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From: FOI
Sent: 22 December 2020 17:40
To:
Subject: FOI 149-20 - Response
Attachments: 149-20_Attachment_Redacted.pdf

Dear  
 
 
Our Ref: FOI-149-20 
 
Thank you for your email to the Electoral Commission dated 24/11/2020. 
 
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. 
 
Can you please send me a link to the comments from the public in relation to this 
application [Action for Independence Party] and to our original application? 
 
Our response is as follows: 
 
We hold the information you have requested. Please find attached copies of comments received 
on the applications to register Action for Independence and Alliance for Independence. 
 
You will notice that some information has been redacted. This is because this information is 
exempt under section 40(2) of the Freedom of Information Act 2000. Section 40(2) provides for an 
exemption where the information requested constitutes personal data and releasing the 
information would breach one of the data protection principles under the GDPR. The information 
that has been redacted includes names and email addresses of individuals that provided 
comments. We have also redacted the names of junior members of Commission staff who have a 
reasonable expectation for their names not the be released. As this is personal information, 
releasing it would be a breach of the GDPR principles, and so we will not do so. 
 
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: 
https://www.electoralcommission.org.uk/freedom-information/make-a-freedom-information-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 Team 
The Electoral Commission 
electoralcommission.org.uk 





down their timeline also. @PoliticsScot ,an account by a 
member of ISP, tweets about the parties that rejected AFI's 
requests. @IndyScotParty tweeted on Oct 12th & 13th 
about their rejection. www.thenational.scot covered the 
story around about the 9th also. There are two bodies of 
people included under that umbrella who are not political 
parties, so it's impossible to say if the AFI's claim about 
them qualifying to be under it is valid. AFI have still not 
taken down their offending tweet to date.  
If you require any more information, please don't hesitate to 
contact me, Best regards  

 
 
28 October: 
Good morning , further to my most recent email, I've 
been studying the AFI re-submission and I have to say 
there appears to be as many unanswered questions as 
there were before.  
1) Who chooses the candidates and in which order, if from 
Independent candidates and other parties ? 
2) It will be impossible for the electorate to be sure of who 
or what they are voting for apart from one issue only. 
3) Who is their Leader, who is their Treasurer and who is 
their Nominating Officer ? 
4) Who is in charge of the Candidates campaign funds as 
other parties would have to share their financial scheme 
and Constitution ? 
5) Who is going to vet Candidates who'll be standing under 
their name ? 
With my Regards,  
31 October: 
Good Morning  I thought you better be aware of this 
and are they taking money for membership ? Regards, 

 
 

 





policies they disapprove of.   They also fail to demonstrate a 
robust vetting process. 
 
I now have a specific example of the problem about the 
vetting process. Martin Keatings, an independent candidate 
for Mid Scotland and Fife for the Scottish Parliamentary 
Elections 2021, advertises himself on Twitter  as Convener 
of AFI and also Head of ForwardASOneYes.  There has 
been no evidence of a vetting process to ensure that Mr 
Keatings is an appropriate individual for public office.   
 
10 November: 
I am contacting you about my concerns regarding the 
application for registration by Action for Independence. I 
contacted you recently expressing, among other issues, 
concerns about AFI's ability/ intention to vet candidates that 
are not of their own Party but whom they are endorsing and 
including under their 'umbrella'. I now have a specific 
example of this problem. Martin Keatings, an independent 
candidate for Mid Scotland and Fife for the Scottish 
Parliamentary Elections 2021, advertises himself on Twitter 
as Convener of AFI and Head of ForwardASOneYes. There 
has been no evidence of a fit for purpose vetting process, 
however. 
 
2 November: 
I am commenting about the Action for Independence 
Political Party registration. 
I object to this registration because: 
 
1. AFI would confuse voters. As AFI is mixtures of 
candidates from Parties that wont actually be listed, many 
voters wont realise that they could be voting for Parties that 
have policies or principles to which they are opposed. 
2. They also wont know the integrity of those whom they are 
voting for. They wont know if the candidates have been 
vetted, who is responsible for the campaign money, who 
decides the order of Parties on the list and in what order the 
candidates are placed. 
3. Currently AFI have not said who their leader, treasurer or 
nominating officer is. They are not listed in their Constitution 
which says that other Parties would have to share their 
Constitution and financial scheme. 
4. AFI does not appear to have the probity or due diligence 
that a voter would expect of a political party. 

 
 

I see you have yet another application from AFI, now action 
for independence  
  
Firstly AFI is used by Airdrie For independence Their 
constitution gives no named leader , treasurer , nominating 
officer , I was of understanding this was required on your 
online  application form ?  
There is no official address 



They are asking ‘ other parties’ to abide byTHEIR. 
constitution, can you explain how does/can work, approved 
parties have their own constitution’s and financial 
schemes  which , you , the EC have approved them to use 
Who then deals with campaign money ? AFI treasurer , or 
the other parties ?  
Who is vetting their candidates ?  
Who decides who stands in which region and in which order 
?  
Party members will not be happy if they can’t campaign for 
a candidate from their party /branch Voters will not know 
who they are voting for ,yes they may say they support 
Scottish independence, but Parliament is a 5 year term , 
voters should know they are voting someone who they feel 
represents them , they political values, principles and vote 
for or against issues that are important to them , it cannot 
be a one policy vote and with just saying AFI on ballot you 
won’t really know who is in what order  
  
  
I hope these issues will be considered against approval as 
really does seem a very confusing strategy, if I can call it a 
strategy  
 

 
 

I wish to make objection to Action for Independence’s party 
application on the following points. 
1. AFI is blurring the lines between being a) a political party 
in its own right and b) being an umbrella group that is 
bringing together existing organisations in an electoral pact 
2. AFI will lead to voter confusion and also 
misrepresentation. 
3. AFI’s financial scheme is confused and unclear. 
1. AFI is blurring the lines between being a political 
party in its own right and being an umbrella group 
bringing together existing organisations in an electoral 
pact. 
Electoral pacts commonly take a number of forms. They 
can consist entirely of registered political parties that have 
decided to work together, or a mixture of parties and trade 
unions or maybe trade unions and interest groups. 
Sometimes the pact is an informal one, where they agree 
not to run candidates against each other; but other times 
the pact is more formal where they adopt a common name 
to run under and pool resources. Whatever form it takes, all 
those who participate in such a pact belong to one of the 
groups in the pact. For example, those who are in the 
Labour and Cooperative parties have membership of 
Labour or of the Cooperative party, or both. You don’t get 
members who belong to neither.  
Yet that is what AFI are doing. In section 4 of their 
constitution it says this; 



a) Individual Membership: Individual membership is open to 
all, who agree to adhere to this constitution and all rules 
and protocols of AFI. 
b) Affiliate Membership: Affiliate membership is available to 
any Yes or other Independence supporting group which 
agrees to adhere to this constitution and all rules and 
protocols of AFI. 
c) Umbrella Party Membership: Umbrella Party membership 
is open to any Registered Scottish Political Party which 
agrees to adhere to this constitution and all rules and 
protocols of AFI. 
d) Membership Fees: All membership fees will be ratified by 
Conference each year. 
This raises a number of questions. If someone can be an 
individual member of AFI, does that mean that AFI are a 
separate political party as well as the ‘umbrella’ under which 
the others stand?  
If AFI are a separate political party within this arrangement, 
then that is how they should behave. The other 
parties/groups shouldn’t be paying subscriptions to them. If 
the other parties have to do this, then essentially it is 
misrepresentation. The parties concerned are running 
under their own banner, but also funding another political 
party. Under this arrangement they should either be 
instructed to merge with AFI, or not pay them subscriptions.  
Again, this has implications for what symbol these parties 
should be running under. If AFI are a separate political party 
then the other parties should not be running under the AFI 
symbol; it is misrepresentation.  
2. AFI will lead to voter confusion and also 
misrepresentation. 
if AFI wish to be considered a separate political party, do 
they pass the purpose test for this? They have no policies 
apart from independence. They have instructed their 
members to support a pro independence Government and 
keep it in power in section 2 of their constitution.  
2.d )For the sake of clarity, anyone selected as an AFI 
candidate or elected as an AFI MSP will be bound to 
support any pro-independence Scottish Government 
proposal to secure the objectives in 2(b). In addition, all AFI 
candidates and MSPs will be bound to keep a pro-
independence Scottish Government in power to enable it to 
deliver these objectives. In all other matters an AFI 
candidate or MSP may promote, support, argue for and 
vote for their own party programme or individual conscience 
In practical political terms this means that AFI members 
would have to vote for the Scottish Government budget 
every year; they would also have to vote for the ruling party 
on any vote of confidence on any matter to stop the 
government falling. They may say that they are simply 
supporting independence but in actual fact they are 
committing themselves to keeping that party in power. 
Again this is blurring political lines. Who and what would a 



voter be voting for under these stipulations? How would 
they know what they were voting for?  
3. AFI’s financial scheme is confused and unclear. 
AFI’s financial scheme is also confused. AFI requires the 
affiliates to sign up to a constitution and a financial scheme 
under part 9 of their constitution: 
9.Financial Management 
The Vice-Convenor (Finance), acting as Treasurer for 
Electoral Commission purposes, will, on behalf of the 
National Executive, enter arrangements with a registered 
clearing house bank to open such accounts as may be 
considered necessary and prudent to advance the aims and 
objectives of AFI on behalf of the membership. All accounts 
will be held in the name of the ‘Action for Independence’ 
and will be operated in accordance with the Standing 
Orders in Appendix 1 
Regional Groups and Umbrella Parties 
a) Regional Groups shall adopt a constitution based on this 
AFI National Constitution and shall agree to, and abide by, 
this AFI National Constitution in all of their dealings as 
member Groups of AFI. 
b) Yes or other independence supporting Groups (Affiliate 
members) shall be accepted as members of their Regional 
Group of AFI on agreement to abide by the constitution of 
the group. 
c) Umbrella Parties shall be accepted as members of AFI 
on agreement to abide by this AFI National Constitution 
Financial Management 
3.The AFI constitution provides for the membership of 
Affiliated Organisations (Yes or other independence 
supporting groups) and Umbrella Parties. For the avoidance 
of doubt, these organisations are not accounting units of the 
AFI. 
But it also states that those parties/groups retain their own 
autonomy and constitution (and presumably financial 
scheme, if they are a registered party). How then is financial 
reporting done? Will it be done through the auspices of the 
individual party, or through AFI? Under joint campaigning 
rules each party would normally look after reporting for its 
own candidates under a pact arrangement. But if these 
parties sign up to AFI’s constitution and financial scheme, 
will they not have to adopt this as their own, especially as 
they are also required to pay subscriptions? And would they 
not then be accounting units of AFI? 
Conclusion 
AFI’s application is confused and non transparent. It is 
oscillating between being a political party, an umbrella for a 
political pact and being a non party campaigner. It has to 
decide what it wants to be and stick to one model. It should 
not be allowed to ‘pick and mix’ between all three. The 
application as it stands, should be rejected.  
 














