Letters between Lord Neill and Mr A Scholefield (United Kingdom Independence Party) 

Letter from Mr A Scholefield to Lord Neill 

Lord Neill of Bladen, QC 
House of Lords 
London SW1 

5 January 2000 

Dear Lord Neill 

In your Report ‘Standards in Public Life’ paragraphs 10.103, 104 and 105 you made some observations on the financing of the elections to the London majority and Assembly. 

In paragraph 10.105 you stated that an ‘appropriate regime for London would include constituency limits and a London wide limit similar to those we have proposed above for Scotland, Wales and Northern Ireland.’ 

The government’s proposals for the London elections are that unlike Westminster elections and indeed Scottish, Welsh or Northern Ireland elections, there will not be a free mail out of election literature by candidates. 

This matter was not covered in your Report but the absence of a free mail out has great implications for the impact of the spending by the political parties in a London election. 

The UK Independence Party would like to enquire whether you wish to put your views of this to the public. 

I enclose copies of correspondence between Keith Hill MP and myself. 

Yours sincerely 

A Scholefield 
Party Secretary 
United Kingdom Independence Party 

Letter from Lord Neill to Mr A Scholefield 

Mr A Scholefield 
United Kingdom Independence Party 
Triumph House 
189 Regent Street 
London W1R 7WF 

28 January 2000 

Thank you for your letter of 5 January 2000 in which you invite my views about the Government’s proposal not to allow a free mailshot for candidates in the London elections, 

We understand and sympathise with the concerns you raise in your letter. In my Committee’s Fifth Report on the funding of political parties (Cm 4057), published in October 1998, we recognised the value to the health of our democracy of free mailshots in the parliamentary and European elections and recommended that that benefit should be extended to elections to the devolved institutions (Recommendation 35). Unfortunately, the deadline to which we were working prevented us from considering the London elections in detail. In the absence of specific evidence and discussion about the London elections, we did not feel able to make detailed recommendations about them. 

I understand that the regulations governing the arrangements for the London elections will be subject to affirmative resolution. The point that you are pressing will no doubt be aired in debate in Parliament. Looking further into the future, I note that Clause 5 of the Political Parties, Elections and Referendums Bill, currently going through the House of Commons, provides for the proposed Electoral Commission to keep under review and report on matters relating to elections, including local elections and referendums. Also, my Committee, as a standing Committee which reviews the implementation of its previous reports, will continue to monitor developments in relation to the broad range of issues raised in the Fifth Report, including arrangements governing political party expenditure and state assistance to political parties. 

Lord Neill of Bladen QC 
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