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Case Management Note 
      

1. Mr Stuart, in his notice of appeal, asserts that reports which were broadcast by the 
BBC (about which he made a request for information) were “largely, if not entirely, 
fabricated”.  He gives detail of why he says they were fabricated. 

2. In his grounds of appeal he also asserts:  “I therefore understand the BBC reports in 
question to have contravened article 20 of the International Covenant on Civil and 
Political Rights ….; therefore I am owed an article 20 right by the UK 
government”. 

This Tribunal’s power and jurisdiction 

3. Mr Stuart’s rights under the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights 
may be capable of being litigated and remedy given to him if a Court finds there 
was a breach of those rights.  The question of whether reports are genuine or 
fabricated may also be capable of being independently investigated. 

4. The power given to this Tribunal, however, is to decide whether the decision notice 
issued by the Information Commissioner’s Office was or was not in accordance 
with the law (s.58 of the Freedom of Information Act 2000).  This Tribunal, 
therefore, is unable to grant Mr Stuart a remedy for what he says is a contravention 
of his rights under that Covenant. 

5. Mr Stuart at present has not provided in his grounds of appeal reasons why he says 
the Information Commissioner’s Office decision notice was wrong in law, i.e. why 
the Information Commissioner’s Office was wrong to conclude that the information 
was held for the purposes of journalism, art or literature. 

DIRECTIONS 

6. Mr Stuart must by 24 May 2016 provide the Tribunal (copy to the Information 
Commissioner’s Office) with any reasons that he says the information he sought 
was/is not held by the BBC for purposes of journalism, art or literature. 

7. The Information Commissioner’s Office will be sent the documents in this appeal; 
his response will be due by 21 June 2016 (irrespective of whether Mr Stuart 
complies with the direction at paragraph 6 above). 

8. On receipt of the above documents, further directions will be issued.           



Direction Notice Continued Tribunal Reference Number:   EA.2016.0120 

Appellant: Robert Stuart 

Date of decision: 3 May 2016 

 

This decision was made by the Tribunal’s Registrar.  A party is entitled to apply in writing within 14 days 
of the date of this document for this decision to be considered afresh by a Judge. 

                  

R Worth 

Registrar, dated 3 May 2016 

 


