
This form must be completed by the Claimant or the 
Claimant’s advocate if exceptional urgency is being claimed 
and the application needs to be determined within a certain 
time scale.

The claimant, or the claimant’s solicitors must serve this 
form on the defendant(s) and any interested parties with 
the N461 Judicial review claim form.

To the Defendant(s) and Interested party(ies)
Representations as to the urgency of the claim 
may be made by defendants or interested 
parties to the Administrative Court OfÞ ce by 
fax - 020 7947 6802

Judicial Review
Application for urgent consideration

In the High Court of Justice
 Administrative Court

Claim No.

Claimant(s) 
(including ref.)

Defendant(s)

Interested 
Parties

SECTION 1  Reasons for urgency

SECTION 2  Proposed timetable (tick the boxes and complete the following statements that apply)

N463 Judicial review  Application for urgent consideration (03.02)     The Court Service Publications Branch1 of 2

a) The N461 application for permission should be considered within   hours/days

b) Abridgement of time is sought for the lodging of acknowledgements of service

c) If permission for judicial review is granted, a substantive hearing is sought by    (date)



SECTION 3  Interim relief (state what interim relief is sought and why in the box below)
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A draft order must be attached.

Name of claimant’s advocate

A copy of this form of application was served on the defendant(s) and interested parties as follows:

Date

e-mail address

Fax no.

name
by handing it to or leaving it with

by fax machine to

Date served

by e-mail to

Claimant (claimant’s advocate)
name Signed

SECTION 4  Service

Defendant Interested party

time sent
time

Date

e-mail address

Fax no.

name
by handing it to or leaving it with

by fax machine to

Date served

by e-mail to

time sent
time


	1: 
	2: North-East No Campaign Limited
	3: The First Secretary of State
	4: The Electoral Commission
	5: 1.  On 4 November 2004 two referenda will be held: (1) about the establishment of an elected assembly for the North East region; and (2) about the government's proposals for the structure of local government in County Durham and Northumberland.

2.  In late August 2004 the Office of the Deputy Prime Minister sent or caused to be sent to 1.2 million households in the North East Region a document entitled "An Elected Assembly for the North East.  Have Your Say" (Product code: 04RDG02287 NE), dated August 2004 (hereafter "the Document").

3.   The Document has the appearance of being an official, non-partisan document that accurately summarises: (1) the nature of the elected assembly for the North East region and to which the first referendum relates; and (2) the upfront costs of effecting the government's proposals for changes the structure of local government in County Durham and Northumberland.

4.   The Electoral Commission has not, under section 9(1) or (6) of the Regional Assemblies (Preparations) Act 2003, provided to persons entitled to vote in the referenda any information to promote awareness amongst those persons about the arguments for and against each answer to the referenda questions.

5.  Accordingly, it is particularly important that such official information as has been given to persons entitled to vote in the referenda is substantially correct and not misleading.

6.  The Document, being the most significant piece of such official information, contains two material errors: (1) by stating (page 2) that the members of the North East assembly would be elected by a system of proportional representation, when in fact the majority of members representing individual constituencies would be elected by the ‘first-past-the-post’ system; (2) by stating (page 5) that the upfront costs of effecting the government's proposals for changes the structure of local government in County Durham (option B) should be less than £38 million when the Defendant has publicly acknowledged that it should read £49 million.

7.  In order that those persons entitled to vote in the referenda are not materially misled by the two errors in the Document the relief sought is required in due time before 4 November 2004.
	6: Yes
	7: 48 hours
	8: Yes
	9: Yes
	10: 4 October 2004
	11: An order pre-emptively capping the Defendant’s costs so as to limit  the Defendant’s maximum reasonable and proportionate recoverable costs of defending this application for judicial review to £10,000 (or such other sum as the Court considers reasonable).
	12: Yes
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	20: Yes
	21: 020 - 7271 0505
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	23: Off
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	26: info@electoralcommission.org.uk
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	28: Philip Coppel
	29: 


