
 
I would like to request data on the intelligence information which has been submitted via Crimestoppers 
since June 2018 in regards to drug dealing, firearms and gang activity in Dewsbury, Baltey and Spen. 
Specifically we would like to know the following; 
- How many reports from crimestoppers have been actioned upon. 
- how many arrests have been made. 
- How many reports are still not actioned 
- How many reports are part of ongoing investigation. 
 
West Yorkshire Police can neither confirm nor deny that information is held as the duty in Section 1(1)(a) 
of the Freedom of Information Act 2000 does not apply by virtue of the following exemptions; 
Section 23(5) Information supplied by or concerning certain Security Bodies 
Section 24(2) National Security 
Section 30(3) Investigations  
Section 31(3) Law Enforcement 
Section 40(5) Personal Information  
 
This should not be taken as conclusive evidence that the information you requested exists or does not 
exist. Please see appendix A for a 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  
 
West Yorkshire Police can neither confirm nor deny that information is held as the duty in Section 1(1)(a) 
of the Freedom of Information Act 2000 does not apply by virtue of the following exemptions: 
 
Section 23(5) Information supplied by or concerning certain Security Bodies 
Section 24(2) National Security 
Section 30(3) Investigations  
Section 31(3) Law Enforcement 
Section 40(5) Personal Information  

 
Sections 23 and 40 are class based absolute exemption and there is no requirement to evidence the 
harm or consider the public interest in confirmation or denial.  
 
Sections 30 is a class based qualified exemption and there is a requirement to consider the public 
interest in ensuring neither confirming nor denying that information exists is appropriate. 
 
Sections 24 and 31 are prejudice based qualified exemptions and there is a requirement to articulate the 
prejudice (harm) confirming or denying information exists as well as considering the public interest. 
 
Overall harm for neither confirming nor denying that any information is held for Section 24 and 
Section 31 
Disclosure of the information could impact on the recruitment and retention of CHIS in general, due to 
the perception of (rather than the actual) risk of identification. CHIS provide intelligence in relation to 
national security concerns, and, the disclosure of the requested information would damage national 
security through discouraging current national security CHIS from cooperating with the police service in 
other geographical areas, or preventing the recruitment of national security CHIS in the future – 
regardless of whether the area in question actually currently runs CHIS reporting on serious crime, 



terrorist or other threats. The same argument can be used for members of the public who wish to 
anonymously provide intelligence to the police. 
 
The impact of confirming or denying that information is held has potential to undermine ongoing 
investigations. This could in turn lead to police officers having to be removed from their frontline duties 
and diverted to policing organised crime groups. In order to counter criminal offending it is vital that the 
police have the ability to work together, where necessary covertly, to ensure the successful arrest and 
prosecution of offenders who commit or plan to commit offences.  
 
Factors favouring confirming or denying that any information is held for Section 24 
Confirmation or denial that any information exists relevant to the request would lead to a better informed 
public and the public are entitled to know how public funds are spent. The information simply relates to 
national security and disclosure would not actually harm it. 
 
Factors against confirming or denying that any information is held for Section 24 
Other organisations outside the police service are also widely engaged in rewarding informants in a 
number of ways, and therefore by confirming or denying that any other information exists relevant to the 
request would harm the close relationship that exists with such organisations, where trust and 
confidence in this specific area has been built up in the exchange of information and financial assistance 
during the Criminal Justice process. 
To confirm or deny whether West Yorkshire Police hold any additional information would allow 
inferences to be made about the nature and extent of national security related activities which may or 
may not take place in a given area. This could enable criminal groups to take steps to avoid detection, 
and as such, confirmation or denial would be damaging to national security 
By confirming or denying any arrangements of this nature would render national security measures less 
effective. This would lead to the compromise of ongoing or future operations to protect the security or 
infra-structure of the UK and increase the risk of harm to the public. 
 
Factors favouring confirming or denying that any information is held for Section 30 
The confirmation or denial that information is held would provide a greater insight into policing and how 
resources are allocated to investigate crimes. The confirmation or denial that the information is or is not 
held would identify how often West Yorkshire Police relies on intelligence gathered from an outside 
source. 
 
Factors against confirming or denying that any information is held for Section 30 
To confirm or deny that information relevant to this request is held would provide details of any previous 
or on-going investigations. Informant’s information assists police investigations and provides vital 
intelligence. To confirm that West Yorkshire Police has used information from an outside source would 
provide sensitive information that would undermine policing and investigations. Investigations, although 
complete, may have included information from an informant of the type described and serve to 
undermine any investigations that have taken place based on the original investigation.  
 
Factors favouring confirming or denying that any information is held for Section 31 
The confirmation or denial that information is or is not held would provide detailed information about how 
each force across the country investigates certain types of crime. The confirmation or denial would 
provide information on expenditure by forces. 
 
Factors against confirming or denying that any information is held for Section 31 
The confirmation or denial that information is held would undermine policing and it’s working with partner 
agencies. This would undermine future investigations as by confirming if information is held, would 
reduce the flow of intelligence into the police service, and more crime could be committed, impacting on 
police resources. 
 
Balance test  
The Police Service is charged with enforcing the law, preventing and detecting crime and protecting the 
communities we serve. The security and maintenance of investigations are of paramount importance and 
the Police service will not divulge whether information is or is not held if to do so would place the safety 
of an individual at risk or undermine National Security and investigations. Whilst there is a public interest 



in the transparency of policing operations and providing assurance that the police service is 
appropriately and effectively engaging with the threat from criminals, there is a very strong public interest 
in safeguarding both national security and the integrity of police investigations and operations in this 
highly sensitive area. As much as there is public interest in knowing that policing activity is appropriate 
and balanced in matters of national security, this will only be overridden in exceptional circumstances.  
It is therefore our opinion that for these issues the balancing test for confirming or not that information is 
held, is not made out.  
 
No inference can be drawn from this refusal that information is or isn’t held.   
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 


