
Information Management & Data Directorate (IMDD), Information Access Unit, Greater Manchester Police 
Openshaw Complex, Lawton Street, Openshaw, Manchester, M11 2NS

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST REFERENCE NO: FOI/26/017502/M 

I write in connection with your request for information dated 22/08/2026, received by Greater Manchester 
Police (GMP) for the following information: 

For speed enforcement site TAG361, A6018 Mottram Road, Stalybridge, please provide, for 
each calendar month from 1 October 2024 to 31 July 2026: 
1. Number of speeding offences/enforcement activations recorded.
2. Average (mean) recorded speed of those activations, if this statistic is already held or
can be extracted electronically.
3. Highest recorded speed, if readily extractable.
4. Number of activations within these bands, if readily extractable:
o 30–34
o 35–39
o 40–44
o 45–49
o 50–59
o 60+
5. Any dates during that period on which the camera was recorded as out of service,
malfunctioning, undergoing maintenance, testing, repair or recalibration.
I am seeking information that can be obtained by electronic query or from existing reports. I do
not require GMP to manually review individual offence records or create new statistical
information.
If providing the full period would exceed the s.12 cost limit, please prioritise the period 1
January 2026 to 31 July 2026 rather than refusing the request in its entirety.

2. Fault, maintenance and technical records
For the period 11 December 2025 to 10 August 2026, please provide recorded information
showing any:
● reported or detected faults or error conditions;
● periods when the device was taken out of service;
● maintenance or engineer attendances;
● repairs;
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● component replacements; 
● recalibration or calibration checks; 
● accuracy or verification testing; or 
● other technical interventions concerning the operation or accuracy of Site TAG361 and/or the 
VECTOR SR enforcement device installed there. 
For each such occurrence, where held, please provide the date, nature of the 
issue/intervention and resulting action. 
 

Result of Searches 
 
Greater Manchester Police can neither confirm nor deny that we hold any information relevant to your 

request by virtue of the following exemptions:  

 

Section 31(3) – Law Enforcement  

Section 38(2) – Health and Safety 

 
Evidence of Harm  

 

Any disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act is a disclosure to the world at large and confirming 

or denying any information relating to specific speed cameras would prejudice law enforcement and 

endanger the safety of road users. 

 

Conversely, if information was not held by the force, and a denial was issued, this would suggest to 

individuals intent on driving at excess speed on this stretch of road (whether correctly or not) the 

limitations of police capabilities in this area, which may further encourage speeding by exposing a 

potential vulnerability. 

 

Disclosure of the information could prejudice the ability of the force to police this area which would lead 

to a greater risk to the public. Any information identifying the focus of policing activity could be used to 

the advantage criminals. Information that undermines the operational integrity of these activities will 

adversely affect public safety and have a negative impact on both law enforcement and the safety of the 

public. 

 
Public interest considerations favouring confirming or denying whether the information is held 
- Section 31(3) and Section 38(2)  
 
Confirming or denying whether any information is held would allow Greater Manchester Police to 
demonstrate increased openness and transparency. 
 
Public interest considerations favouring neither confirming nor denying whether the information 

is held - Section 31(3)  

 

Confirming or denying the existence of the requested information would allow individuals to map out 

'safe zones' or enforcement gaps within the force area. This would likely lead to an increase in speeding 

offences in areas deduced to be unmonitored or inactive, thereby directly prejudicing the primary 

purpose of Section 31, which is the prevention and detection of crime. 

 

While a single confirmation or denial regarding one specific location might appear harmless in isolation, 

the authority must consider the cumulative 'mosaic effect' of such disclosures. If the authority confirms 

or denies whether information is held in this instance, it would be expected to do so for all subsequent 

requests. 
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Over time, this would allow individuals to build a comprehensive, real-time map of the force's tactical 

enforcement capabilities. The public interest is heavily weighted in favour of maintaining the NCND 

position under Section 31(3) to preserve the deterrent capability of the camera network, ensure 

widespread compliance with traffic laws, and protect the efficiency of policing resources. 

Public interest considerations favouring neither confirming nor denying whether the information 

is held – Section 38(2)  

To confirm or deny details relating to specific speed cameras or specific roads would reveal periods of 

inactivity. This would lead to people assuming, correctly or incorrectly, where certain cameras are likely 

to be inactive and could encourage drivers to exceed the speed limit at these areas. This could lead to 

more collisions and as a result, more serious injuries, or death of road users. 

Balance Test 

When balancing the public interest test, GMP consider whether to confirm or deny if we hold such 

information relating to your request. Arguments need to be weighed against each other. The most 

persuasive reason for confirming or denying is transparency, which needs to be compared to the 

strongest negative reason for neither confirm nor deny, which in this case is the health and safety of 

road users and GMP’s ability to effectively execute its duties. The public interest would not be served 

by confirming or denying the requested information exists or not.  

Therefore, the balance of public interest favours maintaining the application of the above exemptions. 

This should not be taken as an inference that there is or is not any information held which could be 

provided in responding to this request. 

Part 2 - Fault, maintenance and technical records 

Fault, maintenance and technical records are held by the camera suppliers and not GMP. Please note, 
the camera suppliers are not subject to the Freedom of Information Act.  




