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PURPOSE

This risk assessment has been prepared in relation to the Undercover Policing Inquiry, and concerns
the officer known as N40.

The purpose of the document is to provide an objective assessment of the creation of or increase in risk
to N40Q and third parties if information is disclosed by the Undercover Policing Inquiry (UCPI) which
directly or indirectly leads to the identification of N40 as a farmer undercaver police officer (UCQ). The
report covers the situation in relation to both the pseudonym and real identity if details became known.

DATE OF DOCUMENT
18/07/ 2017

Arisk assessment is a‘snap shot in time. New information received, or a change in circumstances,
could raise or lower the risk. It is therefore appreciated that assessments require regular monitoring,
and may require updating.

AUTHOR

The author of this risk assessment is Brian Lockie

It has been peer reviewed by Graham Walker

THE PROCESS ADOPTED

There are a number of methods used in the assessment of risk. The process adopted in the praduction
of this report has been decumented.

The lerms have been documented.

The risk assessment includes the sources of the material as requested by the Chairman of the Inquiry
(Risk Assessments — note to core participants - paragraph 11). A copy of the material is annexed to the
assessment (paragraph 12). The risk assessars are aware of the contents of thal direction, and note
the Chairman's need for evidence and assessment of present risk, as well as future risk should the
restriction order not be made (paragraph 17). They also note the comments re differential risk in terms
of disclosure of the undercover identity (paragraph 18), and specifics around how the 'jigsaw' could be
completed (paragraph 19).

The reports are structured to include all of the areas covered by the Chairman in his note dated 20" Oct
2016, specifically in paragraphs 29 and 30.



LIMITATIONS ON THE RISK ASSESSMENT PROCESS AND GENERAL COMMENTS

There are a number of documented limitations placed on the process. either due to time constraints. or
in compliance with directions given by the Inquiry. This includes the parameters set for researching
subjects or organizations that may present an ongoing risk to the former undercover officer.

CONTENTS:

1. Real identity

1.1 Real name

1.2 Pseudonym / cover name

1.3 Other names used / known by / referred to as

1.4 Core participant and / or subject of investigation

2. Summary

3. Pre-deployment

3.1
3.2
33

Life before joining the MPS
Police career pre-UCO role

Recruitment to UCO role

3.4 Guarantee or assurance of anonymity

4. Undercover deployment

4.1
42
4.3
4.4
4.5
46
47
4.8
49
4.10
4.11
4.12
4.13
414
4.15
4.16
4.17

Dates of deployment
Main group infiltrated
Secondary / peripheralinteractions
Covert identity adopted
Cover occupation
Details of behaviour that may raise risk
Tasking
Assimilation into the group
Key assaociates
Group size
Geographical locations based
Compromises or other security concerns during deployment
Relationships entered into
Other behaviour that could heighten the risk
Arresls
Other UCQ's who could be affected if a restriction order is not issued

Withdrawal / exit strategy

N
2


























