFA( 1) event





Total number of records broken down by ethnicity
Number of records where a PNC record had been created prior to the arrest and NFA event( 2)
Number of records where a PNC record had not been created prior to the arrest and NFA event( 3)

6+1 ethnic appearance rating




White European
79,349
18,717
60,632

Dark European
2,183
272
1,911

Afro-Caribbean
9,208
1,742
7,466

Asian
7,889
1,135
6,754

Oriental
1,067
60
1,007

Arab
1,370
120
1,250






Non-ethnic visual appearance code




White
10,522
1,058
9,464


16 Oct 2006 : Column 1043W

16 Oct 2006 : Column 1044W


Non-white
7,155
227
6,928






Unknown including N/T, not recorded, raw data not available
5,604
188
5,416






Total
124,347
23,519
100,828

(1)NFA—no further action was taken, ie the person was arrested and subsequently not charged or cautioned with an offence. (2) Data indicates that the PNC record had been created up to 31 December 2003. Records where the individual was arrested after the “arrest and NFA event” are not included. (3) Data indicates that the record was created after 31 December 2003. In these cases, the arrest and NFA event is likely to be the first time an individual has come to police notice. Note: Of the 124,347 total records, it has not been possible to obtain the ethnic appearance information of 5,604.





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

18 Oct 2006 : Column 872
Q4. [94492] Michael Jabez Foster (Hastings and Rye) (Lab): Thousands more criminals have been convicted as a result of the provisions of the Criminal Justice Act 2003, allowing the police to take suspects' DNA—a measure that Opposition Members oppose. Will my right hon. Friend reject any calls for a dumbing down or blunting of this important instrument in the fight against crime?

The Prime Minister: My hon. Friend makes a very important point about the DNA database. The police are now matching something like 3,000 offences a month and literally hundreds of murders, manslaughters, rapes and other serious offences have been solved as a result of that database. The Conservative party was opposed to it on the basis that it transgressed people's civil liberties, but it is important to build up the DNA database, which provides a vital way of fighting crime in the modern world. If people are serious about fighting crime, they cannot allege that we are not doing enough and then oppose the very measures necessary to do it.

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

Police Records

Lynne Featherstone: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department how many requests were made to chief constables for the removal of (a) DNA, (b) fingerprint and (c) police national computer records in each of the last five years; and how many of these requests have been granted. [92197]


12 Oct 2006 : Column 861W
Joan Ryan: There are no central records of the number of requests made to chief officers for the removal of DNA, fingerprints and police national computer (PNC) records and the number which were granted before 2006.

However, earlier this year the Association of Chief Police Officers issued guidance to chief constables on the consideration of applications for the removal of DNA samples and, as at 9 October 2006, 84 profiles have either been or are being removed, a further 33 cases are pending and 14 samples have been retained. In all but one of these cases, all the records were removed. In one instance the PNC record was retained.

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

Police Records

Lynne Featherstone: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department in what exceptional circumstances a person's request to have their (a) DNA, (b) fingerprint and (c) police national computer records deleted would be granted; and if he will make a statement. [92198]

Joan Ryan: The Association of Chief Police Officers issued guidance to chief officers on the consideration of applications for the deletion of DNA samples, fingerprints and a record on the police national computer earlier this year. The then Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State, Andy Burnham, made a written ministerial statement on the guidance on 16 February 2006, Official Report, column 117WS and placed copies in the Library.

Each request for the deletion of DNA and fingerprint records is considered on its individual merits. However, exceptional circumstances which might merit deletion of these records would include situations where the arrest was unlawful or the DNA and fingerprints had been taken unlawfully or where it was later found that no crime had been committed. In the majority of cases once a request for the deletion of the DNA and fingerprint records has been granted the police national computer record would also be deleted.

11 Oct 2006 : Column 782W—continued

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

9 Oct 2006 : Column 491W—continued

Mr. Crabb: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department how many DNA profiles have been removed from the national DNA database on the basis of an approved special request made by the individuals concerned in each year since 2000. [89915]

Joan Ryan: 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. Until recently, no central records were kept of the circumstances in which Chief Officers exercised their discretion in this matter. 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, column 117WS and placed it in the Library. ACPO have tasked a specialist unit within Hampshire police (known as ACPO Criminal Record Office) with supporting the Chief Officer's 
9 Oct 2006 : Column 491W
consideration of the exercise of his or her discretion, by providing examples of how requests have been dealt with in other forces and offering advice. However, the decision remains with Chief Officers, who for example may still decide to retain DNA samples without reference to the unit. Specialist unit figures show that at 31 August 2006, of the cases which they have examined, 36 profiles have been removed. In a further 38 cases it has been decided that they are to be removed but this decision has not yet been actioned. There are no central records for cases considered before January 2006, or cases since then where the Chief Officer has not referred the matter to the unit.

9 Oct 2006 : Column 491W—continued

-----------

Lynne Jones: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department pursuant to the answer of 8 February 2006, Official Report, column 1270W, on DNA profiles, whether there is evidence that persons arrested but not proceeded against are more likely to offend than the population at large; and what estimate he has made of how many matches an average crime scene would yield if there was a national database with everyone on it. [91030]

Joan Ryan [holding answer 13 September 2006]: As far as we are aware, there is no definitive data available on whether persons arrested but not proceeded against are more likely to offend than the population at large.

In relation to persons on the National DNA Database, as indicated in the answer of 20 December 2005, Official Report, column 2890W, at early December 2005, there were 124,347 people with a DNA profile on the NDNAD who had been arrested and who were not subsequently charged or cautioned with an offence. New data obtained recently from the ACPO Criminal Records Office indicate that over 23,000 of the 124,347 persons had had a PNC record created prior to the arrest event when their DNA sample was taken. This indicates that these persons had been charged, reported for summons and/or sanctioned(1) for at least one other offence prior to the arrest event at which they had a DNA sample taken.

No information is currently available on the proportion of the 124,347 persons who may have been charged, reported for summons or sanctioned for an offence after the arrest event when their DNA sample was taken. The Home Office, ACPO and PITO are working towards being able to provide such information from the NDNAD and PNC.

Monitoring of the implementation of the powers introduced in April 2004 which enable the police to take DNA from persons who have been arrested for a recordable offence has also provided some information. Since April 2004 sampling persons who have been arrested but not proceeded against has yielded a match with a crime scene stain in over 3,000 offences. These 
9 Oct 2006 : Column 492W
offences include 37 murders, 16 attempted murders, 90 rapes and 1,136 burglary offences. It should be noted that this data provides intelligence, not evidence, suggesting the arrested persons as possible suspects.

No estimate has been made of the number of matches an average crime scene would yield if there was a universal DNA database covering the whole UK population. The Government have made it clear on a number of occasions that it has no plans to introduce a universal compulsory, or voluntary, national DNA database or to seek to obtain a DNA sample from the entire population. No estimates have therefore been produced based on a universal database.

(1) Sanctions include convictions and cautions (including reprimands and final warnings).

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

Mr. Crabb: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department what proportion of people whose DNA records are held on the national police database have (a) a criminal record, (b) been the subject of wrongful arrest and (c) have been given a custodial sentence. [82563]

Joan Ryan: As at 30 June 2006, there were approximately 3,457,000 individuals with a DNA profile retained on the National DNA Database (NDNAD). This figure included 18,056 persons who had provided a DNA profile voluntarily. These figures were obtained from the NDNAD.

Data on arrest and criminal histories are not held on the NDNAD. However, some data are available from the Police National Computer (PNC), but not for all of the individuals with a profile on the NDNAD. Data provided by the Police Information Technology Organisation (PITO) from the PNC indicate that, as at 14 July 2006, 2,922,624 persons on the NDNAD had an entry retained on PNC. The PNC entries relating to the other 534,000 individuals with a DNA profile on the NDNAD had been removed from the PNC for a number of reasons, for example, because they had not been convicted of an offence or because proceedings were discontinued.

Of the 2,922,624 individuals with an entry on PNC, 2,317,555 have a conviction or caution recorded on the PNC i.e. have a criminal record. The difference between the two figures is attributed to: young persons aged under 18 who have a formal warning or reprimand recorded on the PNC (equivalent to a caution); persons who have been charged with a recordable offence and the proceedings are on-going; and persons who have been arrested for a recordable offence but no further action is taken.

No data are held centrally on the number of persons with a DNA profile on the NDNAD who have been the subject of a wrongful arrest.

Of the 2,317, 555 persons who have a conviction or caution, 636,271 (27percent) have had a custodial sentence.

It is important to note that the data obtained from the PNC do not provide data for all of the individuals with a DNA profile on the NDNAD.


9 Oct 2006 : Column 493W


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

