
Annex A 
 
The following information is provided as extracts because it comes from documents, 
briefings and emails containing other information outwith the scope of your request. 
 
Item 1- Email extract from member of public to Cabinet Secretary for Health and Social Care 
 
Re Impact of the Closure of Belhaven Hospital/Blossom House Care Home 

The closure was without proper public consultation in contrast to 2009 when closure was averted by public 
pressure and the promise made by Nicola Sturgeon that the Hospital remain until new facilities were in place. 

 

Item 2- Extract from FOI Request  

From: [Redacted]  
Sent: 30 December 2024 12:14 
To: Scottish Government Case Handling Service <casehandling.service@gov.scot>; Property Factor Register 
<PropertyFactorRegister@gov.scot> 
Subject: Response and Freedom of Information Requests  

 
12) Please provide evidence and documentation that shows that the previous First Ministers 
(including Nicola Sturgeon & Humza Yousaf) knew and agreed that property factors can remain on 
the Property Factors Register despite breaking the Factors Code of Conduct. If this is evidence 
doesn’t exist then please provide me with a dated and signed letter from the former First Ministers 
acknowledging that it was Scottish Government policy during their leadership to let property 
factors remain on the Property Factors Register despite repeatedly breaking the Code of Conduct. 
If the former First Ministers refuse to sign this letter then please issue me with an apology and 
remove Hacking and Paterson from the Property Factors Register and make a public statement 
explaining the serious errors you have made. 
 
 
 
Item 3-  Extract from Natural Environment Bill Overview Briefing Material 
 
Public views 
• A ‘Scotland Loves Nature’ campaign, run by the eNGOs in summer 2024 and calling for the Natural Environment 

Bill to go ahead, resulted in MSPs from all parties writing to the First Minister and CabSec NZE (including Sarah 
Boyack MSP, Nicola Sturgeon MSP, Finlay Carson MSP, and Ash Regan MSP), asking the Scottish government to 
confirm it  the Natural Environment Bill would be progressed and noting the volume of campaign emails that 
they were receiving from constituents. 

mailto:casehandling.service@gov.scot
mailto:PropertyFactorRegister@gov.scot
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Item 4- Email extract from member of public to Health Minister 
From: [Redacted]  
Sent: 06 January 2025 19:42 
To: Central Correspondence Unit <scottish.ministers@gov.scot> 
Subject: FAO Health Minister of Scottish Parliament. 
 
A number of years ago I wrote to the then Health Minister, one Nicola Sturgeon 
following an announcement from the Westminster Health Minister whose fiefdom is 
England asking that the Scottish Health Minister not follow slavishly ideas on the 
NHS promoted in England. 
 
[Redacted] 
 
 
 
Item 5- Email from Nicola Sturgeon MSP Office to Cabinet Secretary for Justice 
and Home Affairs 
 
From: [Redacted] 
Sent: 07 January 2025 14:27 
To: Central Correspondence Unit <scottish.ministers@gov.scot> 
Subject: (Case Ref: NS7503) 
 
Good afternoon 
 
Please find attached correspondence from Nicola for the attention of the Cabinet 
Secretary for Justice and Home Affairs. 
 

Office of Nicola Sturgeon, MSP for Glasgow Southside 
Unit 3 Govanhill Workspace 
69 Dixon Road 
Glasgow 
G42 8AT 
Tel [Redacted] 
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Item 6- Letter from Nicola Sturgeon MSP to Cabinet Secretary for Justice and 
Home Affairs  
 
 

 

The Scottish Parliament Pdrlamaid na h-
Alba 

Angela Constance 06 January 2025 
Cabinet Secretary for Justice and Home Affairs  
Scottish Government 
St Andrew's House 
Regent Road 
Edinburgh EHI 3DG 

[Redacted] 

Dear Angela 

I have been approached by my above-named constituent [Redacted] about the 

[Redacted] 

[Redacted] 

My constituents have found the experience of dealing with the justice system over 
the past two years extremely frustrating. It has made the process of coming to terms 
with what happened even more difficult than it would otherwise have been. 

My constituents appreciate that there are delays in the court system. They also 
understand that you will be unable to comment on the detail of an individual case. 
However, they have asked me to raise the following general points with you and 
seek your response. 
l . The length of delay: in this case, it took nine months for the accused to know the 

detail of the charges against him — [Redacted] Why are these delays so long and 

what action is being taken to reduce them? 

2. My constituents' [Redacted] died on [Redacted]. However, it was not until just 

before a guilty plea was tendered that the Crown shared details with them about how 

they died and the nature of their injuries. Not knowing this detail has contributed to 

the trauma my constituents have suffered. The reason given was that some of the 

detail might have been led as evidence in a trial. However, as there was never any 

likelihood of my constituents being witnesses in a trial, they do not understand why 

this was the case. Also, the detail was eventually shared prior to the guilty plea being 

tendered — at which point a trial was still theoretically possible - which seems to 

undermine the initial explanation. If it was able to be shared then, why not earlier? 
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What is the basis/rationale for withholding details in this way from family members 

and is this something that could be changed? 

continued 

Nicola Sturgeon MSP 

Member for Glasgow Southside 

E-mail: nicolasturgeon.msp@parliament.scot 

Unit 3, Govanhill Workspace, 69 Dixon Road, G42 8AT 

Tel: 0141 424 1174 

 
 
3. My constituents have been supported by the Victim Information & Advice Service,  
for which they are grateful. However, individuals who witnessed the crash first hand 
have not. Some of them have suffered trauma and, understandably, have wanted to 
know — not about the substance, obviously — but about the progress and outcome 
of the criminal proceedings. However, instead of being advised of this by the Crown, 
they have had to rely on my constituents to keep them updated. Is this a matter that 
can be addressed in future? 
 
I look forward to your response. 
 
Yours sincerely 

 

Nicola Sturgeon MSP for Glasgow Southside nicola.sturgeon.msp@parliament.scot 

Nicola Sturgeon MSP is registered as a data controller with the UK Information C01nmissioner. Any personal 

data you provide will be handled under the requirements of the EU General Data Protection Regulation (GDRP) 

and the Data Protection Act 2018. If you would like to find out how your data is collected and used or what your 

rights are in relation to this data, please reply to this email requesting a copy of the office privacy notice. If you 

would like more information on GDPR please visit https://ico.org.uld 
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Nicola Sturgeon MSP 

Member for Glasgow Southside 

E-mail: nicola.sturgeon.msp@parliamentscot 

Unit 3, Govanhill Workspace, 69 Dixon Road, G42 BAT 
Tel: 0141 424 1174 
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Item 7- Acknowledgement Letter to Nicola Sturgeon MSP from Scottish 
Government  
 

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS 
Public Engagement Unit 
PORTFOLIOS MINISTERIAL 
Aonad Ceangal Poblach 

 

  
Nicola Sturgeon MSP 

nicola.sturgeon.msp@parliament.scot 

  
  
  
  
  

  
  
  
Our Reference: 202500446988 

  
  
Dear Nicola Sturgeon MSP, 

  
  
Thank you for your correspondence received on 08/01/2025. Your query will be passed 

to the relevant area for consideration and has been given a reference number of 

202500446988. Please quote this number in all correspondence. The Scottish 

Government aim to respond, where necessary, as quickly as possible and within the 

stated timescale as indicated on our website (http://www.gov.scot/Contacts/). 

  
  
  
  
  
  
Yours sincerely 

MiCase 
Correspondence system for SG and partner agencies  

The Scottish Government takes your privacy seriously. You may have written to us because you have a question or want to make a 

complaint. Our privacy notice (https://beta.gov.scot/publications/contacting-the-scottish-government-handling-your-data), available on 

our website, sets out how we use your personal data, and your rights when communicating with us. It is made under Article 13 of the 

General Data Protection Regulation (GDPR 
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Item 8- Email extract regarding media coverage  
 
Print – Wednesday 18 December: 
 
The Times (Scotland) 8 Scottish ministers to be banned from using 
WhatsApp The government faced criticism when it emerged that ministers and top 
civil servants deleted WhatsApp messages which had been requested by the UK-
wide inquiry. Nicola Sturgeon was among a slew of ministers and advisers accused 
of "industrial deletion of WhatsApps". The former first minister said that on civil 
service advice she had routinely deleted all of her private messages since 2007. 
Alex Salmond, the late leader of the Alba Party, said that no such deletion policy was 
in place. Guidance was issued in November 2021 for ministers and senior officials to 
delete messages at least monthly, with the salient points and decisions from them 
stored on an internal system. 
 
Daily Express (Scotland) 8 Sturgeon's messaging policy excuse torn apart by 
government's damaging report NICOLA Sturgeon's actions during the Covid 
pandemic, where she deleted informal messages, are set to come under more 
scrutiny following a damning Scottish Government report. The former First Minister 
insisted she was following guidance when wiping her WhatsApps, despite pledging 
publicly to hand over all communication. She relied on information management 
rules which required individuals to "transcribe the salient points of any business 
discussions and/or decisions in a mobile messaging app into an email or text 
document... and save this to the Electronic Records and Document Management 
system (eRDM)". 
 
Daily Record 4 Covid messages storm sparks ban on JOHN Swinney has 
banned the use of WhatsApp on government phones after a furious backlash over 
the deletion of Covid messages. SNP ministers will no longer be able to use mobile 
messaging apps on official devices from April 2025, after a review. Bereaved families 
were furious that former first minister Nicola Sturgeon, Swinney and top civil servants 
destroyed their WhatsApp messages during the pandemic. The shock revelation 
came out during the UK Covid Inquiry and Ministers were accused of covering up the 
truth behind key pandemic decisions. 
 
The Daily Telegraph (Scotland) 7 SNP to ban WhatsApp on government mobile 
phones SNP ministers and their civil servants are to be banned from using 
WhatsApp on their government phones after Nicola Sturgeon and John Swinney 
caused fury by deleting all their messages from the pandemic. Kate Forbes, the 
deputy first minister, announced that mobile messaging apps will no longer be 
permitted on official Scottish Government phones and tablets from next spring. She 
said the SNP government had "reflected" on the policy it operated during the 
pandemic, which allowed ministers to destroy messages after any points they 
considered "salient" were added to the official record. 
 
The Sun (Scotland) 4 Chat app ban for ministers NATS chiefs yesterday banned 
WhatsApp on government phones. It comes after Nicola Sturgeon, John Swinney 
and other senior SNP figures were slammed for deleting messages from during the 
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pandemic. Deputy First Minister Kate Forbes said: "Ministers will not be permitted to 
use WhatsApp to conduct business." 
 
 
Item 9- Email extract regarding media coverage  
 
Scottish Government criticised over legal advice The Scottish Government has 
been criticised by the information commissioner over its handling request to release 
legal advice given to ministers. David Hamilton said he was disappointed the 
government did not withdraw from a court of session case into whether Nicola 
Sturgeon broke the ministerial code. First Minister, John Swinney says the 
government acted rationally and in line with legal advice. 
GMS0836                Interview       David Hamilton (Scottish Information 
Commissioner) 
 
 
Print: 
 
The Press and Journal (Inverness, Highlands & Islands) 14 Scottish Government 
accused of 'misrepresentations' over FOI appeal case Scotland's information 
commissioner has accused the government of misrepresentations in dealing with a 
long- running freedom of information appeal. In initial request was made for 
information relating to the probe of James Hamilton KC, the former independent 
adviser on the ministerial code, into the conduct of Nicola Sturgeon during the Alex 
Salmond inquiry. The request was denied before being appealed, with the 
information commissioner ordering the government to release the documents. 
 
Daily Express (Scotland) 10 Info watchdog rips into SNP for secrecy on 
Salmond probe The Scottish Government have been blasted by the Information 
Commissioner for submitting "factual inaccuracies" and going ahead with a court 
case which its own lawyers warned was "unwinnable." The scandal revolves around 
the secretive SNP administration refusing to publish evidence about Nicola 
Sturgeon's conduct during the probe into Alex Salmond's alleged sexual misconduct. 
 
The Sun (Scotland) 14 Info chief Nats' flak over Alex case 'lies' SNP ministers 
were yesterday slammed by the transparency watchdog in the row linked to their 
unlawful probe into sexual harassment claims against Alex Salmond. Scottish 
Information Commissioner David Hamilton blasted Nats for "factual discrepancies" 
and a media statement which "misrepresented facts". It comes after they took the 
body to court last December and lost when it demanded they release documents 
showing what then-First Minister Nicola Sturgeon knew and when. John Swinney 
has called going to court "rational". 
 
The Times (Scotland) 10 SNP 'misled public' over Sturgeon inquiry SNP 
ministers have been accused of misleading the public over an attempt to stop the 
publication of evidence from an inquiry into Nicola Sturgeon's role in the botched 
investigation of sexual harassment allegations against Alex Salmond. Scotland's 
freedom of information (FoI) watchdog has complained to the country's most senior 
civil servant about a decision to take his office to court to keep secret legal 
submissions made to the investigation. 
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The Sun (Scotland) 10 Secrets & lies Scottish Information Commissioner David 
Hamilton is furious over Nats chiefs' behaviour in a long-running row related to the 
probe into Alex Salmond's conduct. It is a complicated affair, but this particular 
strand is about the government wrongly covering up details on what Nicola Sturgeon 
knew and when. Mr Salmond went to his grave still trying to sue Holyrood ministers 
over the unlawful probe into him in 2018, after following harassment allegations. 
 
The Scotsman 3 Government transparency back in the spotlight Scotland's 
transparency watchdog yesterday accused the Scottish Government of "factual 
discrepancies" and misrepresentation relating to the legal battle over evidence given 
to an inquiry into Nicola Sturgeon. After ministers lost their Court of Session appeal, 
the commissioner then ordered them to publish their legal advice in response to a 
further FOI request. Now the commissioner, David Hamilton, has criticised the 
Scottish Government's failure to withdraw its Court of Session appeal "once it was 
clear there were limited prospects of success", citing the impact on public funds. 
 
The Scotsman 1 Watchdog in blast at SNP ministers in secrecy row Scotland's 
transparency watchdog has accused ministers of "factual discrepancies" relating to a 
legal battle over evidence given to an inquiry into Nicola Sturgeon in a verdict 
described as "devastating". In a letter to John Swinney's Government, the Scottish 
Information Commissioner, David Hamilton (SIC), expressed his "disappointment in 
the way that elements of this case have been handled" as he claimed ministers had 
been guilty of misrepresentation. Opposition parties have labelled the 
commissioner's latest intervention as "extraordinary" and accused the SNP of a 
"cover up". 
 
The Herald 1 and 4 Swinney urged to apologise – John Swinney is facing calls to 
make an apology over the government’s handling of a freedom of information 
(FoI)case concerning a probe into Nicola Sturgeon’s conduct towards Alex Salmond. 
The demand has been made by long-serving SNP MSP Fergus Ewing, and follows a 
series of rebukes by the independent watchdog. 
 
The Daily Mail (Scotland) 4 – Information tsar’s savage attack on SNP over gift 
to bury Salmond evidence – An information watchdog has condemned SNP 
ministers for misrepresenting facts and wasting public money on a legal battle over 
disclosure of evidence about Nicola Sturgeon’s conduct. The Scottish Information 
Commissioner (SIC) David Hamilton issued a strongly-worded rebuke of the way the 
Scottish Government acted in a failed Court of Session appeal which landed 
taxpayers with substantial costs. 
 
 
MSN: SNP Government blasted for fighting FOI request into Nicola Sturgeon's 
conduct 
 
Daily Mail online: Information tsar's savage attack on SNP over fight to bury 
evidence about Nicola Sturgeon's conduct | Daily Mail Online 
 
The Times online: Watchdog accuses SNP of misleading the public over Sturgeon 
inquiry row 

https://www.msn.com/en-gb/news/uknews/snp-government-blasted-for-fighting-foi-request-into-nicola-sturgeon-s-conduct/ar-AA1vXkN0?ocid=today&apiversion=v2&noservercache=1&domshim=1&renderwebcomponents=1&wcseo=1&batchservertelemetry=1&noservertelemetry=1
https://www.msn.com/en-gb/news/uknews/snp-government-blasted-for-fighting-foi-request-into-nicola-sturgeon-s-conduct/ar-AA1vXkN0?ocid=today&apiversion=v2&noservercache=1&domshim=1&renderwebcomponents=1&wcseo=1&batchservertelemetry=1&noservertelemetry=1
https://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-14198823/Information-tsars-savage-attack-SNP-Nicola-Sturgeon.html
https://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-14198823/Information-tsars-savage-attack-SNP-Nicola-Sturgeon.html
https://www.thetimes.com/uk/scotland/article/watchdog-accuses-snp-of-misleading-the-public-over-sturgeon-inquiry-row-2n3wnb5tz
https://www.thetimes.com/uk/scotland/article/watchdog-accuses-snp-of-misleading-the-public-over-sturgeon-inquiry-row-2n3wnb5tz
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Fergus Ewing comments: 
 
Following the press release by the FOI Commissioner, David Hamilton, and his 
release of the text of the letter he sent to the Scottish Government, with four-fold 
criticism of their handling of an FOI request Fergus Ewing MSP , said: 
 
“This most serious criticism from an impartial senior public servant is surely without 
precedent. In his letter, the Commissioner has accused the Scottish Government of 
delay, misrepresentation, of pressing on with a Court action against their own legal 
advice, and failing to provide accurate information to him. 
 
“Furthermore, this criticism relates to the FOI request made in April, 2021 which has 
still, even now, not properly been answered, over three and a half years ago. 
 
“The information then requested was the documentary evidence that James 
Hamilton had , in his report into allegations against former FM Nicola Sturgeon. 
 
“I have therefore today asked the Presiding Officer to allow me to raise these 
egregious and unique failures in Parliament , either by an urgent question or at First 
Minister’s Questions this Thursday. 
 
“The Scottish Government have been accused, by the FOI Commissioner himself, of 
thwarting the implementation of Freedom of Information law to which they are 
subject. 
 
“The FM should now do three things; First, apologise in writing to both the requester 
and the Commissioner; Second, acknowledge that a huge amount of taxpayers 
money has been wasted on legal fees , even after he was advised by both his top 
QC and his most senior in-house lawyer that they were likely to lose; and third and 
most important of all, release the information itself requested back in April, 2021, 
subject only to any redaction strictly necessary to comply with legal orders currently 
in place. 
 
“If the FM fails to release this and indeed much much more documentary information 
(especially relating to the period from November, 2017 to around August 2018), 
more and more people are going to ask the simple question of the FM and the 
Scottish Government: What have they got to hide? What is it that they are so 
determinedly intent on covering up and concealing, that they continue to squander 
taxpayers money on seeking to defend the indefensible? Remember, it was the 
current FM who, as the then DFM, instructed the commissioning of the report from 
James Hamilton. 
 
“(More and more people are now calling for a full independent Public Inquiry into 
what was done to Alex Salmond by the Scottish Government. For example, just last 
week, Paul Sinclair , a respected senior journalist and former Labour special advisor 
wrote in Holyrood Magazine: “….It is (solely) about restoring faith in Scottish 
Governance and the rule of law because there is at least a prima facie case to 
answer that the machinery of the state may have been manipulated for political ends 
to damage a critic of the Government.” )* 
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“We must never forget that in early January, 2019, when Alex Salmond won his 
Judicial Review against the Scottish Government, the presiding judge, Lord Pentland 
commented that their actions were “tainted by apparent bias” against the late former 
First Minister; and on the day of that defeat the Permanent Secretary Leslie Evans 
texted a senior official, Barbara Allison saying, (and I quote): “Battle maybe lost but 
not the war.” Thirdly, the Scottish Government’s very own lawyer in that Judicial 
Review case, Roddy Dunlop QC, said that they - his own client. - had failed to 
disclose to him vital documents , and that their failure was , and again I quote : 
“unexplained and frankly inexplicable.” 
 
“It’s surely at once remarkable and unprecedented , that evidence of an apparent 
concerted attempt to destroy the former FM and ruin his reputation, and indeed, his 
life, has been corroborated by a top Judge, Lord Pentland, by the then most senior 
Civil Servant in the land , Leslie Evans, and yes, even by the Scottish Government’s 
very own lawyer, Roddy Dunlop, now Dean of the Faculty of Advocates and the 
lawyer described as: ‘The real big hitter in Scotland.’ 
 
“Never in any campaign to unearth the truth about a concerted political conspiracy, 
has such supportive evidence come from the own lips of such an eminent trio of the 
very top people in the upper echelons of the establishment of the country.” 
 
ENDS 
 
* the reference to Paul Sinclair's intervention last week, is to highlight the growing 
number of people who are now joining the campaign for a full independent inquiry 
into the whole Salmond and indeed Sturgeon matters. 

 
 
Item 10- Interview Transcript 
 
David Hamilton 

Freedom of Information 

GMS 

06m49s 

17Dec24 

 

Presenter 

Well, David Hamilton is with us now. Morning to you. 

 

David Hamilton 

Morning Gary,.  

 

Presenter  

This is a slightly complicated case, because there have been various legal actions and 

to-ing and fro-ing, so maybe we can just slightly go back to what's at the heart of this. 

This was information relating to a probe by James Hamilton, KC, the former 
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independent adviser on the ministerial code, into Nicola Sturgeon conduct during that 

inquiry that was going on into Alex Salmond?  

 

David Hamilton  

That's correct. It's for the evidence relating that was considered by James Hamilton, 

collected by James Hamilton. That initial evidence was claimed by the Scottish 

government not to have been held by them. They said it was held by the independent 

investigator. That was a position that my predecessor challenged and was successful 

in court in 6th December last year. A member of the public then asked a freedom of 

information  request seeking the legal advice that was used, and that was relied upon 

by the Scottish Government to see that that position should be contested, a position 

that we should remember only took 21 seconds for the court to judge on, such was the 

clarity of the case. That then, he put that request in for the legal advice the Scottish 

Government said that they weren't going to release that legal advice, and then it came 

to me for consideration. I considered that and decided that on the public interest basis, 

that the information should be released. And that was released on the 26th of October. 

However, 101 pages of documents were released at that time, and it took quite a lot 

of time just to pick our way through that and see exactly what the position was. And I 

said at that time that I would write to the Permanent Secretary In due course, as I had 

some initial concerns, and as I looked through that, those concerns were founded, and 

I wrote to him, and that was a letter I did yesterday.  

 

Presenter  

Well, tell us what your concerns were surrounding this? 

 

David Hamilton  

Well, there was four key areas which caused me some concern. First of all was the 

use of public funds. Now, essentially the government's case diminished over time, and 

that's a key part of this, is that they started off with position and prospects got worse. 

And ultimately, the legal advice was that the KC advising [INAUDIBLE] said that he 

considered that in the balance, the court is more likely than not to refuse the appeal. 

Now there was two things about, a number of things about that. First of all, to continue 

with that advice shows, I think, a bit of a scant regard for public funds, particularly at 

this point in the economic cycle. I think that has also had a delay, and perhaps most 

importantly, a delay to the access to that information from the requester. And we're 

still looking at this case a year on, and that information has not been released. There's 

also been, I think, a somewhat glossed over misrepresentation of that advice in the 

accompanying media statement, which I thought was unnecessary. And also it takes 

into account the practice concerns I have in terms of, had the full picture been 

examined at the time when my office asked for submissions we may not have got to 

the point where we are, because they would have realised that the case was in a 

poorer situation than it actually was. So it's to do with the thoroughness of those initial 

investigations. 

 

 Presenter  
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As you say, the legal counsel said at one point in May 2023 that the court was more 

likely than not to refuse the appeal, but they also said that its position on the appeal 

continuing was unchanged, and there remained reasonable arguments to make in 

support of ministers positions. So I'd imagine in those circumstances, ministers might 

have felt, well, this is worth pursuing? 

 

David Hamilton 

Well, I think there's a number of different spins that can be put on this, but I think what 

I need to do is go back to the final position, and that was very clearly that this is that 

the prospects were not as good and were diminishing. And it was also one of their 

internal legal advisers who made it quite clear that this was not the case to be having 

the fight on, on the legal arguments that were being deployed. 

 

Presenter 

 In terms of, you know, the public statements that were made, because there was a 

public statement from John Swinney in Parliament surrounding this. How do you feel 

about what he said?  

 

David Hamilton 

Well, there were a number of things which I wasn't entirely happy about with that, but 

that's for others to pick up on. My function in this is purely to ensure that the freedom 

information regime is operating… 

 

Presenter  

… he says it is a perfectly rational decision for ministers to go to court.  

 

David Hamilton 

Well, he may have that view. It's certainly not my view. And I think having read the 

analysis and the legal advice which he was given with, I think others would, would 

question the, you know, whether that is rational or not. But again, that's not for me, 

that's for others to look at. I'm just looking at ensuring that we can have a sustainable 

and a proper regime in Scotland, and I think it's been tarnished by the way this 

particular case has been conducted. And that's unfortunate, because the Scottish 

Government has turned itself round in general on its freedom of information 

performance. Over nearly 10,000 requests they've had in the last year, and a 99% 

success rate in terms of answering those. And that's, it's really unfortunate that when 

you get an organisation that has turned itself around, it gets let down by cases like 

this. And you know, I think that's, that's the disappointing thing in this. This has become 

far too political, and it should about allowed to be, should be treated the way that other 

cases are getting treated.  

 

Presenter  

Well, as you say, initially, the government said they didn't hold the information, and 

that was challenged. They did hold the information. You've gone through this legal 

process, but the information is still not forthcoming. What happens next? How 

frustrated are you with all of this?  
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David Hamilton 

Well, we have now got five appeals on related cases to this, and we have to go through 

them carefully and cautiously. The fundamental issue here is that what we can't do is 

breach court orders. So we have to understand the impact of our decisions on that. 

And that's very complex. And there's also a… 

 

Presenter  

…so is there a court order preventing some of this information being put into the public 

domain? 

 

David Hamilton 

There is a court order that prevents, for example, the unredacted Hamilton report being 

published in full. What we're looking at here is the evidence of that at the time that 

we're looking at the time of the request. So we're looking at does the evidence that 

was collected for this. Can any of that be released, which is a different question 

towards being previously considered. 

 

Presenter  

Well look, thank you very much indeed for explaining all of that to us that is Scotland's 

Information Commissioner David Hamilton. 

 

[END] 

 
 
 
 
Item 11- Email extract regarding FOI Request 
 
 
From: [Redacted]  

Sent: 13 January 2025 11:31 

To: Central Correspondence Unit <ceu@gov.scot> 

Subject: FOI - Nicola and Peter 

 
I’m seeing Sturgeon and her husband Peter have just announced that they’re getting a 
divorce.  
 
I want the following please:  
 
1. A copy of any email sent to or from the First Minister or their staff regarding Sturgeon 
or Murrells announcement on 13th January 2024.  
 
Timeframe: 12th and 13th January 2024.  
 

mailto:ceu@gov.scot
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2. A copy of any text messages or whatsapp from or to the First Minister regarding that 
news on 12th or 13th January 2024.  
 
3. A copy of any email sent or received by Scottish Government press office that 
informs staff or shows discussion about the announcement mentioned above.  
 
Any emails regarding Sturgeon or Murrell.  
 
12th or 13th January 2024 
 
Cheers, 
 
[Redacted] 

 
 
Item 12- Email extract regarding correspondence  
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: [Redacted] 

Sent: 12 January 2025 14:01 

To: First Minister <firstminister@gov.scot> 
Subject: Decision on 2 child benefit cap 
 
I always thought Alex Salmon had a vision for a well balanced, prosperous Scotland. 
I assumed Nicola Sturgeon had the same though I now doubt that.  
 
[Redacted] 

 
Item 13- Email extract regarding FOI 
 
From: [Redacted] 

Sent: 14 January 2025 08:00 

To: Central Correspondence Unit  

Subject: Keeping the Promise FOI 

 
Hi there 
 
I’d like to request information through FOI legislation. 
 
Could you supply all documentation held about Keeping the Promise that mention 
Nicola Sturgeon, including all correspondence sent and received, including internal, 
briefings, notes/minutes from meetings, between September 10 2024 and October 31 
2024? 

mailto:firstminister@gov.scot
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Cheers 
 
[Redacted] 

Scottish Daily Express political reporter  

[Redacted] 
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Annex B 
 
The following information is provided as extracts because it comes from 
documents, briefings and emails containing other information outwith the scope 
of your request. 
 
Item 1 – Electoral Integrity Programme information pack (issued by Ministry of 
Housing, Communities and Local Government, UK Government on 18 
December 2024)  
 
What does this mean for you? 
 
Voter identification came into force for UK Parliamentary general elections from 5 
October 2023 onwards and so first applied at the 4 July 2024 General Election. 
 
Electors have been able to apply for a Voter Authority Certificate since 16 January 
2023.  
 
 
 
When will local authorities receive their funding? 
 
All local authorities received a grant payment in May 2024 for implementation of the 
Elections Act at the UK Parliamentary General Election on 4 July. 
 
 
Conducting the evaluation 
 
Findings from the initial evaluation of the introduction of photographic voter 
identification and accessibility measures at the May 2023 local elections were used 
to inform delivery of the July 2024 UK Parliamentary General Election. The report 
from the initial evaluation can be found here: Evaluation of the Electoral Integrity 
Programme: Year 1 Report - GOV.UK (www.gov.uk). 
 
Findings from the current evaluation will be discussed with the sector, and the 
reports will be published on GOV.UK. 
 
 
Which polls does the policy apply to?  
 
The full EIP evaluation will consider the implementation of the whole Act and will 
specifically be conducted around:  

• the UK Parliamentary General Election on 4 July 2024

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/evaluation-of-the-electoral-integrity-programme-year-1-report
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/evaluation-of-the-electoral-integrity-programme-year-1-report
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Item 2 – Invite to Electoral Management Board roundtable discussion 
 
 

The UK Parliamentary General Election in 2024 was well delivered across 
Scotland but there were concerns around the impact of the late delivery of 
postal votes in many areas of the country.   The statutory timetable for UK 
elections is always tight, but this poll was called at short notice, allowing 
minimal preparation, with polling day in the Scottish school holidays which 
generated additional demand for postal votes.  These issues were widely 
reported in the media at the time and were recognised in the Electoral 
Commission  Report on the 2024 UK Parliamentary general election and the 
May 2024 elections | Electoral Commission.   The Commission’s report noted 
the complex of factors that contributed to the problems: the timing of the 
election; the increase in absent vote applications close to the deadline (which 
could be done online for the first time); a lack of public awareness of the 
timing of postal vote delivery and the availability of proxy voting; the timetable 
for a UK general election (which is shorter than for other polls, such as 
Scottish Parliament elections)  and problems with print and software 
suppliers.  In the EMB’s own statement on the Delayed Delivery of Postal 
Votes  the Board noted that it would hold its own evaluation and develop 
recommendations for Government.  
 
 
ROUNDTABLE AIMS 
 
1. Identify and discuss lessons from the UK Parliamentary general election 

(UKPGE) with respect to postal voting and outsourced services such as 
print and delivery 

 
 
A draft agenda for the session is attached.   The focus will be on the issues 
that arose in June/July 2024 at the UK general election but there will be 
application to the devolved polls. 
 
 
  
 

 
 
Item 2 attachment 1 – agenda for roundtable discussion 
 

Roundtable aims 
2. Identify and discuss lessons from the UK Parliamentary general election (UKPGE) with respect to 

postal voting and outsourced services such as print and delivery 

 
 
 
 

Agenda:   

https://www.electoralcommission.org.uk/research-reports-and-data/our-reports-and-data-past-elections-and-referendums/report-2024-uk-parliamentary-general-election-and-may-2024-elections
https://www.electoralcommission.org.uk/research-reports-and-data/our-reports-and-data-past-elections-and-referendums/report-2024-uk-parliamentary-general-election-and-may-2024-elections
https://www.emb.scot/news/article/61/delayed-delivery-of-postal-votes-statement-from-the-electoral-management-board-for-scotland-emb
https://www.emb.scot/news/article/61/delayed-delivery-of-postal-votes-statement-from-the-electoral-management-board-for-scotland-emb
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Part 1 – Where are we now 
 

1. Recap of experience of UKPGE 2024 - print and absent voting (EMB, , 
Electoral Commission) 
 
Setting the scene with a recap of the print and absent vote delivery issues arising 
at the UKPGE, revisiting the key timetable dates and the response 

 
2. Electoral registration reflection on delivery during UKPGE 2024 (SAA)   

 
Electoral registration perspective of issues in the timetable, data preparation and 
lessons learnt for absent vote administration 

 
 
 
Item 3 – email extract  
 
 
Manifesto pledge awareness at the last Scottish Parliament election, and understanding the 2024 
UK general election in Scotland: Evidence from the Scottish Election Study 
 
This talk contains two halves, the first on pledge awareness in the 2021 Scottish 
Parliament election and the second on the 2024 Westminster election in Scotland, 
using evidence from the Scottish Election Study in each case. Each gives clues of what 
me might expect in 2026. 
 
 
On the 2024 UK general election, we examine assessments of competence including in 
devolved areas, the uncoupling of the relationship between constitutional preferences 
and voter decisions in elections, and identify other predictors that help us understand 
the story of the election in Scotland.  
 
 
 
 
 


