
Thank you for your request for information of 29 November 2013.  You have 
requested: 
 
Information relating to any inquiries carried out by the auditor KPMG in connection 
with the lawfulness or otherwise of payments provided to former chief constable 
Norman Bettison.  This would include all communications between the PCC’s office 
and KPMG on this issue. 
 
I am attaching the following information: 
 

1. Email chain dated 12.11.13 
2. Email chain dated 13.11.13 
3. Email chain dated 15.11.13 

 
Some information has been redacted because we consider that an exemption applies.   
Section 17 of the Freedom of Information Act 2000 states that: 
 
(1)  A public authority which, in relation to any request for information, is to any extent 

relying on a claim that information is exempt information must, within the time for 
complying with Section 1(1), give the applicant a notice which:-  
(a) states the fact,  
(b) specifies the exemption in question, and  
(c) states (if that would not otherwise be apparent) why the exemption applies. 
 

We consider that the following exemptions apply: 
 
SECTION 40 PERSONAL INFORMATION 
 
Section 40 (2) (b) (3) (a) (i) states that information is exempt if it is personal information 
about a person other than the applicant and its disclosure would breach any of the data 
protection principles. 
 
The OPCC considers that disclosure of the information relating to the personal contact 
details for individuals would breach principle 1 of the Data Protection Act 1998 which is 
that information should be processed fairly and lawfully.   Disclosure of this information 
would be unfair on the basis that the subject has a legitimate expectation that their 
contact details will be processed only for the purposes of the OPCC contacting them and 
would not be disclosed widely under the requirements of the Freedom of Information Act. 
 
This exemption is an absolute exemption and does not require a public interest test. 
 
SECTION 42 LEGAL PROFESSIONAL PRIVILEGE 
 
Section 42(1) of the Freedom of Information Act states that information in respect of 
which a claim to legal professional privilege could be maintained in legal proceedings is 
exempt information. 
 
This exemption has been applied to counsel’s opinion – a document which is attached to 
an email included in this disclosure. 
 



This exemption is class-based and subject to a public interest test.   In considering the 
public interest in disclosure of this information the following factors were taken into 
account: 
 
1. The strong public interest in the decisions taken by public bodies and in ensuring that 

these are properly considered and professionally conducted. 
2. The overriding public interest in transparency in decision making and, in particular, in 

those decisions which involve public expenditure. 
3. The passage of time since the legal advice was presented.  
4. The public interest in ensuring that public authorities continue to have access to 

independent, professional and impartial advice which is not compromised or 
adversely influenced by public disclosure. 

5. The importance of the principle that communications between lawyer and client are 
protected to ensure access to full and frank legal advice.  This is particularly relevant 
in this case which has a significant personal impact on a third party. 

 
Taking these factors into account on balance it is considered that the public interest in 
maintaining the exemption outweighs the public interest in disclosure. 

 














































