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Paul Francis {Med-Edt)

From: Mark Radford@kent. gov. uk

Senk: 20 February 2008 14:11
To: Paul Francie {(Mad-Edf

Subject: FOUDEAN - Savings to be achieved by Kent TV - Complele by 20 February 2005
Importance: |ligh

Dizar Mr Francis
Thank you far your letter of complaint which was received by us on 12 January 2008,

I have thoroughly considered your complaint regarding e initial determination of the Corporate Access to Infermalion Co-ardinator not to
provide you with a breakdown as to where, specilivally, savings have been mada because the cost of prowviding Lhis information would
cxced the appropnoate limil of £450 {equivalent to 18 haurs at E25 per hour),

My findings with reference W your greunds of cemplaint are as follows-

1. That Kent County Council must have information avallable an which it can support its assertions that it is on course to make
savings of £200,000 and s it must have some If not all of that information readily available.

| hamve cansidered your ground of complaint and whilst it [s an understandahle view as to how mformetion could be callated o ansure that
savings have been made it does not reflact the way in which things are done within Kenl County Council. Because Kant Cotnty Council is
& develved organization the sum of £200,000 is in facd 3 target that Directorates will meel colleclively by having £200,000 removed frorm)
their aggreqated budgata. Kant County Coungil can be sure that the saving will be made because Diractorates have £200,000 loss Lo
spand. | am informed that there does not exist a reporting mechanism under which Directorates have to account for which pubtlications
have been reduced, cut ar curtailed in order to achicve the saving. Meverheless, Kent County Council knows the saving will be made
because the money is not available 1o be spentan the tirst instance.

Because there is no repoding mechanmsm in existence under which Directorates have to account for preciscly how the savings have been
riade, in order 1o cemply with yeur request someone would have ta trawl through every tzam and unil which issues publicafions in every
Lirectorate of the Council in order to find that infarmatian. | am sure that you will appreciate thal his is & sizable task when ane considers
that Kent County Council produces in excass of 3750 publications a year. Y ou will no doubt be aware that under Requlation 3 of The
Freedam of Infarmation Act and Data Pretection Act {Appropriate Limit and Fees) Begulations 2004 the apprapriate fee limit for lacal
authorities is £450 which amaounts to 18 hours of work al £28 per howr, Lacal guthorifies ara not obliged to comply with Freedom of
Infarmatian Act requests where the appropriate fee limil would be exceeded. | am satisfiad for the reasans given above thal n this case it
wioklfd take in excess of 18 hours Lo provide you with & breakdown of how tha savings have been achieved on a publication by publicatinn
basiz. Indecd, 1am nfarmed Lhat il would take in excess of 60 hours fa obtain the information which wou reguire, Accordingly, | conclude
that the Corporale Avcess to Information Co-ordinator's decislon was sorract and | dismiss your complainl on this ground.

[ am able o inform you, howewer, Lhal in sddition te the £200,000 in savings referred to above, Kent County Council proposes fo save 2
further E16000 in financiel year 200910 by reducing Arcund Kant from four issues 1o two issues per vear.

2. That there is a requirement under the Local Governmant Act 1886 for all local authorilies to maintain a separate account an
their publicity expenditure. Whilst the account may not dotail reasons for expenditure it should enable KCC ta deal with his
anquiry within 18 hours of work.

| lunderstand that the account to which you refer doss nat contain sufficient detail of expenditure to enabla Kent County Council ta delail
| wharne savings have baan made on a publication by publication basis. | understand fhat even with this Infermation it would ake in excess

| af &0 haurs In ardarfa ebtain the infarmation which you require, Accardingly, | again concluda that the Corporate Access o Information Co-

ardinatar's decision was comect and so | alse dismiss your complaint on this ground.

| trusst that this explanation now satisfies your enguiny. Howeser, if you are still unhappy with the decision, you can appeal lo the Informatian
Commissioner, who oversees compliance with (he Freedom of Information Acd 2000, Details of what you nood e do, should you wish to
pLrsLe this Course ol aehr, gre availabla ferm the Informalian LCammissicner s wehsite
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Yours sincerely

Mark Radford

Wark Radford

Senior Solicitor,

| itigation, Employment and Education Team,
Legal and Democratic Scrvices,

Reom 1.110 Sessions House,

Fenl Sounly Seonl,

Maidstong, Benl, MET14 140,
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