Our ref: 6152/17
1)Please provide a copy of guidance issued to police officers for dealing with groups that hunt alleged
paedophiles.
2)Please state the number of occasions in which police have been called to "stings" by groups that hunt
alleged paedophiles, who have caught an alleged paedophile, in each of the last three financial years
and the current financial year to date.
Please provide the incident report for each case.
*If question 2 would breach cost limit, please just provide an answer question 1, and I’ll pare question 2
down in a follow up to bring it within cost at a later point.
In order to provide an accurate response to question two would involve a manual trawl of all sexual
offences that were linked to a victim under 16 to establish whether they relate to your request. In the last
three financial years we have recorded 12,227 sexual offences against children under 16 years and at a
conservative estimate of five minutes per record this would take in excess of 1000 hours to provide.
As requested, question two has been withdrawn for the above reason.
West Yorkshire Police follow the ‘National Guidance on responding to Online CSA Vigilante groups’ a
copy of which is attached. Unfortunately West Yorkshire Police is unable to provide you with the full
guidance and redactions have been applied by virtue of Section 31(1)(a)(b)– Law enforcement. Please
see appendix A for the full legislative explanation.

Appendix A

The Freedom of Information Act 2000 creates a statutory right of access to information held by public
authorities. A public authority in receipt of a request must, if permitted, state under Section 1(a) of the
Act, whether it holds the requested information and, if held, then communicate that information to the
applicant under Section 1(b) of the Act.
The right of access to information is not without exception and is subject to a number of exemptions
which are designed to enable public authorities to withhold information that is unsuitable for release.
Importantly the Act is designed to place information into the public domain, that is, once access to
information is granted to one person under the Act, it is then considered public information and must be
communicated to any individual should a request be received.
DECISION
This letter serves as a Refusal Notice under Section 17 of the Freedom of Information Act 2000.
Section 17 of the Act provides:
(1) A public authority which, in relation to any request for information, is to any extent relying on a claim
that information is exempt information must, within the time for complying with Section 1(1), give the
applicant a notice which:(a) states the fact,
(b) specifies the exemption in question, and
(c) states (if that would not otherwise be apparent) why the exemption applies.

REASONS FOR DECISION
The reason that we are unable to provide you with this information is covered by the following
exemption(s):
Section 31(1)(a)(b) - Law Enforcement
This is a qualified and prejudice-based exemption, I am therefore obliged to communicate harm and
conduct a public interest test on the exempted information.
Harm
To disclose information relating to the investigative process for crimes relating to child abuse would be
harmful as it would undermine current and future investigations. Disclosure would provide information to
offenders on our investigative process which in turn could be used to evade detection or continue
offending by exploiting this information. This would lead to further crimes being committed and victims
subjected to this type of abuse to increase. It is of paramount importance that the police service is able
to safeguard current victims and protect any others in the future. The disclosure of the redacted material
would have an impact on policing across the country as offenders would be able to take steps to avoid
detection.
Factors favouring disclosure
Disclosure would adhere to the basic principle of being open and transparent. There is a strong public
interest in knowing how the police service investigates and collates evidence on child abuse offenders.
Knowing that the police has appropriate steps in place to ensure the safety of children and apprehend
those committing such crimes would ensure that the public is confident in the police service ability to
achieve this. Furthermore, if it is felt that the police is not appropriately taking steps to protect children,
the disclosure of this information would enable an informed discussion on the matter.
Factors favouring non-disclosure
The disclosure of the redacted material is directly related to operational and investigate options available
to the police service. The disclosure of the information would enable offenders to understand actions
taken by the police and would undermine future and current investigations. Offenders would be able to
take steps to circumvent the actions taken by the police which would have a direct impact on ensuring
the safety of children and bringing offenders to court.
Balancing Test
Although there is a public interest in knowing how the police investigate and safeguard victims against
child sexual abuse, to disclose this information would undermine that process. There is already
considerable information about how the police support and target offenders, through local or national
initiatives and multi-agency working. However to provide the redacted information would undermine
investigations and would lead to offenders being able to avoid detection. This would increase the number
of crimes committed and the number of victims. The police service has a duty to protect and the
disclosure of this information would certainly have an effect on the police service’s ability to do so. After
careful consideration it is therefore felt that the decision to exempt the information outweighs the public
interest.’

