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Supreme Court to hear 

89 Year old PENSIONER’S challenge to police database

On 2-4 December 2014 the Supreme Court will hear an appeal by the Association of Chief Police Officers (ACPO) and Metropolitan Police (Met) in which they will seek to argue that it is lawful for police forces to systematically retain data about the lawful political activities of 89 year old war veteran and pensioner John Catt.
At the hearing – before Lord Neuberger, Lady Hale, Lord Mance, Lord Sumption and Lord Toulson – ACPO and the Met will seek to overturn a judgment of the Court of Appeal ruling that the police retention of information about Mr Catt on a domestic extremism database was unlawful.

In their judgment, the Court of Appeal (the Master of the Rolls Lord Justice Dyson, Lord Justice Bick-Moore and Lord Justice McCombe) ruled:

“The systematic collection, processing and retention on a searchable database of personal information, even of a relatively routine kind, involves a significant interference with the right to respect for private life. It can be justified by showing that it serves the public interest in a sufficiently important way, but in this case [ACPO and the Met Commissioner have] not in our view shown that the value of the information is sufficient to justify its continued retention. It is striking that Mr. Tudway [former National Co-Ordinator for Domestic Extremism] does not say that the information held on Mr. Catt over many years has in fact been of any assistance to the police at all.” (para 44)
Mr Catt said as follows:

“This hearing comes over five years since I first asked ACPO to explain the surveillance of my lawful political activities. In my view at every stage the police have failed to provide an adequate answer to my simple and straight forward question: how can they seek to justify in law the way in which they have sought to keep tabs on me and my lawful political activities? I look to the Supreme Court now to help them understand that this is simply not tolerable in a democracy of the kind for which I fought in the last war” 

Mr Catt’s solicitor, Mr Shamik Dutta of Bhatt Murphy, said as follows:

“Mr Catt will rely upon the Human Rights Act to argue that there are insufficient legal safeguards to protect the privacy of innocent people who attend political demonstrations in this country. If Mr Catt succeeds, the Home Secretary and police forces nationally will need to review the way in which they gather and retain information about citizens’ lawful political activities.” 

Mr Catt is represented by Mr Shamik Dutta of Bhatt Murphy and Mr Tim Owen QC, Ms Alison Macdonald and Mr Raj Desai of Matrix Chambers. 

Notes to Editor

· John Catt has previously written about his background and the case here.
· This appeal hearing follows recent revelations about the police gathering and retention of information concerning the lawful activities of Green Party peer Baroness Jenny Jones and a group of six NUJ members: journalists who report on police and corporate misconduct.  For further information look here. and here
· The Equalities and Human Rights Commission has in the past expressed concern regarding the policing of political protest in the UK: look here.

· The Home Secretary has been granted permission to intervene in support of the stance adopted by ACPO and the Met in the appeal, while the Equalities and Human Rights Commission (EHRC) and campaign group The Network for Police Monitoring (Netpol) have been granted permission to intervene to criticise that stance.  
· For the Court of Appeal judgment dated 14 March 2013 look here.
· For the High Court judgment dated 30 May 2012 look here .
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