FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT 2000/ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION REGULATIONS 2004 
Your request for information has now been considered and the Council’s response to your questions is shown below.

You asked:
For the following information in relation to Liz Kendal MP, Shivani Raja MP, and Shockat Adam MP

Under the Freedom of Information Act 2000, I request information on planning activities (e.g., applications, objections, appeals, enforcement notices, consultation responses, or related correspondence) held by your authority between 18 April 2020 and 19 April 2025. This request relates to the following:

· Liz Kendall, Member of Parliament for Leicester West.

· Individuals sharing the surname Kendall, particularly where involvement may reasonably relate to the MP.

· Spouses, partners, family members, or co-inhabitants (“co-inhabitants”) at address(es) associated with Liz Kendall, where planning activities may reflect household interests, even if the MP is not named directly.

I understand that the constituency of Leicester West spans multiple planning authorities and that Liz Kendall may or may not reside within your specific area. Nevertheless, as your authority covers part of the constituency in which the individual may reside, I request any relevant records falling within your jurisdiction.

Scope of Requested Information

Please provide details of any planning activities involving:

· Direct Involvement: Records naming Liz Kendall or reasonable derivations (for example e.g., “J. Smith”, “Jon Smith”, “Jonathan A. Smith”, “J.A. Smith”, “J Alexander Smith”, “Jon A Smith”).

· Address-Based Activity: Planning records linked to addresses associated with the MP, including where co-inhabitants are named (e.g., applications, objections, correspondence) and the MP is not explicitly mentioned.

· Surname-Based Records: If name or address searches yield limited results, include planning records involving the surname Kendall, narrowed as needed to avoid excessive costs (e.g., filtering for derivations or known addresses).

For each relevant record, please provide:

· Applications / Appeals / Pre-applications: Reference number, date(s), property address, type of application, and where applicable, a note (e.g., “co-inhabitant at [address]”) with redacted names as appropriate.

· Objections / Representations: Reference number, date, property address, summary of comments, and anonymised indicators of involvement by co-inhabitants.

· Enforcement Notices / Correspondence: Brief summary (e.g., nature of issue, date, role), noting co-inhabitant involvement where relevant.

· Consultation Responses: Summary, date, and anonymised indication of co-inhabitant participation.

Where applicable, please anonymise or aggregate data in line with UK GDPR, but provide as much information as legally permissible in the public interest.

Suggested Search Approach

You may use discretion to determine the most effective search method. Suggested paths include:

· Primary: Search for Liz Kendall, derivations, and any associated addresses in public and internal planning systems, correspondence logs, and archives.

· Address-Based: If address(es) associated with the MP are known (via public records or prior planning interactions), search for related activities including those by co-inhabitants.

· Surname-Based: If limited results are found, conduct a broader surname search, narrowing if more than 50 records are retrieved.

· Systems to Check: Public planning portals, internal databases, email logs, enforcement records, and archived materials.

If the request risks exceeding FOIA Section 12 cost limits, please provide a summary of findings and contact me to refine the scope. If no records are found, please confirm and describe the search conducted.

Public Interest Justification

Disclosure is firmly in the public interest. As an elected official, Liz Kendall is subject to heightened transparency, particularly where private planning activity may intersect with public responsibilities. This includes activities by co-inhabitants at the MP’s address, which may reflect household interests relevant to their role.

The Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (Section 69) mandates public access to planning registers, further reducing privacy expectations for planning submissions. The ICO’s Decision Notice FS50816241 (2020) confirmed that elected officials have diminished privacy expectations when involved in planning processes, as transparency ensures accountability. Similarly, ICO Guidance on FOIA Section 40 (2021) supports disclosing anonymised or public domain information about public officials where the public interest is clear.

The Local Government Association’s Probity in Planning Guidance (2022) also emphasises that elected representatives must avoid any appearance of impropriety in planning matters—justifying appropriate scrutiny of MPs’ household activities. Such transparency helps prevent undue influence, promotes fairness in planning decisions, and supports democratic trust, particularly where there may be overlaps between an MP’s public duties and private interests.

ICO guidance on FOIA Section 40 supports disclosure of public domain or anonymised information about individuals associated with public officials where the public interest is clear. Since MPs must declare interests that could influence their work (Parliamentary Code of Conduct, 2023, Section 13), scrutiny of planning activity involving co-inhabitants is necessary to uphold transparency, fairness, and democratic trust.

These principles are reinforced by the Parliamentary Code of Conduct (2023, Section 13), which requires MPs to register interests that may influence their actions, highlighting the legitimacy of this request.

Anticipated Objections and Responses

· Privacy: I do not seek sensitive personal data beyond what is normally disclosable. Please redact names and contact details of private individuals as appropriate. However, anonymised or redacted records should be disclosed when household connections to the MP are relevant.

· Cost / Scope: The request is targeted, with surname searches being secondary. If limits are approached, please advise and I will refine the request.

· Uncertain Residency: If the MP’s residence is not within your area, please confirm what searches were undertaken by name or constituency affiliation.

· Internal or Pre-Application Records: Disclose only what is permitted under FOIA, with appropriate redactions.

· Vexatiousness: This is a serious, public interest-driven request concerning transparency of an elected official. The request is clearly scoped and reasoned.

The following exemptions are applicable.
In terms of spouses, relatives etc. the Council doesn’t hold this information. We have no knowledge of said MP’s family connections.  Therefore, this letter acts as a refusal notice under section 17.1 of the Freedom of Information Act 2000 because, in accordance with section 1.1 of the Act, this information is not held by Leicester City Council and we are therefore unable to search our planning records
Section 40 and 41 of the Act also apply.

Where information is requested for disclosure to the wider world (which is how any disclosure made under the FOI Act must be considered) a consideration must be made as to whether this would breach Data Protection Principles.

If held this information can only be released if to do so would not contravene any of the principles set out in Article 5(1) of the General Data Protection Regulation (GDPR).

Here, the Council judges that this personal data is being processed to facilitate the planning process. Disclosure to the wider world would constitute a breach of Data Protection principles, notably Principle 1-fair, lawful and transparent processing and Principle 2 – processing for specified and not incompatible purposes. Therefore, this Information is exempt from release under Section 40(2) of The FOI Act as this information constitutes personal data.  

In addition, this information would have been given in confidence and release of such data would put the Council at risk of an actionable breach of confidence. Were the Council to make such a disclosure, it would jeopardise the trust and confidence between the Council and those seeking to follow the appropriate planning process. The information is therefore exempt from disclosure by virtue of section 41(1) of the Freedom of Information Act 2000, Information Provided in Confidence.

If you wish to search for a particular address, the Council’s planning portal can be accessed via the following link: Find and comment on planning applications
You may re-use the information under an Open Government Licence.
If you are dissatisfied with the handling of your request, please write, explaining your grounds of appeal, to: 

Internal Review

Information Governance & Risk
Email: info.requests@leicester.gov.uk
