
 

 

 

 

Our ref: 6207/20 

 
For the period January 2019 to January 2020, the number of members of public stopped under section 
43 of the Terrorism Act 2000 for utilising photographic or video equipment in a public place? 
For the period January 2019 to January 2020, the number of members of public arrested under section 
43 of the Terrorism Act 2000 for utilising photographic or video equipment in a public place? 
For the period January 2019 to January 2020, the number of members of public stopped under section 
47A of the Terrorism Act 2000 for utilising photographic or video equipment in a public place? 

 

The West Yorkshire Police Service can neither confirm nor deny, that it holds the information you 
requested, as the duty in s1(1)(a) of the Freedom of Information Act 2000 does not apply, by virtue of 
Section 24 (2) National Security and Section 31 (3) Law Enforcement. 

 
Please see Appendix A for the full legislative explanation as to why West Yorkshire Police can neither 
Confirm nor Deny, whether any information is held. 

 

For the period January 2019 to January 2020, the number of training events provided to West Yorkshire 
Police officers and staff on the rights of individuals photographing or videoing in public, including police 
stations and other public buildings? 

 

During the period West Yorkshire Police have circulated one informative video on this topic across the 
force, however no specific training events have been delivered on this topic. 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 
 
 
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 
FOI 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. 
These exemptions 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, so that is accessible if 
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), giving 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. 

 
Reason for decision.  

 

The West Yorkshire Police Service can neither confirm nor deny, that it holds the information you 
requested, as the duty in s1(1)(a) of the Freedom of Information Act 2000 does not apply. By virtue of  
the following exemptions: 

 

Section 24 (2) National Security 
Section 31 (3) Law Enforcement 

 
Sections 24 and 31 are qualified prejudice based exemptions and therefore require both evidence of 
harm (prejudice) and the public interest test to be considered. 

 

Overall Harm 
The threat of terrorism cannot be ignored. It should be recognised that the international security 
landscape is increasingly complex and unpredictable. The UK has faced a sustained threat from violent 
terrorists and extremists. Since 2006 the UK Government have published the threat level based upon 
current intelligence. The current threat level in the UK is set at ‘Severe’, see below link: 

 

https://www.mi5.gov.uk/threat-levels 
 

To confirm or deny that the requested information is held would undermine individual forces policing 
capabilities which consequently would be detrimental to their ability to deal with the on-going terrorist 
threat we face. By providing the number of stop and searches undertaken for only 1 type of activity i.e. 
“utilising photographic or video equipment in a public place” as well as the number of subsequent arrests 
made by an individual force, would allow comparison between forces across the country and enable 
terrorists to build a picture of what resources are in place, where they are deployed and the focus of 
investigative activity. It is felt that confirmation or denial that this information is held would prejudice the 

https://eur03.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.mi5.gov.uk%2Fthreat-levels&data=04%7C01%7CFOI%40westyorkshire.police.uk%7Cd80ef9f285a9458096d408d8a02c45ea%7C681f73102191469b8ea0f76b4a7f699f%7C0%7C0%7C637435459303929885%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=G2zgc4bF%2BR5kzbSFB41ksdqWgsi70CZh1RLYYcacQJk%3D&reserved=0


 

 

effectiveness of the national counter terrorism effort and would allow inferences to be drawn about force 
level counter-terrorism activity and identify vulnerability around the country. 



 

 

Public Interest Test 
 

Factors favouring confirmation or denial for Section 24 

The public are entitled to know how public funds are spent and by confirming or denying that this 
information is held would allow the public to see where money is being spent and know that forces are 
doing as much as they can to combat terrorism. 

 

Factors favouring neither confirming or denying for Section 24 
To confirm or deny that this information is held would render security measures less effective which 
would compromise ongoing or future operations to protect the security and infrastructure of the UK. The 
risk of harm to the public would be elevated if areas of the UK which appear vulnerable were identified 
which would also provide the opportunity for terrorist planning. Ongoing or future operations to protect 
the security and infrastructure of the UK would be compromised as terrorists could map the type and 
level of counter-terrorist activity across the country, providing them with the knowledge of individual force 
capability as well as valuable knowledge concerning the vulnerability of individual force areas. 

 

Factors favouring confirmation or denial for Section 31 
To confirm or deny that this information is held would make members of the public more aware of the 
threat of terrorism and allow them to take steps to protect themselves and families. Improved public 
awareness may lead to more intelligence being submitted to police about possible acts of terrorism as 
members of the public will be more observant to certain types of suspicious activity which in turn may 
result in a reduction of crime. 

 

Factors favouring neither confirming or denying of Section 31 
To confirm or deny that the requested information is held could compromise law enforcement tactics 
which would hinder the Police force’s ability to prevent and detect terrorist crimes. The threat of terrorism 
will increase as more crimes are committed as a result of terrorists gaining knowledge about the capacity 
and capability of individual forces and therefore the public will be placed at a greater risk. A fear of crime 
will be realised as terrorists identify vulnerable areas and target and exploit these areas resulting in the 
public being in fear of more terrorist activity occurring. There would be an impact on police resources 
from confirming or denying that information of this nature was held, as vulnerable forces may need to 
increase their resources to reassure and protect the surrounding community. 

 

Balance Test 
To confirm or deny that the police have undertaken stop and searches for specific types of terrorist 
related activity and made associated terrorism related arrests would start to indicate levels of policing 
activity at force level which could allow individuals to exploit what may be considered as less active or 
resourced areas, by assessing patterns of police activity and deployments over time, ultimately to avoid 
detection. 

 
The security of the country is of paramount importance. The police will not divulge any information that 
would place the safety of an individual at risk or undermine national security. Whilst there is a public 
interest in the transparency of policing, and in this case providing assurance that the Police Service is 
appropriately and effectively engaging with all types of threat posed by terrorist activity, there is a very 
strong public interest in safeguarding both national security and the integrity of police investigations and 
operations in this highly sensitive subject. 

 
As much as there is a public interest in knowing that policing activity is appropriate and balanced in 
matters of national security this will only be overridden in exceptional circumstances. Police force’s 
capabilities of combating terrorism are sensitive issues of intelligence and would be of value to the 
terrorist and therefore it is our opinion that for these issues the balancing test for confirming or denying 
that this information is held, is not made out. 

 

However, this should not be taken as necessarily indicating that any information that would meet your 
request exists or does not exist. 

 
 

 


