
Detail

1. The original request

On 21 July 2008 you made a request under the Freedom of Information Act for
electronic copies of any documents produced by PICT discussing or evaluating the
possible deployment of electronic petitioning systems in Parliament. The request
was submitted via the website whatdotheyknow.com, which is a vehicle for the
automatic publication on the internet of responses to FOI requests.

2. The response

The Data Protection and Freedom of Information Officer, Bob Castle, wrote to you
on 14 August stating that:

1. he had a response and information to send in relation to the request;

11. it was not appropriate for this to be automatically republished on the internet
as the information was subject to Parliamentary copyright; and

111. he would send the response and information on receipt of an alternative
email address.

You replied expressing a preference under section 11(1) of the Freedom of
Information Act 2000 [FOIA] to receive a reply via the email addressed you were
using, which under section 11(2) the authority was obliged to comply with if
reasonably practicable.

3. Subsequent correspondence

There were then further exchanges on 14th and 19th August 2008. On 28th August you
asked for an internal review of the case and made the following points which you
asked the review to cover:

• That I still have not received the information that I requested.

• That a reason under the FOI act for my request being rejected has
not been given.

• Why the House will not send a response to this email address,
which will automatically publish the response. Whereas the House
seemingly would happily send a response to another address
which would result in the response being manually republished.
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Under what law, and why, the House is considering copyright law
in relation to the future actions of others when replying to a
request. As opposed to simply sending the reply, and then dealingl,r,
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