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Welsh Government has sought views on the proposals set out in the UK Government’s 

Elections Bill. The Electoral Commission is the independent body which oversees elections 

and regulates political finance in the UK. We work to promote public confidence in the 

democratic process and ensure its integrity. A key part of our role is to provide advice to 

governments and parliaments on legislation relating to elections and the regulation of 

campaigners.  

This briefing considers the clauses of the Bill for which we understand the UK Government 

is seeking legislative consent from the Senedd. It also highlights provisions in the Bill which 

relate to UK Parliament elections and would therefore have an impact on voters, 

campaigners and electoral administrators in Wales, including through a resulting divergence 

of rules for different elections in Wales. It reflects our current understanding of the Bill and of 

the associated secondary legislation which will follow. We will continue to support Welsh 

Government as the parliamentary process proceeds.  

Bill provisions directly relevant to the Senedd 

and local government elections in Wales 

This section of the briefing is about the parts of the Elections Bill that the UK Government 

has proposed should apply to the whole elections framework, including Senedd and local 

government elections in Wales. It has asked the Senedd to consent to some of these 

changes where the Senedd has competence over the relevant part of the law. 

Campaigner regulation and registration 

Digital imprints 

Digital campaigning accounts for an increasingly large proportion of spending reported by 

campaigners after elections. Following the 2019 UK general election and European 

Parliament election, political parties reported that spending on digital advertising 

represented 53% of their total advertising spending. Party spending returns for the 2021 

Senedd elections are due to be submitted in August and November 2021 (dependent on the 

level of spending) and we will publish this data in due course. 

The introduction of digital imprint rules has been a long standing Electoral Commission 

recommendation, which would improve transparency and voter confidence. It was also a 

recommendation in our recent report on the 2021 elections in Wales. 

Our research after the election confirmed that people continue to value transparency about 

who is responsible for political campaign activity online at elections with a majority (69%) of 
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people agreeing that it is important for them to know who has produced the political 

information they see online, and three in five agreeing (59%) they would trust digital 

campaigning material more if they knew who produced it. To ensure voter confidence in 

digital campaign regulation, the law should provide for swift action to deal with any 

campaign material that does not comply with the new imprint requirements. The Bill would 

create a new duty for social media and digital advertising providers to provide information to 

the Commission and the police about who has supplied and paid for material, which would 

help us to secure compliance with the law. It also sets out duties for social media and digital 

advertising providers, including to remove material without an imprint once a court has 

found a conviction or the Commission has imposed a sanction on a campaigner. 

Key considerations for Welsh Government 

 Whether the Senedd decides to consent to the proposals in the Elections Bill or 

introduce separate legislation, we recommend that digital imprint rules should 

become a legal requirement at all elections across the UK.  

 We understand that the UK Government as well as Welsh and Scottish Governments 

are currently considering questions of competence relating to the digital imprint 

proposals. If it is decided that the digital imprint proposals in the UK Government’s 

Bill are a reserved matter, then we understand that the provisions would apply to all 

elections held in both Wales and Scotland if passed.  

 The Commission understands from the recently published legislative consent 

memorandum that Welsh Government regards imprint policy as a devolved matter 

and does not plan to recommend that the Senedd give consent to the UK 

Government’s legislation applying to Senedd and Welsh local government elections. 

If that is the case, we would recommend that Welsh Government legislates on a 

digital imprint law as soon as possible.  

 If the Elections Bill proposals do not apply to Senedd and Welsh local government 

elections, Welsh Government would need to make a decision on the best way to 

introduce a digital imprint law in Wales. It should consider the proposals being made 

by the UK Government on a new digital imprint law, and also the rules that have been 

already implemented in Scotland. 

 Transparency could be improved for voters if future imprint requirements in Wales 

were to cover all digital material from campaigners including those not registered with 

us, even if they had not paid to promote it. The proposed UK Government rules 

would only require imprints to be placed on digital material from unregistered 

campaigners if it was a paid-for advert. Welsh Government may wish to consider the 

difference in scope between the existing regime for devolved Scottish elections and 

that proposed in the UK Government Bill. We think there are benefits for 

transparency in both approaches – the UK Government’s intention to make imprint 

rules apply generally to digital political material rather than solely to election material, 

will mean that a broader range of materials promoting parties or candidates will have 

to include an imprint. But the approach that requires imprints on all digital election 

material by unregistered campaigners in the Scottish rules provides more 

transparency than the UK Government’s proposals would bring, and is more 

consistent with the imprint rules for printed election material.  
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 The digital imprint proposals in the Elections Bill will include takedown provisions for 

material without an imprint, but they are unlikely to apply swiftly. They could only be 

used after a court or the Commission has formally determined an offence.  

 If the Senedd and the UK Parliament both pass legislation for digital imprint rules, it 

will be important to avoid the risk of separate legislative regimes applying to the same 

offence. That result could cause confusion for campaigners, regulators, and 

prosecutors. For example, depending on the scope of any proposals Welsh 

Government develops in future, it is possible that two separate imprint regimes could 

apply to a single piece of digital election material which promotes a candidate or 

party at a Senedd election, and to a piece of digital political material which promotes 

a candidate or party more generally. If the campaigner did not include an imprint, the 

Commission and the Crown Prosecution Service would potentially have to consider 

which offence should be investigated, and whether a campaigner in that scenario 

could actually have committed two offences under two separate regimes.      

 

Registration of political parties and non-party campaigners  

Requiring new political parties to set out any assets or liabilities they hold over £500 when 

they apply to register would address a gap in the current rules for party accounts. It should 

give voters greater transparency by allowing them to see from the outset the level of funds 

or debts that a new party has.  

The Bill will also introduce a prohibition on entities being registered as political parties and 

registered non-party campaigners at the same time. So far, this situation has been rare, but 

this proposal would reduce the effective spending limit of parties and other campaigners 

considering electoral pacts and alliances in future. While there have been past instances of 

individuals being involved in some capacity in a party and a non-party campaigner 

simultaneously, there has only been one example in the past ten years of the same entity 

being registered as both a political party and non-party campaigner at the same time ahead 

of a UK Parliament general election. 

Key considerations for Welsh Government 

 The proposed ban on entities being registered as political parties and registered non-

party campaigners at the same time is likely to reduce some types of campaign 

activity at future elections. It would reduce the amount that political parties can 

choose to spend on supporting or opposing another party or its candidates, including 

at elections where a party is not fielding any candidates itself. It could have an impact 

on parties and other campaigners considering electoral pacts and alliances in future.  

 The amendment to ban entities being registered as political parties and registered 

non-party campaigners at the same time would change two sections of PPERA: one 

is reserved (s22) and the other is devolved (s88). If the Senedd decided not to 

consent to this amendment, then it appears that the law will apply differently for UK 

Parliamentary elections compared to Senedd elections. It would mean that a 

registered non-party campaigner would not be permitted to become a registered 

political party in any circumstances (s22), but the rules on whether a registered party 

can be a registered non-party campaigner would be different (s88). It appears that 
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would be allowed for Senedd elections but not for UK Parliamentary elections. This 

could be confusing for voters and campaigners and have implications for how the 

statutory register is maintained. (See the section below on “controlled expenditure by 

non-party campaigners” for further details.) 

A non- party campaigner has to submit a notification when it intends to spend over the 

legal threshold. When accepting notifications as part of our role as the statutory registrar, 

the Commission checks if the notifying entity is eligible. It will be important to ensure the 

law provides clarity and certainty about how to determine when a political party and a 

non-party campaigner are “the same” entity, so that those applying to register and the 

Commission can understand and apply the new requirement consistently. 

 

Notional expenditure of candidates and others 

Rules about notional spending ensure that campaigners properly account for and report all 

goods, services and materials that are donated to them, and which they use to help them in 

any way with their campaign activities.  

There is a considerable level of notional spending reported by candidates at elections. Data 

on spending from the 2019 UK general election shows the total amount of notional spending 

reported was £7 million, nearly 40% of the total amount of reported candidate spending.  

Candidates, agents and party or campaigner staff need a clear understanding of when 

something is “notional spending” or “election expenses” because it counts towards their total 

campaign spend, which must not exceed the specified spending limit. The current law on 

notional spending is long established and has operated in practice for elections for many 

years.  

The UK Government wants to change the legal test for when a candidate or agent 

authorises someone else to use benefits in kind on their behalf. The Bill would amend the 

rules so that candidates only need to report benefits in kind which they have “made use of” 

themselves or have authorised, directed or encouraged someone else to “make use of” on 

their behalf. The Bill would also allow an agent to authorise another campaigner to pay for 

expenses that count towards the candidate’s spending limit (currently, only an agent can 

pay for these expenses). 

These changes would operate alongside existing rules for campaigners which allow them to 

spend a permitted sum on promoting a candidate in a constituency separately from the 

agent (e.g. up to £700 at a UK general election). 

Key considerations for Welsh Government 

 There should be a clear understanding of how expenses or support for a candidate 

should be treated under the law. Candidates and other campaigners need to be clear 

how any expenses for campaigning in a constituency should be treated under the 

proposed changes and the existing legislation.  

 Governments should set out how they have tested the proposed changes with 

campaigners at the elections for which they have legislative responsibility, to help 

https://www.electoralcommission.org.uk/2019-candidate-spending
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ensure that there is a common view about how support for a candidate should be 

authorised and accounted for, whether it is paid for by the agent or someone else. 

This will also enable the Commission to provide clear guidance for campaigners and 

update the statutory Codes of Practice on election spending. In the event that the 

changes proposed in the Bill are not applied to elections in Wales, campaigners may 

have to plan and account for the same kind of activity and spending differently for 

different elections. We would ensure that any Commission guidance or Code of 

Practice best enabled this. 

 Any differences in the rules would also affect how voters and the media can access 

information about this kind of spending. While Returning Officers are responsible for 

providing public access to candidate spending returns, the Commission would 

continue to publish summary candidate spending information in the most accessible 

and transparent way and will continue to encourage others to do the same. 

 The rules for spending at devolved elections in Wales are the responsibility of the 

Senedd. We understand that the UK Government is seeking consent from Welsh 

Government to apply these amendments to devolved elections in Wales. If Welsh 

Government wants these changes to apply for Senedd and local government 

elections in Wales, then they will need to consider how the changes would be made 

to existing devolved legislation that sets out the rules for candidates, and how 

changes should be prepared for and implemented. 

 There are parallel versions of these provisions set out in S.64 of the National 

Assembly for Wales (Representation of the People) Order 2007 for Senedd elections. 

Welsh Government will want to consider whether, and if it wants, to align these with 

the definition in the UK Government’s Bill. (For example, it may be possible for the 

UK Parliament to amend the rules for Welsh local government elections in the RPA at 

the same time as amending the rules for elections in UK competence, or it may be 

required or preferred that all such amendments are made by the Senedd.)     

 

Controlled expenditure by non-party campaigners 

Non-party campaigners are a vital part of a healthy democracy and play an important role in 

sharing information with voters. It is important that these groups can easily participate in the 

UK’s elections. Controls in election law help voters to see and understand how these groups 

receive and spend money when they are intending to influence an election outcome.  

Over recent years, there has been an increase in the number of non-party campaigners.  

Spending by these groups has risen too. At the 2019 UK general election, there were 61 

registered non-party campaigners, and those who were required to report their spending 

recorded a total spend of more than £6m. Our recent public attitudes research showed 

some concerns about the risks of foreign interference. When we asked people to prioritise 

their concerns from a list of issues, two fifths (40%) said “foreign interference on UK 

elections results” was a problem.  

Reductions to the limits on unregistered campaigning would make it clear that foreign 

interference in UK elections is not acceptable. During the regulated period before an 

election, only specific categories of individuals and organisations would be allowed to spend 

https://www.electoralcommission.org.uk/who-we-are-and-what-we-do/our-views-and-research/our-research/public-attitudes
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more than £700 on activities that are intended to influence the election outcome. This would 

be a significant reduction from the current limits for unregistered campaigning, and would 

introduce a new principle that campaigners are subject to eligibility criteria even when they 

are not required to be registered. 

Extending the rules on joint spending so they apply to political parties who spend jointly with 

a non-party campaigner would increase transparency and help ensure the effectiveness of 

the spending limits. It would need to be clear in practice how this additional rule will sit 

alongside other spending rules for parties. Parties must be able to clearly tell when the joint 

spending rule applies, and when other limits or controls apply, such as the existing targeted 

spending or notional spending rules.  

Key considerations for Welsh Government 

 Non-party campaigner rules are a devolved policy area. The UK Parliament can 

amend these rules and how they apply to UK Parliamentary elections, but the 

Senedd has competence for the rules in relation to Senedd elections. Currently, the 

rules for non-party campaigners in the Political Parties, Elections and Referendums 

Act 2000 are broadly the same for all types of elections. If the Senedd or the 

Scottish Parliament decides not to consent to the proposals in the Elections Bill or 

to introduce separate legislation with different aims, there will be new kinds of 

divergence between the rules.  

 We would encourage governments to consider with us the implications of future 

divergence in the non-party campaigner rules and the impact on the statutory 

register of non-party campaigners. The proposals raise questions such as whether 

the statutory register of non-party campaigners would better function as four 

separate registers for each election, what changes to the legal framework would be 

needed for this to be done and what legislative opportunity could be used if desired.   

 It is important for voter confidence to require transparency and to set limits on 

campaign spending that is intended to influence election outcomes, including where it 

is done by actors that are not candidates or political parties.  

 The changes would provide greater transparency about who intends to campaign, 

but will not require any additional amounts of non-party campaigner spending to be 

reported compared to the current rules. 

 The proposals mean there would be three separate levels of rules for non-party 

campaigners that apply to unregistered campaigning, registration of campaigners, 

and registration and reporting of campaigner spending. In practice, the two upper 

levels will be the same for campaigners targeting voters in Wales because the Bill 

proposes a new registration only threshold of £10,000 which is the same as the 

existing threshold for registration and reporting in Wales. These tiers could add to 

perceptions of complexity. The rules were last amended by legislation in 2014 and 

campaigners have highlighted that the changes were complex and deterred some 

from participating. 

 Any government considering applying restrictions on overseas spending should set 

out how they intend for the restrictions on overseas spending to be enforced. We are 

not able to take any enforcement action against organisations or individuals outside 
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the UK that don’t follow the law. Criminal law enforcement bodies are also limited in 

the action they can take against people or organisations based overseas.  

 It will be important to ensure that the proposed changes to these rules are 

proportionate and do not discourage campaigners from participating and informing 

voters. 

Oversight of the Electoral Commission 

Strong accountability to, and effective scrutiny by the UK’s parliaments are essential for the 

Electoral Commission to secure confidence in its work across the political spectrum. The 

role of the Senedd, as well as UK and Scottish Parliaments, is important in achieving this.  

The Commission must also be able to decide on its priorities and work independent of 

government influence or controls. It is vital that there should be no actual or perceived 

involvement from government in our operational functions or decision-making.  

The proposed Strategy and Policy Statement would give current and future UK Government 

Ministers a new and broad scope to align the Commission’s activities with the UK 

Government’s strategic objectives, and to shape the exercise of the Commission’s functions 

in relation to future elections and referendums. The proposals, as currently worded, go 

beyond accountability and scrutiny of the Commission and its decision making by enabling 

the UK Government to issue statutory guidance for the Commission, therefore, directing and 

guiding how those decisions are made.  

Key considerations for Welsh Government 

 The existence of an independent regulator is fundamental to maintaining confidence 

in our electoral system when the laws that govern elections are made by a small 

subset of the parties that stand in elections. Our independence must be clear for 

voters and campaigners to see and preserved in electoral law, as this underpins 

fairness and trust in the electoral system. 

 There is a requirement in the Bill for the Secretary of State to consult with Welsh 

Ministers before designating a Strategy and Policy Statement. There is also a 

requirement to consult with the Speaker’s Committee of the UK Parliament, to which 

the Commission is accountable. However, the Secretary of State will not need to 

amend the statement in response to that consultation, and there is no equivalent 

requirement to consult with the Llywydd’s Committee or the Scottish Parliament 

Corporate Body to whom the Commission also accounts. It is important for the 

Commission’s accountability and independence to have parity for consultation with all 

three legislatures. 

 Under the Bill proposals, it appears that the Commission will be able to depart from 

the statement if it reasonably considers that other considerations justify doing so. 

However, to make this practical, realistic and be upheld in the Courts would need 

further drafting in the Bill. We would welcome changes to the Bill that reflect the UK 

Government’s commitment to the independence of the Commission, including its 

independence to act in the interests of voters across the UK. 
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Offences 

Undue influence 

Undue influence is a complex electoral offence that is not easy for voters to understand. 

Simplifying and defining this offence more clearly would help to protect voters against 

exploitation and would make clear what is and is not acceptable behaviour.  

It would also make it easier for the police and prosecutors to enforce the law where 

appropriate. There is widespread support for reforming this offence among campaigners, 

electoral administrators, police and prosecutors. 

We understand that the newly defined offence of undue influence would apply to local 

government elections in Wales but that anyone found guilty of a corrupt practice would be 

restricted from standing at both local government and Senedd elections. A separate 

provision for undue influence in relation to Senedd elections is set out in Part 3, Article 81 of 

the National Assembly for Wales (Representation of the People) Order 2007. When Welsh 

Government come to review and update the Order ahead of the 2026 Senedd election, 

there will be opportunity to review that definition of the undue influence offence.  

 

Disqualification of offenders for holding elective office, etc 

Following the 2019 UK general election, more than half of the candidates who took part in 

our post-election research said they were concerned about standing for election because of 

the risk of intimidation, threats and abuse. Three quarters of respondents said that they had 

experienced this type of behaviour. 

It is vital that action is taken against those who abuse, threaten or intimidate candidates and 

campaigners. Proposals in Part 5 of the Bill would enable the courts to impose a ban on 

standing for elected office. This would be a further sanction in addition to a prison sentence 

or fine, for example that a court could apply when finding offences under existing criminal 

law. While this would strengthen the range of sanctions available against those who carry 

out this type of behaviour, its practical effect as a deterrent will need to be monitored. 

Bill provisions directly relevant to reserved 

elections only 

This section of the briefing is about the parts of the Elections Bill that the UK Government 

has proposed should apply to reserved elections. These are: UK Parliamentary elections, 

Police and Crime Commissioner elections, local government and mayoral elections in 

England, Northern Ireland Assembly elections and NI local government elections. If the UK 

Parliament passes the Bill, these changes would apply to UK Parliamentary Elections and 

PCC elections happening in Wales.  

 

https://s3-eu-west-2.amazonaws.com/lawcom-prod-storage-11jsxou24uy7q/uploads/2020/03/6.6339_LC_Electoral-Law_Report_FINAL_120320_WEB.pdf
https://www.electoralcommission.org.uk/who-we-are-and-what-we-do/elections-and-referendums/past-elections-and-referendums/uk-general-elections/report-2019-uk-parliamentary-general-election-was-well-run/depth-campaigning-2019-uk-parliamentary-general-election
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Voter identification 

The UK has low levels of proven electoral fraud, and voters should feel confident about their 

vote. However, our research has highlighted that it is an issue that concerns voters. Two-

thirds of people in our recent public opinion tracking research said they would feel more 

confident in the security of the voting system if there was a requirement to show 

identification.  

There are already checks in place to confirm a voter’s identity when they register to vote 

and vote by post. However, there are no similar checks in place at polling stations in Great 

Britain to prevent someone claiming to be someone else and voting in their name. This 

means that polling station voting in Great Britain is vulnerable to fraud. In Northern Ireland, 

there has been a requirement to show ID when voting since 1985, updated to a photo ID 

requirement since 2003. 

At the 2018 and 2019 local elections, the UK Government trialled voter ID in a number of 

areas in England. We undertook independent, statutory evaluations in both years. Based on 

the evidence collected, we identified three key areas that need careful consideration if a 

voter ID requirement is introduced: 

 A voter ID requirement should deliver clear improvements to current security levels. It 

should improve public confidence in the voting system by protecting voters from the risk 

of personation.  

 Any new requirement should ensure accessibility for all voters. This must be considered 

for all voters, particularly those who are less likely to already have an accepted form of 

photo ID. The introduction of an ID requirement must not prevent these people from 

voting. 

 The introduction of any ID requirement should be realistically deliverable for local 

electoral administrators, with manageable timescales and adequate funding.  

The Bill sets out proposals for a photo-based identification requirement for polling station 

voters at UK Parliament elections in Great Britain, Police and Crime Commissioner 

elections in England and Wales, and local elections in England. Of the approaches tested at 

the pilots, this provided the greatest improvement in security.  

To make sure voting at polling stations remains accessible, this security measure must be 

balanced with other options for people who do not already have an accepted form of photo 

ID. The Bill makes clear that a proposed Voter Card must be issued free of charge. 

Our recent public opinion tracking research found that 4% of people who were eligible to 

vote said they do not currently have any of the identification documents that would be 

required under these proposals. This was higher among some more disadvantaged groups 

including unemployed people, people who rent from a local authority or housing association, 

and people with disabilities. The application and issuing process for the proposed Voter 

Card will be key to ensuring the accessibility of a voter identification requirement, 

particularly for those people that don’t have the required identification.  

Ensuring there is no charge for a Voter Card will be important, but significant further details 

about the application process will be set out in secondary legislation. The UK Government 

https://www.electoralcommission.org.uk/who-we-are-and-what-we-do/our-views-and-research/our-research/public-attitudes
https://www.electoralcommission.org.uk/who-we-are-and-what-we-do/our-views-and-research/our-research/voter-identification-pilots
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should set out during the passage of the Bill how it will make sure that applying for the new 

Voter Card is easy for people who need it. 

Electoral Registration Officers will be required to administer applications for a voter card. UK 

Government will need to consider how this additional responsibility will be funded.  

Key considerations for Welsh Government 

 If the proposals in the Bill are passed then voters will be required to show ID for UK 

Parliament elections and Police and Crime Commissioner elections, but not Senedd 

or local government elections. There is potential for voter confusion, particularly if UK 

and Welsh elections (including by-elections) are held in close proximity, or indeed on 

the same day. In undertaking its public awareness activities, the Commission would 

seek to reduce the risk of voter confusion. 

Postal and proxy voting 

Postal voting is a useful and popular voting method. Proxy voting is also an important option 

for people who can’t vote in person. Just under 250,000 people appointed a proxy at the 

2019 UK general election. 

The Bill proposes banning campaigners from handling postal votes, which would formalise 

the current approach encouraged by a voluntary Code of Conduct for Campaigners. The Bill 

also proposes extending ballot secrecy rules to include postal votes. These changes should 

improve trust and confidence in the system without reducing access to voting. Our recent 

public opinion research has shown that while 90% of people say they feel voting in a polling 

station is secure, this compares to 68% of people who believe postal voting is secure and 

11% who don’t know. 

The Bill would also require those voters registered for a postal vote for UK Parliament 

elections to re-apply for a postal vote after three years, instead of being required to re-

provide their personal identifiers after five years as is currently the case. This will help to 

ensure that postal voters’ signatures are up-to-date and accurate, and should reduce the 

risk of postal votes being rejected because these identifiers don’t match when voters return 

postal ballot packs. However, those voters registered for a postal vote for devolved 

elections in Wales will continue to be required to re-provide their identifiers after five years 

unless Welsh Government chooses to legislate to align the processes.  

Many postal voters are registered to vote by post at both UK and devolved elections in 

Wales. Therefore, if the rules are not aligned this will likely lead to voter confusion over 

when they have re-applied and for which elections. Without an aligned system, there will 

also be an added burden placed upon electoral administrators, as they will be required to 

process postal vote applications at different times for the same voters, depending on type of 

election. 

It is not clear how new limits on handing in postal votes at polling stations, and on the 

number of voters for whom a person may act as a proxy, would offer significant additional 

protection for voters. Campaigners handing in postal votes would commit an offence under 

the proposed ban on handling postal ballot packs, and the reformed offence of undue 

https://www.electoralcommission.org.uk/sites/default/files/2021-03/Code%20of%20conduct%20for%20campaigners%20last%20revised%20Dec%202015.pdf
https://www.electoralcommission.org.uk/who-we-are-and-what-we-do/our-views-and-research/our-research/public-attitudes
https://www.electoralcommission.org.uk/who-we-are-and-what-we-do/our-views-and-research/our-research/public-attitudes
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influence would also apply if voters were forced against their will to hand over their postal 

votes to someone else or to appoint someone as a proxy. 

Key considerations for Welsh Government 

 A divergence in regimes being used for postal and proxy voting at elections taking 

place in Wales, will require clear support for voters to navigate the rules and to avoid 

the possibility of voter confusion. It would be important to ensure that differences in 

the rules between elections that fall under the various governments remits, would not 

create a barrier to participation.  

 If postal voters are required to reapply every three years for their UK Parliament 

postal vote and to re-provide their identifiers every five years for their devolved 

election postal vote, this could increase the burden on voters to remain registered for 

their preferred way of voting and increase the risk of them inadvertently failing to 

ensure a postal vote for a specific set of elections. It would also create an additional 

burden on Electoral Registration Officers in Wales to maintain the two timetables. 

Welsh Government should consider whether to align the rules for devolved elections 

in Wales with the proposals in the UK Government’s Bill. 

 Changes to limit who can hand in postal votes at polling stations, and the number 

they can hand in, could create barriers for some voters who genuinely need 

assistance. They would also add complex new procedures for polling station staff. 

 Security would be improved by the Bill’s proposal to record who handed in postal 

votes, without risking an impact on the accessibility by placing new limits on the 

ability to hand them in. 

 Limiting the number of voters for whom a person may act as a proxy could 

disadvantage some people who rely on someone else to vote on their behalf, 

including disabled voters. 

Assistance with voting for disabled people 

These changes would give disabled voters more flexibility in how they are supported at 

polling stations. Providing a wider range of equipment at polling stations should make it 

easier for disabled voters to access appropriate support to be able to cast their vote on their 

own and in secret.  

Replacing the current specific requirements set out in law with a broader duty for electoral 

administrators to provide reasonable equipment would allow disabled voters to use new 

equipment or technology to support them. This could support innovation and speed up the 

process of providing different types of support when new ways to meet voters’ needs are 

identified.  

Disabled voters have also highlighted that it can be difficult to find someone who is eligible 

to help them cast their vote at their polling station. Removing restrictions on who can act as 

a companion would give disabled voters more flexibility and choice in how they are 

supported. 

https://www.electoralcommission.org.uk/who-we-are-and-what-we-do/changing-electoral-law/accessibility-elections
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The Bill would give electoral administrators a broader responsibility to identify what 

equipment would be reasonable to provide to support disabled voters at UK Parliament 

elections. It will be important for the UK Government to make sure there is appropriate 

funding for local administrators so that this support has the right impact for disabled voters. 

Our guidance will help electoral administrators to consider how best to identify and provide 

the right kind of support to disabled voters under this new responsibility, ensuring that voters 

are able to receive a consistent level of service wherever they live. 

Key considerations for Welsh Government 

 There should be no barriers to disabled voters participating in elections and it is right 

that governments are considering how accessibility can be approved. However, to 

support disabled voters confidence in participating in elections it will be important to 

ensure the support they can expect to receive, throughout the registration and voting 

process at all elections, is clearly communicated and the risks of any divergence 

across sets of election carefully considered.   

Overseas voters at UK Parliament elections 

The UK Government is proposing the removal of the 15 year limit on voting rights at UK 

Parliament elections for British citizens living overseas. 

This would mean that any British citizen living abroad who has previously lived in or been 

registered to vote in the UK would have the right to vote at UK Parliament elections. 

Decisions over the franchise for Senedd and local government elections, along with any 

referendum legislated for by the Senedd, are devolved. However, anyone who is registered 

to vote in the UK can make donations to political parties and campaigners.  

 

EU Citizens local voting and candidacy rights 

The Bill introduces provisions to restrict the criteria for EU citizens who may wish to vote in 

or stand for local elections, to only include those covered by one of two protected 

groups;  either they were resident before 31 December 2020 or they are covered by a treaty 

(ie a bilateral agreement).  

Local elections in Wales and Scotland are devolved to the Senedd and Scottish Parliament, 

and the amendments have no application to local elections in Wales or Scotland. No 

Legislative Consent Motion will therefore be sought with either Welsh or Scottish 

Government. 

However, as Welsh Government outlined in its Legislative Consent Memorandum, the 

suggested amendments in the Bill would change the current provisions in the 

Representation of the People Act 1983 in such a way that those provisions applying to the 

devolved franchise would be repealed, therefore changing those entitled to register for and 

vote at local government and Senedd elections. 

https://senedd.wales/media/se2pxiww/lcm-ld14517-e.pdf
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We note that the UK Government has now tabled amendments for the Committee Stage of 

22 September to rectify this and to clarify that changes affecting the rights of EU citizens to 

vote in local government elections in England and Northern Ireland do not affect the position 

in relation to local government and Senedd elections in Wales. 

 

https://publications.parliament.uk/pa/bills/cbill/58-02/0138/amend/elections_rm_pbc_0921.pdf



