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Dear ,
 

Our Ref: FOI 185/17
 
Thank you for your email to the Electoral Commission dated 25 November 2017.
 
The Commission aims to respond to requests for information promptly and has
done so within the statutory timeframe of twenty working days.
 
Your request is in bold below followed by our response.
 
You delisted the Tea Party in 2015.
 
May I please see all correspondence and minutes/notes of meetings where
this action was decided to include emails and transcripts of phone calls.
 
Please also provide details of all other parties you have delisted
 
Our response is as follows:
 
We hold the information you have requested.
 
Decision to deregister the TEA Party
 
Please find attached a record of the Commission’s decision to deregister the TEA
Party.  We have extracted the relevant part of the document for inclusion in the
FOI.  Below are the names of those listed in the extract and their job titles at the
relevant time:
 
Peter Wardle – Chief Executive Officer
Bob Posner – Legal Counsel (now Director of Political Finance and Regulation &
Legal Counsel)
Alex Robertson – Director of Communications
Andrew Scallan – Director of Electoral Administration
 
Also attached is the correspondence the Commission had with the TEA Party
about the decision.
 
Deregistered parties
Details of all deregistered parties are available on our website here. 
 
Exemption under section 40
 
You will notice that certain personal details have been redacted from the
documents we are releasing. This redaction is necessary because section 40(2)
and (3)(a) of the Freedom of Information Act 2000 (FOI) Act provides that personal
data, where its disclosure would breach one of the data protection principles, is



exempt from disclosure. The first data protection principle states that personal
data must be processed fairly and lawfully.
 
The Commission considers that it would be unfair to release the names and
personal contact details of junior officials, who were not employed in public facing
roles and did not act as spokespersons for their employer, as those individuals
would have a reasonable expectation that this personal data would not be
disclosed to the general public.  Other personal data has been withheld as it
relates to sensitive personal data of individuals.  
 
I trust that this information satisfies your request. The Commission strives to be an
open, transparent authority, but in some circumstances we cannot responsibly
release requested information, and we ask for your understanding in this regard.

If you are not satisfied with this response, please note that the Commission
operates a review procedure, details of which can be found on the Commission
website at: http://www.electoralcommission.org.uk/about-us/freedom-of-
information-requests/how-do-I-make-an-foi-request

Please also note that if you have exhausted all internal Commission review
procedures and you are still not satisfied you have the right to appeal to the
Information Commissioner. Details of this procedure can be found on the ICO
website: https://ico.org.uk/
 
Yours sincerely,
 

Information Management Adviser
The Electoral Commission
3 Bunhill Row
London EC1Y 8YZ
electoralcommission.org.uk
yourvotematters.co.uk
 
Twitter | Facebook | Blog
 
 



 

 

 

 

An independent body established by Act of the UK Parliament 

 

TREASURER 
TEA Party 

  

 
 
31 October 2014 
 
IMPORTANT – FOR IMMEDIATE ATTENTION 
 

Party Ref: RPP 9386520  
 
Dear , 
 
TEA Party 
Request to modify party name and a registered description on the 
register 

I am writing to inform you that we have conducted a review of party identity marks 
(party names, descriptions, and emblems) on the registers of political parties. The 
law requires the Commission to form an opinion on whether an identity mark would 
be likely to be confusing, misleading or hinder an elector’s understanding of the 
ballot paper. Our review therefore considered these questions.   

On 20 October we wrote to all registered parties informing of a change to the 
Commission’s policy on how acronyms, the capitalisation of words, numbers, and 
links to the internet can be used as, or as part of, party identity marks. Our guidance 
document Overview of party names, descriptions, and emblems has been updated to 
reflect these changes. 

The review identified that your party name and one of your descriptions contains an 
acronym.  



 

 

 

 

An independent body established by Act of the UK Parliament 

 

This letter requests that you apply to make the changes to your party name 
and the description outlined in this letter and notifies you of how the 
Commission will proceed in the event of this not taking place. 

Kindly write to us by 14 November 2014 at the latest with your response to our 
request to make changes to your party name and one of your descriptions. 

 

The requested changes and what do you need to do 

Your party currently has the following name and description on the register of 
political parties in Great Britain that contain the acronym TEA: 
 
 TEA Party 
 TEA improves your wellbeing 

The use of an acronym is likely to mislead voters as to the effect of their vote, unless 
that acronym is so well-known and used in everyday language. An example of such 
a well-known acronym is ‘UK’. It is our opinion that “TEA” is not such a well-known 
acronym that is used in everyday language. We understand that TEA stands for 
Taxed Enough Already 

To ensure that voters are not mislead as to the name of the party we request 
that you clarify to us whether or not TEA stands for Taxed Enough Already and 
if does to spell out this in your party name and description .  

Alternatively you could:  
 
a) provide replacements for the above party name and description or submit 

other versions of your party name and description that consider the 
above issue, or 

 
b) withdraw the above party name and description from the registers of 

political parties. 

If you do not wish to proceed as outlined, please let us know your reasons, 
addressing the above issues and the statutory tests set out in Political Parties 



 

 

 

 

An independent body established by Act of the UK Parliament 

 

Elections and Referendums Act 2000 (PPERA 2000). We will take into account any 
representations you make when making a final decision. 

 

How to submit an application to modify your entry on the register of political 
parties 

There will be no fee to modify your entries.  

Submitting your application to modify your party name and descriptions is 
straightforward using PEF Online. This is our online portal which allows you to 
maintain your party’s registration. Once your party officers are registered to use PEF 
Online, you will not need to submit anything on paper. To ensure that you are not 
charged a fee online, please contact the Party and Election Finance team on 020 
7271 0616 or email pef@electoralcommission.org.uk before you submit your 
application. 

If you prefer, you can apply to make a change to your entry of the register of political 
parties by post. All the forms you will need and our related guidance is available on 
our website at www.electoralcommission.org.uk/i-am-a/party-or-
campaigner/guidance-for-political-parties/registering-and-maintaining-a-party  

We have guidance to help you apply to amend your details at 
www.electoralcommission.org.uk/ data/assets/pdf file/0009/107694/to-names-
rp.pdf 

Please contact the Party and Election Finance team on 020 7271 0616 or email 
pef@electoralcommission.org.uk if you have any questions. 

 

What happens after 14 November 2014? 

The Commission will come to decisions in relation to the above referred party name 
and description. This will be done in accordance with the statutory tests set out 
PPERA 2000. If we receive applications from your party these will be considered, as 
will any representations you make to us. 













 
------------------- Original Message ------------------- 
From:  
Received: 17/11/2014 16:15 
To: PEF Inbox 
Cc: Epping Forest;  
Subject: Party ref: RPP 9386520 
 
Dear Sirs 
 

called me and we spoke on 11th. 
 
Subsequently, the Party Treasurer and I have discussed the proposal. 
 
We have agreed to the party name being amended to "Tea Party" and registered slogans to be similarly 
amended. 
 
I responded in this way to  this afternoon. 
 
We trust that all is now in order as far as you are concerned. 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 













From:  [mailto: ]  
Sent: 22 December 2014 19:35 
To: PEF Inbox 
Cc: 
Subject: Fwd: Letter from the Electoral Commission 
  

  
This was not at all the understanding I took from the exchanges I had a few weeks ago. 
  
It was then understood that we would agree to your changing the name to lower case. 
  
Please advise why the Electoral Commission has changed its approach.  Why should we be forced 
into the inconvenience, time, effort and cost of a new application following a change in 
interpretation by Electoral Commission. 
  

  
 
 
On 23 Dec 2014, at 14:20, wrote: 
 
Dear  
  
Thank you for your email. 
  
The Commission’s policy on the use of acronyms in party names and descriptions is set out 
in our guidance (please see page 11 of the document below): 
  
http://www.electoralcommission.org.uk/ data/assets/pdf file/0009/107694/to-names-rp.pdf 
  
We notified all registered political parties of the publication of our updated guidance, which 
includes an explanation of the position on acronyms through our Director’s letter of 
September 2014, which was also published on our website. The position on acronyms 
remains unchanged: 
  
http://www.electoralcommission.org.uk/ data/assets/pdf file/0005/177971/from-the-
directors-desk-september-2014.pdf 
  
As part of the decision making process, we considered your representations and reached 
the view that ‘TEA’ in the context of the name is intended by the party to represent ‘Taxed 
Enough Already’, a position that is supported by the acronym being spelt out on your party’s 
letterhead. With this in mind, we considered that irrespective of the capitalisation of the word, 
‘TEA’ still represents an acronym. 
  
In line with our policy, we do not consider that this acronym is well known and widely used in 
everyday language and as such, we would require it to be spelt out in full in order for it to be 
used as part of a party name. I apologise if we gave you the impression in previous 
correspondence that changing the name to lower case would be sufficient to ensure that the 
name remained on the register. 
  
I note that your party has already registered the description ‘Taxed Enough Already’. As we 
stated in our letter, your remaining party descriptions and emblem will be protected until 



such a time you should wish to notify us of your intention to register an alternative party 
name. As our letter sets out, the deadline for this is 12 January 2015. 
  
Taking into account our acronym policy, I would like to suggest that ‘Taxed Enough Already 
Party’ may be a suitable alternative, and given that your party has already registered ‘Taxed 
Enough Already’ as a description, a positive decision on this name would be very likely to 
follow. 
  
Please let me know if you have any further questions, or if you would like to discuss the 
suggested or any other alternative names for the party. 
  
Kind regards, 
  

  
                                

Adviser (Guidance & Registration) 
Party and Election Finance 
The Electoral Commission 
3 Bunhill Row 
London EC1Y 8YZ 
Tel: 
  
www.electoralcommission.org.uk 
  
Make sure you are registered to vote 
Follow us on Twitter 
  
Putting Voters First 
  

   Please consider the environment before printing this email. 
  
  
  
 
 
------------------- Original Message ------------------- 
From:  
Received: 24/12/2014 10:55 
To: ; Electoral Registers 
Cc: Epping Forest 
Subject: Re: Letter from the Electoral Commission 
 
Dear  
 
We feel there has been some misunderstanding or confusion over this matter.  We had understood your opinion 
that TEA Party was no longer acceptable, despite our representations that the term was widely used in politics 
and frequently referred to in the context of our policies on taxation.  However, we formed the view that you 
would accept Tea Party and that our name would be changed accordingly. 
 
We do not think we have fully understood your reasoning on this matter and we request a meeting before the 
deadline for registering an alternative name. 
 
Please let us know when we might meet. 
 



Meanwhile we take this opportunity to wish you, and everyone at the Electoral Commission, a Happy Christmas, 
Healthy New Year and, hopefully, a smooth General Election. 
 

 
 
 

 
 



 
------------------- Original Message ------------------- 
From: 
Received: 30/12/2014 14:52 
To: ; Epping Forest; TEA Party (GB) 
Cc: PEF Inbox 
Subject: TEA Party enquiry 30 December 2014 

Dear 
  
I am emailing to follow-up on your phone call with  this morning.  You 
mentioned on the phone that your colleague  has also been 
involved in corresponding with us on this matter, so given the time constraints, I have 
copied  in to this email. 
  
In your phone call you outlined three concerns: 

1.    dissatisfaction with our decision to remove the TEA Party from the Great 
Britain register of political parties 

2.    dissatisfaction with the time you have been afforded to prepare a response to 
our decision and other correspondence 

3.    an outstanding request for a meeting with us as soon as is mutually 
convenient  

  
Our decision to remove the TEA Party from the register 

As discussed in our correspondence it’s important that ballot papers are clear and 
easy to use and that anything on those ballot papers does not have the potential to 
mislead a voter. It is the Commission’s opinion that acronyms have the potential to 
confuse voters when marking their ballot paper. The Commission’s opinion is that 
TEA is an acronym and stands for Taxed Enough Already. 
  
Time afforded to prepare a response 
We wrote to the TEA Party on 31 October to request that you change your party 
name and description. You submitted your response on 6 November, and since then 
there have been a number of items of correspondence between us.  
We sent our letter on 22 December advising you that we had considered your 
representations but have made a decision to remove the TEA Party from the Great 
Britain register of political parties. As per that letter, we will remove the TEA Party 
from the Great Britain register of political parties on 12 January 2015.   
  
As outlined in our recent letter if you submit another party name before 12 January 
2015, such as the one discussed on the telephone with  we will 
consider whether it meets the statutory tests in the Political Parties Elections and 
Referendums Act 2000 (PPERA 2000).  If you submit an application after 12 
January there will be a fee of £150. 
  
We are willing to work with you to make sure you have a suitable name on the 
register. We would be happy to discuss in some detail any alternative party names 
you choose to submit to us for assessment. 
  
The TEA Party has yet to formally submit an alternative name for assessment 
against the statutory tests in PPERA 2000. 











Party 
name 

Identifier to be 
reviewed 

Summary 
of 
response 
from party-
Further 
action 

Further 
information as of 
26 November 
2014 

Peter 
Wardle 

Bob Posner Alex 
Robertson 

Andrew 
Scallan 

Responses 
to 
Approvals 
Board 
comments 
and update 
on final 
responses  
from parties 
as on  
5 Dec 2014 

TEA 
Party 

It is 
recommended 
that the party 
name “TEA 
Party” be 
removed from 
the register of 
political 
parties. 
 

 
 

Argues 
that "Tea 
Party" is 
well known 
as a 
political 
phrase 
and that it 
would not 
be 
confused 
with the 
drink.  
Make no 
reference 
to the 
acronym.  
 
Called 

We are emailing 
the party 
outlining 
alternatives, 
such as “Taxed 
Enough Already 
(TEA) Party” 
that could be 
submitted as 
their party name 
if that met their 
needs. 
 
If the 
recommendation 
is approved this 
would remove 
the party from 
the register of 
political parties. 
 

Agree 
 
Further 
Comments 
 
Given our 
stance on 
acronyms, 
I’m 
surprised to 
see that 
we’re 
suggesting 
an 
alternative 
name that 
includes an 
acronym 
(‘Taxed 
Enough 
Already 

Agree - but 
see my 
second 
comment 
below. 
Commenting 
on Peter’s 
first 
comment  - 
we are taking 
the prima 
facie view 
that a party 
can (subject 
to the six 
words rule, 
the acronym 
counting as 
one word) 
spell out their 
name in full 

Agree (but 
see below)  
 
Further 
Comments 
 
I think as 
TEA Party 
it’s not a 
recognisable 
acronym (I 
didn’t before 
now realise 
it was an 
acronym 
although 
new what I 
thought was 
the ‘Tea 
Party’) but if 
that’s my 

Agree / Not 
Agree 
 
Further 
Comments 
 
I am in the 
same 
position as 
Alex on this. 
I did know it 
was a party 
of low 
taxation and 
to the right 
and had 
associated 
the name 
with the 
Boston Tea 
Party 

We haven’t 
received a 
further 
response 
from the 
party. 
 
Update on 
description. 
I’ve 
checked 
and I realise 
that we 
have not 
received 
confirmation 
that they 
are happy 
to remove 
the 
description, 



(leader) 
11/11, 
made h
aware that 
it was the 
acronym 
itself that 
was the 
problem, 
so going 
as the 
"Tea 
Party" 
would 
likely be 
successful. 

(TEA) 
Party’).  I 
don’t think 
we should 
be doing 
that, it 
makes us 
look pretty 
inconsistent 
in our 
opposition 
to 
acronyms. 
 
Our letter to 
them also 
applies to a 
registered 
description 
but it’s not 
mentioned 
in this 
table.  I 
assume 
we’re going 
to remove 
that 
description 
as well?  
( – I 
asked you 
about this 

and then put 
an acronym 
of it in 
brackets. We 
would of 
course still 
consider the 
stat tests in 
case that did 
lead in any 
particular 
instance to 
confusion or 
misleading. 
 
My own 
comment – I 
could be 
persuaded 
that the TEA 
Party has a 
sufficient 
recognition 
as a party 
label – due to 
the profile of 
such a TEA 
or Taxed 
Enough 
Already party 
in the USA – 
that it should 

ignorance 
and the rest 
of you all 
thought TEA 
was an 
acronym in 
America I 
would 
change my 
view. 
 
 

 
(The 
American 
one not 
anything to 
do with 
Lincolnshire) 

we would 
also be 
removing 
the 
description 
“TEA 
improves 
your 
wellbeing” 
 
Our policy 
is that block 
capitals can 
only appear 
on the ballot 
paper when 
the content 
relates to 
the 
candidate’s 
surname 
name 
(when an 
entry for the 
name of the 
candidate 
and not in 
the name or 
description 
of a party) 
or a well-
known 



and I think 
you said 
they have 
already 
accepted 
that this 
description 
will be 
removed, is 
that 
correct?) 

remain 
registered as 
an acronym. 
Even though 
people 
probably do 
not readily 
know what 
the initials 
stand for, 
save perhaps 
the concept 
that the party 
believes in 
lower 
taxes/less 
government. 

acronym in 
the party 
name or 
description. 
 
Our policy 
focuses on 
what is well-
known 
acronym is 
in our 
opinion, it 
does not 
take into 
account 
when an 
acronym is 
also a word 
that makes 
sense in a 
sentence.  
 
Whether 
TEA is an 
acronym or 
not 
determines 
how we 
apply our 
policy. If 
TEA is an 
acronym, is 



not a well-
known 
acronym. 
By applying 
our policy 
the party is 
required to 
spell this 
out.  
However 
this would 
place the 
description 
over the 6 
word limit. 
 
If TEA is not 
an acronym 
then we 
would de-
capitalise 
the word 
TEA to Tea. 
However 
that is also 
confusing 
for voters 
because 
“Tea” is a 
real word 
with a 
meaning 



that has 
nothing to 
do with the 
party..   
 
Remove 
name “TEA 
Party” and 
description 
“TEA 
improves 
your 
wellbeing” 
from the 
register, on 
basis that 
“TEA” 
appears to 
be an 
acronym, 
but is not 
well-known 
enough.  
PW 
 
(I am not 
aware of 
any 
instances of 
the US Tea 
Party 
capitalising 



the word 
‘TEA’ in this 
way, by the 
way. PW)   

 




