
 

Dear ,  
 

Our Ref: FOI 178/18 

 
Thank you for your email dated 14 November 2018. 
 
We aim to respond to requests for information promptly and with 20 working days. We 
regret that we have not done so on this occasion. 
 
Your request is in bold below followed by our response. Italicised text indicates a clarified 
part of the request.  
 

1. With Regards to English Independence (2016-2018):- 

 

2. Please supply official paper copies of: 

 

3. our Constitution,  

 

4. our Finance Scheme,  

 

5. initial registration of Sandra as Registered Treasurer,  

We require a copy of the Register as of the date when Sandra first appears as our 
(English Independence) Treasurer. 

 

6. annual Confrimation [sic] of details (2017, 2018) and register on those dates,  

We require a copy of the 2017 annual confrimation [sic] (of party particulars), and 
Register as of the date (when it is marked received at the Commission). 

We require a copy of the 2018 annual confrimation [sic] (of party particulars), and 
Register as of the date (when it is marked received at the Commission).  

 

 

7. and any subsequent claims of removal of Sandra Humphrey as Treasurer, 
prior to de-registration (31st October 2018). 

 

8. Please provide any Data Protection and GDPR compliance checks 
undertaken during registration of the party. 

 

9. all correspondence and evidence on the issue of 'Sandra as Treasurer' 
(which you may later rely upon in court) 

 

10. a list of dates when we requested to change Sandra as Treasurer; and when 
these requests were turned down 

 

11. a date when the Commission decided 'Sandra wasn't Treasurer' 

 

12. who made, and who reviewed that decision 

 

13. what specific professional accounting or legal qualifications they hold in 
determining who is a 'Treasurer'  

 



 
14. what contrary evidence had been reviewed, and reasons for ignoring it 

 

15. what steps they it had taken to remove her from the Register (other than 
correspondence above) 

 

16. Please indicate which information has been retained or redacted (black 
boxes), giving reasons why. 

 
Our response is as follows: 

 

As you have been advised already, points 11-16 do not constitute requests under the 
Freedom of Information Act 2000 (FOIA). We have not responded to these points. 
   
You were also asked to clarify the requests made at points 7 and 8 which you have not 
done. As such, we are not responding to these points.  
 
We will address the remaining points in turn. 
 
3 and 4 

 
We hold the information that you have requested. 
 
However, information which is reasonably accessible to the applicant otherwise than 
under section 1 of FOIA is exempt information under section 21 of FOIA.  
 
The information is reasonably accessible to you by virtue of it being the party’s own 
constitution and financial scheme. We have therefore refused this part of the request.  
 
Please note that, where relevant in the other parts of this request, we have refused to 
release historic copies of these documents for the same reason. You should also note that 
FOIA enables applicants to request information, not documents. 
 
5 and 6 

 
We hold some of the information that you have requested. 
 
You have requested copies of the register (we assume of registered political parties) on a 
series of dates: the date Sandra Humphrey was first registered as the party’s treasurer 
(24 August 2016); the date on which we received the party’s confirmation of registered 
details in 2017 (03 October); and the corresponding date in 2018 (11 September). 
 
Information which is reasonably accessible to the applicant otherwise than under section 1 
of FOIA is exempt information under section 21 of FOIA. FOIA also only covers 
information that we hold: we are not obliged to create new information upon request. 
 
The register is ever-changing with entries being added to it and removed from it on a 
regular basis. We do not hold historic copies of the register. 
  
The register which appears on our website includes the details of deregistered entries as 
well as the details of registered entries. You can see that here. You are also able to 



 
“Export Results” using the button located at the bottom right corner of the screen. You can 
use this information available on our website to extrapolate which entries were on the 
register on any given day.   
 
You have also requested copies of the party’s annual confirmation of registered details 
which were submitted in 2017 and in 2018. You should note that FOIA enables applicants 
to request information, not documents. In any case, this information is reasonably 
available to you by virtue of it being information supplied to us by you. We have therefore 
refused this part of the request. 
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We hold the information that you have requested. 
 
Please note that we are not indicating what we “may later rely upon in court” for present 
purposes. No legal proceedings have thus far been initiated and it is not possible currently 
to determine on what basis any contemplated claim would be made. If any legal 
proceedings were brought, we would comply with any relevant disclosure obligations at 
that time. 
 
Information which is reasonably accessible to the applicant otherwise than under section 1 
of FOIA is exempt information under section 21 of FOIA. We consider that any information 
contained in correspondence between us and the party is reasonably accessible to you by 
virtue of it being contained in correspondence that you already possess. We will not 
release information held in this format for this reason. 
 
We have released information to you in the form of internal correspondence and other 
documents which refer to the issue of whether or not Sandra Humphrey should have been 
registered as the party’s treasurer (where other exemptions do not apply).  
 
You will notice that certain personal details have been redacted within the documents we 
are releasing. This redaction is necessary because sections 40(2) and (3)(a) of FOIA 
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.  
 
We consider 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. 
 

 
 

 
 

  
 
Responses made Under the FOIA are made available on our website, however for the 
reasons already described above relevant data regarding personal data will be redacted 
prior to its online release. 
 



 
You may also have noticed that we have not released information to you contained in 
documents relating to enforcement action taken by us against your party. This is because, 
under section 30(1)(a)(i-ii) of FOIA, information that we hold is exempt information if it has 
been held at any time for the purposes of any investigation which we have a duty to 
conduct with a view to whether a person should be charged with an offence, or whether a 
person charged with an offence is guilty of it. This exemption applies to information that is 
held at any time, regardless of whether or not the investigation is on-going. 
 
Application of this exemption is subject to the public interest test. There are a number of 
factors that must be considered and weighed in the balance. 
 
The public interest lies in enabling us to undertake inquiries as part of our investigatory 
powers. We must be able to make regulatory decisions based on firm factual bases and to 
gather evidence on a confidential basis. It is in the public interest to maintain this 
confidentiality as it encourages the free and frank exchange of information from third 
parties to us. Without this we could not perform our statutory functions.  
 
We also acknowledge that there is a legitimate public interest in carrying out 
investigations in a transparent way and in promoting public understanding of our 
decisions. These are matters we take into account including when deciding whether to 
disclose information, whilst ensuring proper regulation of party political funding.  
 
However, once we conclude our investigation and reach a finding we publish information 
in our sanctions table to inform the public interest. It can be found on our website. 
 
Having carefully weighed the public interest relating to possible disclosure of the 
information requested under section 30(1)(a)(i-ii) of FOIA, we are satisfied that 
maintaining the exemption outweighs the public interest in disclosure. We have therefore 
refused this part of your request. 
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We hold the information you have requested. 
 
However, information which is reasonably accessible to the applicant otherwise than 
under section 1 of FOIA is exempt information under section 21 of FOIA.  
 
Information that constitutes dates on which you submitted applications to change the 
registered treasurer for your party is reasonably accessible to you. This is by virtue of the 
party having submitted those applications.  
 
Information about “when these requests were turned down” (which we take to mean when 
we notified you that we were not satisfied that the applications you submitted met the 
relevant statutory requirements) is also reasonably accessible to you. This is by virtue of 
us having written to you outlining our refusal to process the submitted changes.  
 
We have refused both aspects of this part of the request. 
 

I trust that this information satisfies your request. We strive 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 we operate a review 
procedure, details of which can be found on our 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, 

 
 
Access to Information Office (FOI & DPA) 
FOI@electoralcommission.org.uk  
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English independence 
Application to amend their financial scheme 
Political objectives/party information 
 The party have applied to amend their financial scheme, as they are intending to change their party officers, including 

the treasurer. 

 This was originally submitted on 7 November. We wrote to the party on 22 November about our concerns regarding 
the financial scheme they provided. 

 The party submitted an amended version on 2 January 2018 (note that the date stamp on the document is incorrect) 
along with some forms to change officers. 

o Form 1 – change of treasurer (Sandra Humphrey to Neil Humphrey) 
o Form 2 – change of campaigns officer (Neil Humphrey to Sandra Humphrey) 
o Although highly annotated, these forms are compliant with PPERA. 

 

Constitution and Financial scheme 
Financial scheme - link 
 As mentioned above, we wrote the party on 22 November outlining our concerns with their financial scheme. 

 The party’s financial scheme is based on the Commission’s template, but has been amended in places.  There are 
several issues with the scheme, which in my view mean that the Commission cannot approve it because it does not 
properly set out the arrangements for regulating the financial affairs of the party. 

 Paragraph 1.20 says that Neil Humphrey will be responsible for campaign expenditure. This is incompatible with the 
change of officer forms that the party have provided, which state that Sandra Humphrey will become the campaigns 
officer.  



2 
 

 The party have also amended their financial year end (FYE) in their scheme at paragraph 1.5, which is currently 31 
December. 

 They wish for their FYE to run: 
o Year 1(first year of registration) - 24 August 2016 to 31 August 2017. 
o Year 2 – 24 August to 23 August thereafter.  

 The party appears to wish to change the FYE for their first year of registration to change the date of when their 
statement of accounts was due. In my email of 22 November, the party was informed that any change of their FYE will 
not affect any reporting deadlines that have already passed. They were also informed that they cannot change an 
FYE that has already passed.  

 Paragraph 1.11 states that their SOA is due on 30 April each year, which is incorrect based on a FYE date of 24 
August. It would be due 24 December. 

 Paragraph 1.24 also states that the SOA is due 30 April, which for the reasons explained above is not consistent with 
paragraph 1.5 of the scheme. 

 

Recommendation 
I recommend that the financial scheme be rejected for the reasons as set out in this assessment.  It follows then that the 
Commission should not process the party’s applications to change their officers until the party have an amended financial 
scheme which reflects those arrangements approved.  
 

11.01.18 
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Parties whose status is awaiting renewal have not submitted a renewal and have not made the 
£25 payment. These cases will require more careful consideration after 31 October as to whether 
we can be satisfied that the party has failed to confirm its registered details in line with the PPERA 
requirements. 

 

The other parties have either indicated that they intend not to renew their registration, have other 
changes that need to be processed beforehand, or we require further information before we can 
be satisfied that the statutory requirements have been met (usually involves missing payment, but 
in other more complex cases the party may be required to update its registered details). 

 

If you have any questions about the process, or about any of the parties involved, then feel free to 
drop me or someone in the team a line. 

 

Thanks, 

 

 

 

 

The Electoral Commission 

electoralcommission.org.uk 

 



Dear Neil Humphrey, 
 
On 2 January 2018 the party applied to change the party’s registered treasurer from 
Sandra Humphrey to Neil Humphrey and to change the campaigns officer from Neil 
Humphrey to Sandra Humphrey.   The party also provided an amended financial 
scheme on 2 January. 
 
Section 26 of the Political Parties, Elections and Referendums Act 2000 (PPERA) 
prescribes that a financial scheme must be approved by the Commission before it 
shall have effect. 
 
The Commission has not approved the financial scheme you provided on 2 January.  
The reasons for that are set out below.  It follows then that the Commission has not 
yet processed your applications to change the party officers and the registered 
officers remain as set out in the party’s registered entry here.  
 
Reasons the financial scheme was not approved 
The financial scheme provided was not approved because the Commission was not 
satisfied that it properly set out the arrangements for regulating the financial affairs of 
the party for the following reasons: 
 

 Paragraph 1.20 says that Neil Humphrey will be responsible for campaign 
expenditure. This is incompatible with the change of officer forms that the 
party have provided, which state that Sandra Humphrey will become the 
campaigns officer. 

 
 The party cannot change its financial year end for a year that has already 

passed.  
 

 Paragraph 1.11 states that the party’s Statement of Accounts is due on 30 
April or 7 July each year, which is incorrect based on a financial year end date 
of 24 August. It would be due 24 December or 7 March. 

 
 Paragraph 1.24 also states that the party’s Statement of Accounts is due 30 

April or 7 July, which for the reasons explained above is not consistent with 
paragraph 1.5 of the scheme. 

 
Next steps 
The Commission will not process the party’s applications to change its officers until 
we have approved a financial scheme consistent with those applications.  We 
suggest therefore that you submit a financial scheme addressing the issues outlined 
above.  In order to address those points, we suggest that you make the following 
changes to your existing approved financial scheme, which is attached for your 
information:  
 

 Throughout the scheme, where the name of the treasurer is required, replace 
‘Sandra Humphrey’ with ‘Neil Humphrey’.  

 
 At paragraph 1.16, were the name of the campaigns officer is required; 

replace ‘Neil Humphrey’ with ‘Sandra Humphrey’.  



 
 Have all of the responsible officers sign the financial scheme. 

 
You should note that if the party wants to change its current financial year end date 
from 31 December to a different date going forward, the party must then change the 
Statement of Accounts deadline dates in paragraphs 1.16 and 1.24.  If you’re not 
sure what those dates would be, please let us know so that we can assist you. 
 
So that this matter can progress, please provide a revised version of your party’s 
financial scheme with the amendments suggested above, as soon as possible and 
no later than 5:00 pm on Wednesday 14 February 2018. 
 
This email relates only to the party’s application to amend its financial scheme and 
officers. I understand that is separately 
considering matters relating to the party’s compliance, and will be writing to you 
shortly regarding those matters. 
  

  
  
 



 

2018-11-01 – English Independence – Deregistration note 

 

English Independence 

 

Checks - Confirmation of registered details of a political party (RP8) 

See s 32 and 33 of PPERA  

 

Check  Y/
N 

Notes 

Any 
outstandin
g 
application
s to 
change the 
party’s 
registered 
details 
have been 
resolved. 

N We understand that the party's registered treasurer, Sandra 
Humphrey, is not acting as the party's treasurer. Neil 
Humphrey, the party's registered leader, is. This information is 
based on numerous correspondence with the party whereby 
Sandra Humphrey has told us she is not acting as treasurer. 
This means that the party's registered details are not accurate 
and, as such, the party is required to amend these details at the 
same time as (or before) delivering the confirmation. 

We wrote to the party on 09 October 2018 pointing out that the 
party's registered details are not accurate and the party has not 
made a compliant application to amend them. As such, we 
would not process the confirmation that was delivered on 11 
September. We explained what changes the party was required 
to make as well as how to make them. 

Correspondence relating to this case is linked below. 

2018-08-29 - English Independence - Annual renewal 

<http://ecscrm11/CCM/main.aspx?etc=112&extraqs=formid%3
df658c846-f74c-459b-b591-b97558958106&id=%7b54460BDE-
87AB-E811-8E9A-005056A70053%7d&pagetype=entityrecord>  

The 
confirmatio
n was 
received by 
the 

Y Received 11 September 2018 



 

relevant 
deadline. 

The 
confirmatio
n is signed 
by the 
treasurer. 

Y The confirmation was signed by the party's registered treasurer. 
However, as explained, this is not the person who we 
understand is actively the party's treasurer. 

The 
application 
is 
accompani
ed by the 
fee. 

Y Received 11 September 2018 

 

Because the party's registered details are not accurate and the party has not 
submitted an application to update them, we cannot be satisfied that the party’s 
treasurer has delivered a complete a compliant confirmation to us by the relevant 
deadline. As such, the party should be removed from the register. 

 

 – 02 November 2018 

 

Decision: 

Based on the information before me, I agree that the party should be removed from 
the register.  

I am of the view that the confirmation of registered details the party delivered does 
not comply with the requirements of PPERA. That is because the party’s registered 
details are not correct. The party did not deliver with their confirmation an application 
under s 31 to correct them (as required by s 32(2)(b)).  

In this case, the party have told us that the currently registered treasurer, Sandra 
Humphrey, is not actually the treasurer. I am of the view such an inaccuracy is of 
substance.  

I note that the party were given notice on 9 October 2018 that we were of the view 
that they had not delivered a confirmation of registered details that complied with 
PPERA. We also provided advice regarding how to correct the party’s registered 
details.  



 

02.11.18 

 









The party has to date failed to take the legally required steps to change its 
officers in line with PPERA. So the register currently does not reflect what both 
party officers have told us is the reality: that Mrs Humphrey is no longer the 
treasurer. This brings s24(6) PPERA into play: we can I think be satisfied that 
Mr Humphrey is by virtue of s24(6) to be treated at all times as if he were 
registered as the party’s treasurer. 

This however, means that the party is currently failing to comply with s24(1). 
The same person is registered as leader, nominating officer and campaigns 
officer and is to be treated as if registered as treasurer. 

In summary, it seems to me that:

- Both party officials have told us (previously as well as now) that Mrs 
Humphrey has stopped being the treasurer, and has signed the form in 
name only to keep the party on the register. 

-
- We understand what the party officers are trying to achieve – the 

replacement of Mrs Humphrey with Mr Humphrey as treasurer. 

- We have identified the steps the party needs to take to achieve this, 
including:

o The removal of Mr Humphrey as campaigns officer, without which 
Mr Humphrey cannot remain as leader

o The appointment of Mrs Humphrey as an additional officer, without 
which Mr Humphrey cannot become treasurer

o The update and correction of the party’s financial scheme, without 
which it cannot reasonably be said to be adopted as it is 
unworkable

- We have given specific advice on each of these points, both in response 
to applications from the party and proactively as part of this renewal 
process. This has been over a period of time that is more than sufficient 
to follow the steps we have outlined. 

- To date, the party has not taken the steps required by law, and outlined 
in advice by us, to change their officer details. So the officer details 
remain unchanged and the purported notification under s32 is not 
compliant. It incorrectly states that the party’s registered details are 
accurate and is not accompanied by applications etc needed to secure 
that the registered details are accurate.  

We should write to Mr Humphrey in these terms and invite him to submit a 
notification that does comply with s32, noting the previous advice we have 
given. However, if a compliant notification is not received by 31 October, we 
must exercise our statutory duty and de-register the party. 

We should also explain to Mr Humphrey we understand what the party officers 
are trying to achieve and our actions throughout have been to explain the law 
and offer advice on how to comply with it. We have not acted with bias and 
have not harassed either of the party officers. We remain happy to respond to 
questions about the law or process. However, at this point we can’t see what 
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Subject: English Independence catchup
Location: A booth/desks

Start: Thu 27/09/2018 12:30
End: Thu 27/09/2018 13:00

Recurrence: (none)

Meeting Status: Meeting organizer

Organizer:
Required Attendees:
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From:
Sent: 29 November 2018 11:43
To:
Subject: FW: RE: English Independence financial scheme rejection CCM:0389081
Attachments: 2016-07-05-EnglishIndependence-financial scheme.doc

 
------------------- Original Message ------------------- 
From: 
Received: 30/01/2018 16:10 
To: 
Subject: RE: English Independence financial scheme rejection 

From:  
Sent: 30 January 2018 12:53 
To: 
Subject: RE: English Independence financial scheme rejection 
I’m happy to send it. Could you send me the financial scheme to be attached?  

From:  
Sent: 30 January 2018 10:34 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: RE: English Independence financial scheme rejection 

– Thanks for the Line, it is now included. 
– I have tidied this up. Do you want to send this out or do you want me to send it with your email signature? 
 

From:  
Sent: 30 January 2018 08:22 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: RE: English Independence financial scheme rejection 
Thanks – on reflection and looking at your letter, I think the simplest thing is probably for you to please add a 
sentence as follows (will leave you to decide where, I’m happy whatever, and tinker with wording if necessary): 
This letter relates only to the party registration. I understand that is separately 
considering matters relating to the party’s compliance, and will be writing to you shortly regarding those matters. 
Probably best we keep the two issues as separate as possible. 
Cheers 

 

The Electoral Commission 
3 Bunhill Row 
London EC1Y 8YZ 

 

electoralcommission.org.uk 
yourvotematters.co.uk 
Twitter | Facebook | Blog 
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From:  
Sent: 29 January 2018 18:40 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: RE: English Independence financial scheme rejection 

I haven’t sent this out yet but will probably be ready to do so tomorrow. When are you intending to send your 
correspondence?  

From:  
Sent: 29 January 2018 17:03 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: FW: English Independence financial scheme rejection 
Hi 
If you haven’t already sent this out, would you please liaise with about timing as also has correspondence to 
go to the party. 
Ta, 

From:  
Sent: 29 January 2018 14:33 
To: 
Subject: RE: English Independence financial scheme rejection 
Thanks for this,  I’ve had a play around with this letter, mostly with the structure (I think that’s why the tracked 
changes look more extensive than they really are). 
Can you have a read through to check that it makes sense and there’s nothing else we need to add? Let me know 
what you think.  
Ta, 

From:  
Sent: 29 January 2018 10:51 
To:  
Subject: English Independence financial scheme rejection 
Hi 
Here is my draft for this –  
http://skynet/dm/Functions/PEFreg/ layouts/15/DocIdRedir.aspx?ID=TX6SW6SUV4E4-1840879673-208  

The Electoral Commission  
3 Bunhill Row 
London, EC1Y 8YZ 
Tel: 020 7271 
Fax: 020 7271  
www.electoralcommission.org.uk 
www.aboutmyvote.co.uk 
Follow us on Twitter 
Make sure you are registered to vote  
Putting Voters First 
 Please consider the environment before printing this email 
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From:
Sent: 29 November 2018 11:15
To:
Subject: FW: Review of Proposed Fine CCM:0389080
Attachments:

Appeal_Letter_20180406.doc; late-delivered-warning.pdf

 
------------------- Original Message ------------------- 
From: 
Received: 09/04/2018 10:14 
To: ; 
Cc: FOI 
Subject: FW: Review of Proposed Fine 

Hi All, 
– it looks like this relates to some correspondence Neil has had with you? 

 are you happy to proceed in that way? 
 

From: Neil Humphrey [mailto  
Sent: 06 April 2018 17:43 
To:  
Subject: Fwd: Review of Proposed Fine 
FYI - I will send over a draft. PPERA does not require named persons, so we're proceeding on that basis. 

 
I tend to agree with  reading of law - over Bob.  
I note Bob failed to disclose 'political trawling of twitter' and English Nationalist means 'Far-Right' - which 
is entirely a false premise. 
IMHO the commission is out of control, draconian, and its Board need to re-read Nolan. It want's everything 
its own way; yet doesn't give help PPERA says it should. 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Neil Humphrey 
Date: Fri, Apr 6, 2018 at 5:35 PM 
Subject: Review of Proposed Fine 
To:  

Please find attached our party letter. We're still in the process of having Sandra removed under 24(6)(b) as 
well as RP Form change of officers, and financial scheme renaming from named-treasurer to post-holder.. 
We think that complies. Naturally, this STILL holds up party submissions. 
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Our team (with help from  and in the devolved offices) makes a 
concerted effort each year to remind parties ahead of this deadline if they have not yet delivered 
their confirmation. This year, 130 parties were sent reminders at the end of August. As you can 
see, just 13 parties failed to deliver a compliant renewal ahead of the deadline. 111 parties 
successfully managed to renew, and 6 pre-emptively deregistered (1 had actually successfully 
renewed and then decided to deregister 56 days later). Only 5 parties failed to respond to the 
reminder in any meaningful way (including not informing us whether they were going to 
deregister). 
 
Special thanks goes to  who helped design a new reminder letter for our team to 
use. This letter was much more concise, and also included much clearer instructions for parties on 
how to deliver the confirmation using the PEF Online system. It is no concidence that our 
response rate was so high given the more direct message we issued to parties.  
 
If you have any questions about the process then please get in touch with either myself or 
someone in the Registration team. 
 
Thanks 
 

 
 

 
The Electoral Commission 
020 7271 
electoralcommission.org.uk 
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Our team (with help from and in the devolved offices) makes a 
concerted effort each year to remind parties ahead of this deadline if they have not yet delivered 
their confirmation. This year, 130 parties were sent reminders at the end of August. As you can see, 
just 13 parties failed to deliver a compliant renewal ahead of the deadline. 111 parties successfully 
managed to renew, and 6 pre-emptively deregistered (1 had actually successfully renewed and then 
decided to deregister 56 days later). Only 5 parties failed to respond to the reminder in any 
meaningful way (including not informing us whether they were going to deregister). 
Special thanks goes to who helped design a new reminder letter for our team to use. 
This letter was much more concise, and also included much clearer instructions for parties on how 
to deliver the confirmation using the PEF Online system. It is no concidence that our response rate 
was so high given the more direct message we issued to parties.  
If you have any questions about the process then please get in touch with either myself or someone 
in the Registration team. 
Thanks 

The Electoral Commission 
020 7271 
electoralcommission.org.uk 
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Wigan Independents The confirmation was not 
accompanied by a £25 fee 

Case Note 

Under s32 of PPERA, political parties are required, in order to remain registered, to deliver a 
notification to us annually. That notification must state that the party’s registered details remain 
accurate and be accompanied by a £25 fee. If the party’s registered details are not correct, then 
the party must also deliver an application to update these before (or at the same time as) 
delivering the confirmation. 
The notification must be delivered within the period beginning on the first day a party’s SoA can be 
delivered (i.e. the first day of its financial year) and ending 6 months after the deadline for 
submitting the SoA (which is the end of the 4th month of the party’s financial year). 
Where we do not receive a notification under s32 by the relevant deadline, the party shall be 
deregistered in accordance with s33(2A). 
The above parties have failed to deliver a complete and compliant notification under s32 of 
PPERA by the relevant deadline (which, in all cases, was 31 October 2018). The explanation for 
each party is outlined in each deregistration note. I have also included links to the CCM Cases 
outlining the correspondence we have had with each party about the deadline. 
As per the scheme of delegation, please could you confirm whether these parties should be 
deregistered under s33(2A) of PPERA? 
Let me know if you need any more details. 
Thanks 

The Electoral Commission 
020 7271 
electoralcommission.org.uk 
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From:
Sent: 11 January 2018 12:04
To:
Subject: RE: English Independence docs

Hi 
 
I’m currently assessing their updated financial scheme that was provided on 2 Jan - 
http://ecsccmshpt/Account/English%20Independence%20GB-Public/2018-01-02-
English%20Independence-Financial%20Scheme.pdf  
 
I’m sure you covered this already in your investigation, but just to cover myself I thought I would 
pass this on with my thoughts. 
 
He again states that Sandra is ‘Acting’ treasurer, “pending correct interpretation of leader as 
defacto treasurer”. As the leader only becomes the treasurer when the registered treasurer 
resigns, this implies that Sandra has resigned. That would appear to be a section 31 breach. 
 
Or potentially an admission that Neil has been taking on the responsibility of the treasurer, when it 
is still Sandra’s responsibility.  
 
As mentioned, I’m sure this was covered in your investigation when we discussed it sometime last 
year but I thought I would pass this to you in any case. 
 
Cheers, 
 

 
 
From:  
Sent: 08 November 2017 12:43 
To: 
Subject: RE: English Independence docs 
 
Great – thanks so much for that 

 

From:   
Sent: 07 November 2017 14:51 
To:  
Subject: English Independence docs 
 
Hi  
 
Docs received from English Independence today have been uploaded to CCM: 
 

 Financial scheme 
 RP2 
 RP4 
 Letter to 

 
I have these files in my folder when you need to retrieve them. 
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Thanks 
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From:
Sent: 11 January 2018 12:23
To:
Subject: RE: English Independence docs

It also notes in the signatures sections “Sandra relieved” for a number of reasons. This suggests 
that her appointment is currently terminated. 
 
From:  
Sent: 11 January 2018 12:04 
To: 
Subject: RE: English Independence docs 
 
Hi 
 
I’m currently assessing their updated financial scheme that was provided on 2 Jan - 
http://ecsccmshpt/Account/English%20Independence%20GB-Public/2018-01-02-
English%20Independence-Financial%20Scheme.pdf  
 
I’m sure you covered this already in your investigation, but just to cover myself I thought I would 
pass this on with my thoughts. 
 
He again states that Sandra is ‘Acting’ treasurer, “pending correct interpretation of leader as 
defacto treasurer”. As the leader only becomes the treasurer when the registered treasurer 
resigns, this implies that Sandra has resigned. That would appear to be a section 31 breach. 
 
Or potentially an admission that Neil has been taking on the responsibility of the treasurer, when it 
is still Sandra’s responsibility.  
 
As mentioned, I’m sure this was covered in your investigation when we discussed it sometime last 
year but I thought I would pass this to you in any case. 
 
Cheers, 
 

 
 
From:   
Sent: 08 November 2017 12:43 
To:  
Subject: RE: English Independence docs 
 
Great – thanks so much for that 

 

From:   
Sent: 07 November 2017 14:51 
To:  
Subject: English Independence docs 
 
Hi  
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Docs received from English Independence today have been uploaded to CCM: 
 

 Financial scheme 
 RP2 
 RP4 
 Letter to 

 
I have these files in my folder when you need to retrieve them. 
 
Thanks 
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From:
Sent: 04 October 2017 16:38
To:
Subject: RE: English Indpendence

Hey 
 
Yeah – she has responded in a similar fashion to statutory reminders – stating that she doesn’t know anything about 
it, which I find concerning. 
 
I’ll have a think – I just didn’t want to plough ahead and incorporate it if it was going to go over anything you were 
doing, or where you draw the line at etc. 
 
Cheers 

 

From:   
Sent: 04 October 2017 16:33 
To:  
Subject: RE: English Indpendence 
 
Hi  
 
My recollection of this is that in response to our reminder to submit a renewal the Registration 
Team had an email from Ms Humphrey saying that she didn’t know what our email was about and 
that it wasn’t anything to do with her. We asked her to confirm that she was still the treasurer. 
 
As far as I know, she hasn’t directly responded to that. However, as I understand it, since that time 
she has authorised the renewal on PEF Online and sent in a signed form - both in the capacity as 
treasurer of the party. She has also emailed the Commission to authorise a separate registration 
application in her capacity as treasurer. 
 
Given that the requirements under PPERA for the renewal have been met, we have processed 
that.  
 
If you want to explore whether or not Ms Humphrey is the treasurer, perhaps that is something 
you could speak to  about incorporating into your casework? 
 
Ta, 

 
 
 
From:  
Sent: 04 October 2017 16:02 
To: 
Subject: RE: English Indpendence 
 
Cool thanks for forwarding that – will do – and yes that is the same email address! 
 

From:   
Sent: 04 October 2017 16:01 
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From:  
Sent: 04 October 2017 15:55 
To: 
Subject: RE: English Indpendence 
 
Presumably using the same email address that she has used to tell us that she isn’t the treasurer? 
My concern is that we have never actually hear from her except for her to say this is nothing to do with her – this 
includes for the enforcement work….. 
I’m in tomorrow lets have a chat then as there is some suggestion in the soa that she wasn’t always the treasurer – 
except that she was….. 
 
 

From:   
Sent: 04 October 2017 15:50 
To: 
Subject: RE: English Indpendence 
 
Yes I have written to the Ms Humphrey confirming the party’s renewal – as the application was 
submitted on PEF Online only the registered treasurer could have authorised the application. 
 
From:  
Sent: 04 October 2017 15:35 
To: 
Subject: RE: English Indpendence 
 
Have you written to them yet to confirm that this has been processed? 
Bearing in mind the conflicting information do we want to seek further confirmation to ensure we are satisfied the 
info on the form is correct?  
 

From:   
Sent: 04 October 2017 15:29 
To: 
Subject: RE: English Indpendence 
 
Hi  
 
I processed their RP8 earlier this week – they submitted it on PEF Online which means that 
whoever the Treasurer is (Sandra Humphrey I believe) authorised the application OK. 
 
For some reason they also sent a paper form in, signed by Sandra Humphrey – this was probably 
to notify us that they’re wanting to register new emblems and a description, though such an 
application requires another payment which we have not received. I have this form on my desk if 
you want to have a look? 
 
Thanks 
 

 
From:  
Sent: 04 October 2017 15:26 
To: 
Subject: English Indpendence 
 
Hi 
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I see that we have now received an RP8 from English Independence. 
 
Has this been processed yet? 
 
I ask as I am about to open an investigation into multiple late reports. Also we have had more than one email from 
the treasurer stating that she isn’t the treasurer and that this is nothing to do with her. I was going to add in section 
31 – it looks like she has signed the form. 
Would you undertake further enquiries before processing this on the basis that the treasurer has apparently signed 
it. 

 
Cheers 

 
 

The Electoral Commission 
3 Bunhill Row 
London EC1Y 8YZ 
Tel: 020 7271 
Fax: 020 7271 
www.electoralcommission.org.uk 
www.aboutmyvote.co.uk 
 
Democracy matters 
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Where we do not receive a notification under s32 by the relevant deadline, the party shall be 
deregistered in accordance with s33(2A). 
 
The above parties have failed to deliver a complete and compliant notification under s32 of 
PPERA by the relevant deadline (which, in all cases, was 31 October 2018). The explanation for 
each party is outlined in each deregistration note. I have also included links to the CCM Cases 
outlining the correspondence we have had with each party about the deadline. 
 
As per the scheme of delegation, please could you confirm whether these parties should be 
deregistered under s33(2A) of PPERA? 
 
Let me know if you need any more details. 
 
Thanks 
 

 
 

 
The Electoral Commission 
020 7271 
electoralcommission.org.uk 
 




