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Start of Request for Information

In an email dated the (see below) Mr Mike Hepworth stated:

“Further to the email below I can advise you that I visited the site with our Licensing Manager on

Tuesday 12th January. 

You will recall that the RH Environmental audit report identified about 20 spacings between
caravans that did not comply with the conditions of the licence. 

On Tuesday I checked a sample of 10 of these spacings at locations across the site and all
complied.

 This accords with what my staff found and reported to me when they visited the site last year to
follow up the audit.  At that time they found that all except for one of the non-compliant spacings
had been satisfactorily addressed.

 As I have now checked the outstanding one, along with a randomly selected sample of 9 out of
the 20, and found them all to be satisfactory, I have concluded that my staff followed up the
spacing issues identified by the audit correctly, and that the caravans currently on the site meet the
normal spacing requirements.”

Mr Hepworth has already been asked for supplementary information following his site visit. Mr
Hepworth has not acknowledged this request and has not even replied to the email. Mr Hepworth’s
refusal to answer emails is now part of a separate complaint.

I now formally request the following information under the terms of the FOI and EIR 2004
regulations.

·       An up to date site plan of the site showing the new positions of caravans.

·       The date of the latest site plan held by HBC

·       A copy of the site visit report following Mr Hepworth’s  visit on the 12/01/2016.

·       A list of the 9 caravans selected at random by Mr Hepworth on his visit of 12/01/2016
including its reference number from the RH Environment report

·       The new measurements that were taken for the 9 caravans selected at random on his
visit of 12/01/2016 , including its reference number from the RH Environment report

·       Copies of notes and any other documents for the site visit of 12/01/2016

·       Copies of all correspondence (of all forms) concerning the site visit of 12/01/2016

·       Details of the single caravan that HBC Officers found that was not compliant when they
visited last year, including its reference number from the RH Environment report and the
measurements taken
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·       The dates of all of  HBC Officers site visits to Rocklands in 2015  and 2016 and the
purpose of each visit

·       A copy of HBC Officers site visit report for each site visit made

·       A copy of all the measurements taken during each site visit by HBC Officers. Details
should include reference number from the RH Environment report and the measurements taken

·       Copies of notes and any other documents for each site visit made by HBC Officers

·       Copies of all correspondence (of all forms) concerning each site visit made by HBC
officers

NOTICE OF REFUSAL

The above request is being dealt with under the Freedom of Information Act as the information
requested is not Environmental Information.

The information requested is commercially sensitive and fall under Section 43 of the Freedom of
Information Act – Commercially Sensitive Information

Information prejudicing commercial interests – commercial interest relating to an organisations
commercial activity and may include trading activity procurement and relationships with third parties.

The exemption afforded by Section 43 is subject to what is known as the ‘public interest test’. 
When applying the test in a particular case a public authority is deciding whether the public interest
is better served by non-disclosure than by disclosure. 

Although the Freedom of Information Act does not define ‘in the public interest’, there is a
presumption under Freedom of Information that openness is in the public interest.  In applying the
public interest test a public authority will take into account the distinction that has been often made
by courts between things that are in the public interest, and things that merely interest the public. 
Where applicants have not identified public interest considerations succinctly or accurately, the
public authority has a responsibility under the Act to make their own assessment of the public
interest considerations in the particular case.

We have identified the following public interest factors that may be seen as encouraging the
disclosure of information:

a)    accountability of public spending

We consider these factors to be of limited relevance in relation to the information in question.

Public interest factors seen as encouraging non-disclosure are, generally, the exemptions
themselves.   In consideration of this matter we came to the following conclusions:

a)   ensuring that companies are able to compete for business fairly

      b)   damage to reputation and/or financial interests

    

In weighing the factors for and against disclosure we have concluded that the likely benefit to the
applicant and the wider public of disclosure is outweighed by the likely prejudice caused by such
disclosure and that therefore the public interest is better served by non-disclosure. 

For the reasons given above we will not be communicating to you the information you have
requested.

End of Request for Information



Dated 23rd March 2016


