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Information Access Team 

Ground Floor, Seacole Building, 2 Marsham Street, London, SW1P 4DF 

Switchboard 020 7035 4848    Direct Line 020 7035 1022 

 xxxx.xxxxxx@xxxxxxxxxx.xxx.xxx.xx  xxxxxx.xxxxxx@xxxxxxxxxx.xxx.xxx.xx 

    www.homeoffice.gov.uk 

 
Mr Christopher Ward 
Via e-mail: request-135729-
xxxxxxxx@xxxxxxxxxxxxxx.xxx 

 

 

14 November 2012    

 
 

 

Dear Mr Ward 
 
Freedom of Information request  
 
Thank your e-mail of 29 October to the UK Border Agency, in which you ask for the 
names of countries referred to in an article in the ‘Guardian’ on 26 September 2012.  
Your request has been handled as a request for information under the Freedom of 
Information Act 2000.  
 
The countries referred to are those listed in the Equality (Transit Visa, Entry Clearance, 
Leave to Enter, Examination of Passengers and Removal Directions) Authorisation 
2011 and the Race Relations (Northern Ireland) (Transit Visa, Entry Clearance, Leave 
to Enter, Examination of Passengers and Removal Directions) Authorisation 2011, 
made under paragraph 17 of Schedule 3 to the Equality Act 2010. I can confirm that the 
Home Office holds the information that you requested. However, we have decided that 
the information is exempt from disclosure under section 27(1) of the Freedom of 
Information Act. This provides that information can be withheld where disclosure would, 
or would be likely to, prejudice relations between the UK and any other State and the 
public interest falls in favour of applying the exemption. 
 
Section 27(1) is a ‘qualified’ exemption, which requires us to carry out a test of the 
balance of the public interest.  Arguments for and against disclosure in terms of the 
public interest, with the reasons for our conclusion, are set out in the attached Annex. 
 
You will be aware from the ‘Guardian’ article that the application of section 27(1) to this 
information is the subject of appeals to the First-tier Tribunal (Information Rights).  
These appeals (reference numbers EA/2011/0265, EA/2011/0266 and EA/2011/0280) 
are currently before the Tribunal and it is unlikely that any decision will be reached 
before early 2013. The Home Office position is that the information is exempt from 
disclosure under section 27(1) unless and until there is any decision by the Tribunal that 
it is not. 
 
If you are dissatisfied with this response you may request an independent internal 
review of our handling of your request by submitting a complaint within two months to 
the address on the next page, quoting reference 24809.  
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A request for an internal review should be sent to: 
 
Information Access Team 
Home Office 
Ground Floor, Seacole Building 
2 Marsham Street 
London SW1P 4DF 
e-mail: xxxx.xxxxxx@xxxxxxxxxx.xxx.xxx.xx   
 
As part of any internal review the Department's handling of your information request will 
be reassessed by staff who were not involved in providing you with this response. If you 
remain dissatisfied after this internal review, you would have a right of complaint to the 
Information Commissioner as established by section 50 of the Freedom of Information 
Act.  
 
Yours sincerely 
 

 

Adrian Brook 
Information Access Team 
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Annex: The public interest arguments in relation to section 27(1) 

 
 

Arguments in favour of disclosing the information 
 
Disclosure would be in the general interests of transparency. Disclosure of the lists 
would allow greater public scrutiny of the UK’s immigration control processes and so 
could provide greater understanding for the public of how border and immigration 
control functions. Disclosure could also suggest to an applicant that more information or 
documentation should be submitted with an application for entry clearance and thereby 
save time and money for both the applicant and the tax payer, by not having to request 
further information or by leading to better, more sustainable decisions.  
 
Arguments in favour of maintaining the exemption 
 
Disclosure has the potential to harm the relations that the UK Government has with 
some or all of the countries who are named on the lists. We are of the view that 
disclosure would prejudice international relations, i.e. that the prejudice is more 
probable than not. We consider that the public interest benefits of increased 
transparency cannot outweigh the possible damage to bilateral relations and 
international engagement on what are sensitive issues surrounding migration, trafficking 
and border security. There is an overriding need for the UK to be able to continue to 
have good working relationships at a number of levels with foreign governments. 
 
Conclusion 
 
We conclude that the balance of the public interest lies in maintaining the exemption 
and withholding the information. 
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