
Federal Appeals Panel Report 
 
The Federal Appeals Panel is established under Article 21 of the Constitution and adjudicates 
over a variety of disputes that fall outside the remit of State Appeals Panels. The FAP is made 
up of 18 members – 9 of whom are elected by the Federal Executive and confirmed by 
Conference, with 3 being elected by each State Party. The Chair of the FAP is elected by the 
Panel from amongst the members elected to it by the Federal Executive 
 
1.INTRODUCTION BY ALAN MASTERS  
 
The Panel exists under Article 21 of the Federal Party Constitution to resolve internal conflicts 
falling within Article 21.3. Its composition is as set out in Article 21.1. The panel was appointed 
at the York conference for a term ending in December 2020.  
 
I was re-elected chair for a second term in 2016.  
 
The panel’s registrars are: Nora Neeva – Registrar  
Natalia Villazan – Deputy Registrar  
 
This is the Federal Appeals Report to the end of June 2019.  
 
In certain instances, the Chair of the Panel may provide a ruling on his own authority under the 
Panel’s procedures in other instances he will appoint a panel of members to determine the 
issue. Both of the ruling referred to below were made by the Chair.  
 
2. RULINGS OF THE PANEL  
 
2.1 The Federal Appeals Panel can adjudicate on internal conflicts that fall within the scope of 
Article 21.3 Constitution.  
 
Disputes concerning constitutional inconsistencies and irregularities between the Federal 
Constitution and a State Constitution could be determined under Chair’s authority.  
 
If there is possibility that one or more parties’ rights have been infringed under 21.3(b), the case 
has to be determined by a Federal Appeals Panel.  
 
The Federal Appeals Panel has not published any recent rulings since the 2018 Conference.  
 
3. RECENT RULINGS OF THE CHAIR OF THE PANEL IN REGARD TO THE 
INTERPRETATION OF THE CONSTITUTION  
 
3.1 – Yorkshire and Humber Region Ruling 10th August 2018 – the Federal Appeal Panel 
was requested by the Yorkshire and Humber Region to make a preliminary ruling on the 



matter as to whether the English Party had the power to refuse admission to membership 
or to overturn a decision to admit membership already made by an enrolling body.  
Because the matter concerned the interpretation of the Constitution, I as Chair of the 
Federal Appeal Panel made the ruling.  
 
In summary: 
i. Under ART. 3.2 (c) of the Federal Constitution, the English Party is clearly identified as an 
enrolling body and does have the power to enrol members in the circumstances there set out.  
ii. Furthermore, under ART. 3.3 and more specifically ART. 3.6 of the Federal Constitution, the 
English Party is entitled to refuse applications made to it for membership, including on the 
grounds of bringing the Party into disrepute.  
 
ART. 3.6 of the Federal Constitution states as follows:  
“Membership may be refused by an enrolling body on one or more of the following grounds:  
(a) Material disagreement evidenced by conduct, with the fundamental values and objectives of 
the party  
(b) The admission of the applicant would be likely to bring the Party into disrepute, or  
(c) Membership of another political party in Great Britain  
Any person aggrieved by such a refusal shall subject to having exhausted the internal 
procedures of the relevant State Party, have a right of appeal pursuant to ART. 21 on any 
matter relating to the interpretation of this Constitution.”  
 
It was pointed out in the ruling that there were differences between the ARTs in the Federal 
Constitution and the English Constitution (hereinafter “English Constitution”) on these issues (as 
there are on so many other issues), but that ART. 3.6 of the Federal Constitution took 
precedence and was to be followed. It was hoped that these differences would be addressed in 
further revisions of the Constitution and Rules so that the situation was clear and consistent.  
 
No appeal to a full panel was made against that ruling and in consequence it stands at as the 
correct interpretation of the Constitutional powers enjoyed by the State Party in this situation.  
 
3.2 Appeal against a ruling of the English Appeals Panel made on the 25th March 2019 – 
On appeal to it, the Federal Appeals Panel was requested to make a ruling as to whether:  
i. The English Party on appeal had the power under the provision of ART. 3.6 of the 
Federal Constitution to refuse admission to someone who had previously been expelled 
by the Party on the grounds set out in ART. 3.6 including bringing the party into 
disrepute.  
ii. And whether on a correct interpretation of the Constitution, the English Party as an 
enrolling body had delegated the right to refuse to membership to the Local and or 
Regional Party and could no longer exercise that right itself.  
 
All parties agreed that the English Party was an enrolling body as clearly set out under ART. 3.2 
(c) of the Federal Constitution despite the fact that ART 2.1 of the English Constitution only 



referred to the Local Party and Specified Associated Organisations as enrolling bodies. That the 
Federal Constitution took precedence and that the previous ruling of the Federal Appeals Panel 
stood. On the issue as to whether the English Panel had correctly interpreted the Constitution in 
finding that the State Party had delegated its power as an enrolling body to refuse membership, 
the Panel found that it had not:  
ART. 3.6 of the Federal Constitution was clearly intended to be a safeguarding provision 
allowing amongst other things for the State Party as an enrolling body to have the right to refuse 
membership on the ground that the admission of the applicant would be likely to bring the Party 
into disrepute even in circumstances where the Local Party wished to admit.  
 
Therefore, it was concluded that the State Party did have the power to refuse admission in the 
circumstances set out in ART. 3.6 of the Federal Constitution.  
 
4. PUBLISHED PROCEDURES UNDER 21.6  
The full procedures were last published in the 2016 report and amended in the 2017 report. 
There have been no further changes in 2019.  
 
5. SUMMATION  
As Chair of the Panel I remain committed to making sure that the work of the Panel is 
accessible, transparent and truly independent. I hope that members will continue to have 
confidence in the way that matters have been handled and in the independence of the Panel, in 
the impartiality and fairness of its procedure and rulings, and in the way it exercises its primary 
role to protect members’ rights under the Constitution.  
 
Alan Masters  
Barrister at Law, LL.B BL.  
Chair of the Federal Appeals Panel 


