
 

 

 

  
  

 
 
 
 
 
Date:  02/03/2018 
 
Ref: FOI10631 
 
Dear Requester 
 
Thank you for your request for information dated 31/01/2018 about void property.  We 
have dealt with this under the Freedom of Information Act 2000  
 
Response 
 
The council holds the information requested.  However we are withholding some of the 
information because it is exempt and/ excepted.  The answers to your questions are 
below.  We have stated where we are withholding information and what 
exemptions/exceptions apply.  Please see the refusal notices at the end of the answers 
which explain how and why the exemptions/exceptions apply. 
 
You requested 
 

1. For each month during 2017, 2016 and 2015 how many empty properties were there in 

Camden’s housing stock? 

 

Response: please see attached spreadsheet 

 

2. For each year 2017, 2016 and 2015 which 5 estates had the highest number of empty 

properties. Please list estates and the total number of empty properties for each year. 

 

Response: please see below 
 
Refusal Notice 
 
Exemption S31 
 
The information requested is exempt from disclosure under:  
Section 31 (1) (a): Prejudicial to law enforcement, which states: 
  
“(1) Information is exempt information if its disclosure under the Act 
would, or world be likely to prejudice –  
(a) the prevention or detection of crime.” 
  
In determining whether this exemption is engaged we have taken into 
account the findings of London Borough of Bexley v Colin England 
(EA/2006/0060 and 0066) and the Decision Notice involving the London 
Borough of Tower Hamlets (FS5025991).In particular the First Tier Tribunal 
decision in London Borough of Bexley v Colin England (EA/2006/0060 and 
0066) found that: 
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1.   There is evidence that empty properties are associated with criminal 
activity from organised local gangs (paragraph 41 - identified occasions 
of organised ‘stripping’ of empty properties). 
  
2.  Squatting is not a crime and associated with criminal activity (paragraphs 48 and 57 
identified a number of instances). 
 3.  The disclosure of the list of estates with void properties would be of use to squatters 
and would on the balance of probabilities lead to significant harm in the 
form of criminal activity (paragraph 63). 
  
We note that the exemption was also found to be engaged in the recent 
decision of the First Tier Tribunal involving Voyias and Camden where they 
found a direct link between squatting and crime (EA/2011/0007). It is 
therefore considered that the disclosure of the addresses would be likely 
to prejudice the prevention of crime as it is believed that if a list of 
the addresses were to be disclosed then these properties would become more 
vulnerable to squatting, associated crime and other forms of criminal 
activity including but not limited to criminal damage, extraction of 
electricity and the stripping of empty properties and would increase the 
social and economic costs in these areas as a result. 
  
In debating if the use of this exemption is applicable we have considered 
the public interest test. 
  
The arguments for releasing this information are as follows:    
  
To release the information would assist the general public interest in 
openness. Important aspects of which would include the increase in 
public debate concerning empty properties and how they are secured 
within the London Borough of Camden. 
  
While the arguments for not releasing this information are as follows: 
  
There is a strong public interest in avoiding the likely prejudice to 
the prevention of crime. Tackling these types of crimes would involve 
a significant strain on public expense and it is in the public 
interest to ensure that public resources are used cost-effectively.   
-  the public interest in avoiding damage to property; 
-  the efficient use of public and police resources; 
-  the potential for indirect consequences of crime, for example the 
impact on neighbouring properties of crimes perpetrated on the empty 
properties 
  
It is felt that the public interest in preventing crime from being 
committed outweighs the public interest releasing the information. 
 
 
 
Further Information: 
 



 

 

 

  
  

Why not check our Portal Open Data Camden before making a new request as your 
question may already be answered by a previous FOI response or in one of our many 
useful and interesting datasets.   
 
Your Rights 
 
If you are not happy with how your response was handled you can request an Internal 
Review within 2 months of this letter by email to foireviews@camden.gov.uk or post: 
Information and Records Management Team, London Borough of Camden, Town Hall, 
Judd Street, London WC1H 9JE.  Please quote your case reference number.  If you are 
not satisfied with the Internal Review outcome you can complain to the Information 
Commissioner’s Office at casework@ico.org.uk  telephone  0303 123 1113, or post to 
Information Commissioner’s Office, Wycliffe House, Water Lane, Wilmslow, Cheshire, SK9 
5AF.  The ICO website www.ico.org.uk may be useful.   
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
Information and Records Management Team 
  
 
 

https://opendata.camden.gov.uk/
https://opendata.camden.gov.uk/Your-Council/Camden-Freedom-Of-Information-Responses/j7mk-4ya8/data
mailto:xxxxxxxxxx@xxxxxx.xxx.xx
http://www.ico.org.uk/

