
IN THE FIRST TIER TRIBUNAL (INFORMATION RIGHTS)                      EA/2010/0200 
 
BETWEEN: 

 
ARUN KUNDNANI  

Appellant 
 

    and 
 

THE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 
 

1st Respondent 
 

and 
 

THE COMMISSIONER OF POLICE OF THE METROPOLIS 
 

2nd Respondent 
 
 

      

CONSENT ORDER 
      

 
 

Pursuant to rule 37(1) of the Tribunal Procedure (First-tier Tribunal) (General 

Regulatory Chamber) Rules 2009, 

 

IT IS ORDERED BY CONSENT THAT: 

 

1. Upon this Order being signed by or on behalf of the parties, the appeal will be 

stayed until the 2nd Respondent provides the Agreed Responses, as set out in 

Annex A, to the Appellant. 

 

2. Upon receipt by the Appellant of the Agreed Responses, the Appellant will 

withdraw his appeal against the 1st and 2nd Respondents and his appeals 

against all other public authorities under the following reference numbers: 

Kundnani v Information Commissioner EA/2011/0019 to EA/2011/0032 (the 

Related Cases). 

 

3. In the event that the 2nd Respondent does not provide the Agreed Responses by 

13 May at the very latest, the stay will be lifted, the parties will apply for new 

  



 

4. There be no order for costs. 

 

Dated this        day of April 2011  

 

Signed: ………………………   Signed: ……………………… 

Dated: ………………………   Dated: ……………………… 

        

       for Director of Legal Services  

Solicitor for the 1st Respondent   Metropolitan Police Service 

Information Commissioner   New Scotland Yard 

Wycliffe House                                                     Broadway 

Wilmslow       London SW1H 0BG 

Cheshire SK9 5AF    Solicitor for the Appellant 

        

 

Signed:…………………………. 

Dated:………………………….. 

 

Solicitor for the Appellant 

Liberty 

21 Tabard St 

London 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  



  

 
 
 
ANNEX A 
 
 
The Agreed Responses 
 
 

The Agreed Responses are set out in response to each of the requests for information 

that are the subject of the appeal: 

1. Request:  
The number of referrals made to the Channel project for vulnerable individuals at risk of 
violent extremism since inception, per month they were referred to the Project. 

Agreed Response:  
The number of referrals made across all police forces nationally, broken down in the 
following way, as opposed to monthly and force by force: 

        a) inception to 31 Dec 2008  
        b) 1 Jan 2009  - 31 Dec 2009  
        c) 1 Jan 2010 - 31 Dec 2010  

2.Request:  
The number of referrals who were (a) under 16 years old, and (b) under 12 years old at 
the time they were referred to the Channel Project. 

Agreed Response:  
The total number of referrals in respect of (a) and (b) made across all police forces 
nationally, rather than force by force. 

3.Request:  
How many referrals were recorded by the police as being of Muslim persons and how 
many of non-Muslim persons?  

Agreed  Response:  
The total number of referrals made across all police forces nationally, rather than force 
by force.  

4.Request  
How many referrals were found to have been genuinely at risk of becoming violent 
extremists?  

Agreed Response:  
The total number of referrals that were assessed as in need of an intervention, across all 
police forces nationally. 
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