Re: Request by Heather Brooke for Information under the Freedom of Information Act 2000

1. Contracts and associated information between the DCA and Computacenter (UK) related to their provision of an improved Statute Law Database.

There are two relevant contracts relating to the provision of the new Statute Law Database. The first is for the Editorial System (on which the database is maintained) and the second is for the Enquiry System (by which the database may be accessed by users of the Government Secure Intranet (‘GSI’)).

In each case, the documents comprising the contract are set out in the letter of acceptance. I am disclosing to you copies of those letters and of each document referred to in them (see list in covering e-mail), with two exceptions: 

i) The G-CAT terms and conditions (which may be accessed online at http://online.ogcbuyingsolutions.gov.uk/downloads/terms/gcat_terms_and_conditions.pdf ); and 

ii) the correspondence of 3rd September 2004 referred to in the letter of acceptance for the Enquiry System which concerns sensitive pricing information. This information falls within the exemption at section 43(2) (commercial interests) of the FOI Act and is being withheld. Disclosure would be likely to prejudice the commercial interests of the supplier and also those of DCA in its position as a potential purchaser and supplier of services. Section 43 is a qualified exemption and as such in applying this exemption we have had to balance the public interest in withholding the information against the public interest in disclosing it. Whilst I recognise that there is a strong public interest in information which relates to the spending of public money, I consider that the public interest weighs in favour of maintaining the exemption in this case because, in addition to prejudicing the commercial interests of the supplier, disclosure of the information would make it less likely that suppliers would provide such information to the Department in the future, consequently undermining the ability of the Department to achieve value for money in spending public money and fulfil its role, to the detriment of the public interest. 

Where the correspondence in question consists of e-mails, I have copied the text into Word format. The one exception is the e-mail of 16th December 2002 referred to in the Letter of Acceptance for the Editorial System, for which the electronic copy cannot be located. In this case an image of the hard copy is sent.

2. Documents related to developing a commercial strategy for exploiting the Statute Law Database

The Department is required to develop a commercial strategy for the Statutory Publications Office (‘SPO’) in line with the government’s Wider Markets Initiative. The principal document relating to this initiative is ‘Selling into Wider Markets: A Policy Note for Public Bodies’ published by HM Treasury in December 2002 and accessible on the HM Treasury website at:

http://www.hm-treasury.gov.uk/media/ED8AB/New_WM_guidance.pdf.

There is as yet no such commercial strategy in place for SPO and there has not been any development work carried out in relation to the strategy so far. There are, therefore, no documents containing this information which fall within the scope of your request. As you might expect there has been discussion as to the Department’s  policy in this matter and if you are interested in any specific element of these discussions we would of course be happy to consider a further FOI request. 

3. Minutes of meetings where procuring these services were discussed

We hold no information within the scope of your request.. You may find it helpful to know that the SLD projects are overseen by a Project Board, but there has been no substantive discussion at the meetings of the Board concerning the procurement process. If you are able to specify more precisely what information it is you require about the procurement, we would be happy to consider a further request.

4. A financial breakdown of the costs and revenues resulting from these contracts

The costs of the contracts are: approximately £250,000 for the Editorial System; and approximately £208,000 for the Enquiry System. There have been no revenues resulting from these contracts.

If you are unhappy with the way the Department has handled your request, you may ask for an internal review. Requests for internal review should be addressed to: Access Rights Unit, Department for Constitutional Affairs, 1st floor, Clive House, 70 Petty France, London SW1H 9HD.

If you are not content with the outcome of the internal review, you have the right to apply directly to the Information Commissioner for a decision. The Information Commissioner can be contacted at:

Information Commissioner’s Office 

Wycliffe House 

Water Lane

Wilmslow

Cheshire

SK9 5AF
I am happy to discuss with you any queries you may have.

Norman Hodgett

Managing Legal Editor

Statutory Publications Office

1st July 2005 

