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Hi
 
Following on from the email below s removing FOI responses for this Parliament (Dec 2019
onwards) from the disclosure pages of the website pending the outcome of the wider security
review of IPSA’s publication policies, and to align with the postponement of the bi-monthly and
annual publication rounds and removal of descriptor fields containing text showing locations, for
example, of venues hired, and starting and destination points for travel as mentioned at this
morning’s IPSA team meeting.
 
Not all of our FOI responses include categories of information currently under review, such as,
requests about IPSA’s IT systems, copies of polices, I’ve aske to check and note any FOI
responses which include any information about:

Travel locations
Venues (e.g. hire of hall)
Hotel locations
Security arrangements or spending

 
This will help us to identify what may safely be republished and to review anything in the light of
the findings of the investigation.
 

 

From: Lee Bridges
Sent: 18 October 2021 18:03
To

Subject: RE: In confidence - security
 
Thank you  and I think restricting access to this Parliament and postponing publication of
those not yet published will be enough. 
 
On the insensitivity point, if it demonstrates how awful people can be to them then maybe its best
left as is?
 

From
Sent: 18 October 2021 17:10
To: Lee Bridges 

Subject: RE: In confidence - security







costs, debts written-off, etc). If you are also considering removing any of this, it is managed on our
side, by nd depending on the information. It might be less sensitive, but includes
connected party information (full name, salary range), and some other staff information (job titles,
reward and recognition payments). You can view this on the website, but please let me know if
you need more information.
 

 

From: 
Sent: 18 October 2021 15:55
To: Lee Bridges 

Subject: RE: In confidence - security
 
Hi
 
This sounds good. I’d be tempted to give this a try overnight.

and  would be able to advise how tricky it is to make it happen and whether need to
be involved.
 
But removing the description field ought to be relatively easy and should help avoid the
‘opportunism’ charge that I was worried about this morning…

 

From: Lee Bridges 
Sent: 18 October 2021 15:41
To

Subject: RE: In confidence - security
 
Thanks  would that be relatively straightforward thing to do (and quickly)? 
 

From
Sent: 
To:  Lee Bridges

Subject: RE: In confidence - security
 
Hi all,
 
Regarding removal of the detailed publication data, as discussed it will remain available on other
websites, and this might have the detrimental impact of drawing traffic towards those other
websites, which often present the data in a rather simplistic way, and not always with our latest
updates. This could have a lasting impact, even after we resume publishing.





I’ve heard from Richard and he has authorised the following as Chair’s action:
 

We postpone the annual publication and bimonthly publication due in November
As in our publication policy, we ask the police to review what we currently publish in light of
whatever comes out of the joint security taskforce
Richard and Ian will write to all MPs to announce this, offer condolences, commit to our
ongoing collaboration on their security etc (once we have seen what happens this
afternoon in case anything IPSA related comes out of it) – now agreed to be sent in the
morning
We remove access to the old stuff temporarily (although we know it is on other sites – it’s a
symbolic move really) – suggested 2 week period for us to have a look back in the light of
Friday’s attack
We consider at the Board whether to not publish anything until we are in a position
(February?) to enact all the changes that are currently in the Board paper and the security
related ones, and then restart regular publication in April OR we do some tweaks and
publish in ?January
Data that should be published will be published eventually, just in a timeframe that allows
us to get things in order
I am rewriting the Board paper accordingly

 
I’m sure there are loads of operational issues coming out of this, so I will put some time in for us
tomorrow to take stock.
 
Many thanks
 
L
 



 

From:
Sent: 18 October 2021 09:52
To: Lee Bridges 

Subject: RE: In confidence - security
 
Thanks Lee, good to know and all sounds very sensible. Sorry obviously to hear about the tragic
event on Friday.
 
Best

 

IPSA
www.theipsa.org.uk
 

From: Lee Bridges 
Sent: 18 October 2021 08:55
To: 

Subject: In confidence - security
 
Morning

There is some thinking to do on publication.  s5 of the publication policy says that we would not
publish certain costs/details based on police advice.  In light of what happened on Friday and
feedback we are getting about what we publish, we may be postponing the publications due in
November whilst we get fresh police advice on the information we currently publish (travel;
details of locations of surgeries etc).  This may be more symbolic, but this may also include






