
 

 

Report to Standards & General Purposes Committee 
Date:     7 July 2021 

Reference number:   TBC 

Title:     Election Petition: a challenge to the result of the    
                                                               election in Totteridge & Bowerdean Ward (Wycombe  
                                                               area) on the 6 May 2021 
 
Relevant councillor(s):    

Author and/or contact officer:  Nick Graham, Director of Legal & Democratic Services 

Ward(s) affected:   All 

Recommendations:   

1. To note the receipt of an Election petition 
relating to the Totteridge & Bowerdean Ward 

2. To note the legal process to be followed upon 
receipt of the Petition. 

 

Reason for decision:   To provide information on litigation impacting on the
                                                recent election 

 

1. Executive summary 

1.1 The council has received a legal challenge to the results of the election held in the 
Totteridge & Bowerdean Ward.  This is called an Election Petition (attached). 

1.2 There is a detailed legal process to go through upon receipt of the Petition. 

1.3 This report sets out the process that will be followed and the steps to be taken. 

 



 

2. Content of report 

2.1 Totteridge & Bowerdean Ward is in the Wycombe area.  There have been historic 
allegations of postal vote fraud in this area and there is a pending prosecution of a 
former County Councillor. 

2.2 In the run up to polling day on 6 May 2021, the Returning Officer received a number 
of allegations in the Totteridge and Bowerdean Ward, of postal vote ‘harvesting’ or 
that electors were being intimidated.  All information received was passed directly to 
the Thames Valley Police for investigation.  

2.3 The Totteridge & Bowerdean Ward was contested in the May 2021 elections and the 
results are set out in the table below.  

 

2.4 At the Count on the 8 May 2021, there was an incident involving one of the 
candidates, Mr Anwar Rashid).  Mr A Rashid challenged the Deputy Returning Officer 
(DRO) when the details of the bad and doubtful (spoilt) papers were considered.  The 
DRO must adjudicate on spoilt paper and notify the agents and candidates.  Having 
adjudicated, a copy of the proposed declaration (draft result) is then shared with the 
candidates and agents for that Ward before being formally announced. 

2.5 Mr Rashid challenged the DRO who agreed to undertake a bundle check of blocked 
votes and grass skirts of the ballots as a double check.   That was undertaken. 

2.6 Mr Rashid was still unhappy.  It was then that a number of individuals sought to 
enter the count hall.  (An act that is a breach of election law in itself.)  They were 
successfully stopped, and the Police were called.   

2.7 The formal declaration was made and Mr Rashid then left the count hall. 

2.8 Mr Rashid has now lodged a Petition.  The thrust of the petition is not that the 
Returning Officer has done anything wrong – indeed, there is an acceptance that we 



 

were simply administering the election in accordance with the statutory framework 
and the Electoral Commission guidance; rather that there should be a recount and 
an investigation as to whether the spoilt ballot paper had been improperly interfered 
with.  All the DRO could do at the election was take the rejected ballots on face value 
and rule they should be rejected for the reason stated above.  

2.9 In terms of process, after the receipt of the Petition, Mr Rashid must make 
arrangement for a hearing at the Court.  We understand that will happen this week. 

2.10 The Returning Officer must put a copy of the Petition in the local paper for the area 
of the Ward concerned.   

2.11 The Court will list the Petition – along with others received – for a hearing at which 
directions will be given.  This is likely to be in mid to late July.   

2.12 At the hearing it is likely a recount will be ordered for a given date.  That recount 
happens before a Senior Master of the High Court, but is undertaken by our own 
Count Team.   This will likely be in September. 

2.13 If the matter then goes to a trial where consideration of the whether the election 
has to be re-run, that it unlikely to be until the early part of 2022.   This will take 
place in the Totteridge & Bowerdean Ward.  

2.14 The Returning Officer would provide detailed evidence of the actions taken to 
ensure the integrity of the election. 

 

3. Other options considered  

3.1 N/A. 

4. Legal and financial implications 

4.1 Specialist Elections solicitors have been engaged to advise the Returning Officer and 
Senior Counsel will be engaged for any Court appointments.   

5. Corporate implications  

5.1 N/A. 

6. Local councillors & community boards consultation & views 

6.1 The current local members are parties to the Petition so are well aware of the issues 
in the dispute.   



 

7. Communication, engagement & further consultation  

7.1 It is not proposed to do any proactive communications pending the outcome of the 
Petition.   

8. Next steps and review  

8.1 The Returning Officer will keep Members of this Committee aware of developments 
in the litigation.  

9. Background papers  

9.1 N/A. 

10. Your questions and views (for key decisions) 

10.1 If you have any questions about the matters contained in this report please get in 
touch with the author of this report. If you have any views that you would like the 
cabinet member to consider please inform the democratic services team. This can be 
done by telephone or email. 
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