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REGULATION OF INVESTIGATORY POWERS ACT 2000 
(‘RIPA’) 
1 	SUMMARY 

1.1 	 On the 8 March 2011 the Review Committee received a report which 
summarised the Council’s use of RIPA powers and made recommendations 
with respect to Member involvement in the future oversight of the regime.  

1.2 	 Following that meeting the Surveillance Commissioner carried out a 
programmed inspection of the Council and this report highlights his findings.  

2 	INTRODUCTION 

2.1 	 As recommended by the Codes of Practice the Council agreed that the 
Review Committee should oversee the Council’s use of RIPA. This includes 
receiving quarterly reports on the Council’s use of its powers and reviewing 
the Council’s policy relating to RIPA on an annual basis.  

2.2 	 The Inspection by the Surveillance Commissioner took place on 7 April 2011 
and a copy of his report is appended. 

2.3 	 The purpose of this report is to highlight the key findings of the Inspector and 
advise on the Council’s use of surveillance powers over the last quarter.   

3 	 SURVEILLANCE COMMISSIONER’S REPORT   

3.1 	 The report is very positive on the Council’s management and use of RIPA and 
the Committee will note the following key points:-

•	 The 3 areas for improvement identified in the previous Inspector’s report 
made in 2008 have all been satisfactorily discharged. 

•	 The Council’s recently revised RIPA policy has been described as 
“comprehensive and easy to understand”. 

•	 The Inspector examined this Committee’s involvement with the RIPA 
process and concluded that , “The minutes clearly illustrate that the 
Council and its Members approach their statutory responsibilities in a 
serious manner.” 

•	 There is a high level of staff awareness on RIPA and the standard of 
training given is comprehensive. 

•	 Recent RIPA authorisations were of a good standard and complied within 
the law. 

3.3 	 The Inspector identified some areas for further consideration:- 
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At paragraph 9 he indicates that it is not ideal that the Senior Responsible 
Officer (SRO) also has authority to give authorisations.    

Although this may not be ideal in a larger organisation it doesn’t present a 
difficulty in a small authority where there are few cases and where clear 
scrutiny arrangements are in place. The Inspector made no recommendations 
for change and it is not considered that any are necessary given the size of 
the authority and the number of cases dealt with. 

          At Paragraph 18 the Inspector highlights that in 2008 a RIPA authorisation to     
carry out surveillance was granted for one week, whereas the Code of 
Practice states that authorisations should continue for up to 3 months unless 
renewed or cancelled.   

New measures have been introduced to regulate the process since that time 
including reducing the number of authorising officers and authorisations made 
after 2008 have been fully compliant with the 3 month requirement. 

QUARTERLY STATISTICS ON THE COUNCIL’S USE OF RIPA POWERS  

           1 January – 31 March 2011    

Authorisation 
Date 

Nature of Authorisation Expiry date / Review 
Date(s)/ Cancellation 
Date 

08/02/11 Revenue & Benefits Expiry date – 04/05/11 
investigation requiring 
surveillance of residential Reviewed – 23/02/11 
premises. Allegation of 
overpayment of benefits to Cancelled – 10/03/11 
one person due to the non 
disclosure of the 
occupation of another 
person who is believed to 
be working. 

4.1 	 Due to the minimal number of authorisations granted it is proposed that 
reports on authorisations are made to the Committee on an annual basis 
rather than a quarterly basis with the next report in March 2012 when the 
Committee carries out its annual review of the RIPA policy.  

5 	RISK IMPLICATIONS 

5.1 	 The improper or disproportionate use of RIPA powers could lead to adverse 
publicity in the media and serious reputational damage. 
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6 	 CRIME AND DISORDER IMPLICATIONS 

6.1 	 Use of RIPA powers in an appropriate and proportionate manner can assist in 
the prevention and detection of crime. 

7 	LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 

7.1 	 Failure to comply with RIPA legislation may mean that covert surveillance 
evidence will not be accepted in court and there may be issues of 
privacy/human rights contraventions. 

8 	RECOMMENDATION 

8.1 	 It is proposed that the Committee recommends to Council that the 
Surveillance Commissioner’s 2011 inspection findings and the quarterly 
authorisation statistics be noted and that future reports on RIPA 
authorisations are considered by the Review Committee on an annual basis 
with the annual review of the policy.           

Albert Bugeja 

Head of Legal, Estates & Member Services 

For further information please contact Nick Khan on:-

Tel:- 01702 318169 
Email:- nicholas.khan@rochford.gov.uk 

If you would like this report in large print, Braille or another 
language please contact 01702 318111. 
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