41st EDPS-DP0O meeting, Tallinn

Our website has undergone quite a makeover! With new features and drop down
menus, we present you our new look website to share information about who we
are and what we do. Watch the video to learn more about it.

Read how the EDPS is organised under the About EDPS section; for detailed

information on our data protection work, Ethics, IPEN, Big Data and more, go
to our Data Protection section. Look in our Press & Publications section for
our newsletter, blog, press releases, press kit and speeches. Happy browsing!

41st EDPS-DP0O meeting, Tallinn

On 23 June 2016 citizens of the United Kingdom (UK) voted to leave the
European Union (EU). On 29 March 2017 the UK formally notified the European
Council of its intention to leave the EU by..

Over the past 20 years, the European Union has put in place some of the
highest common asylum standards in the world. And in the past two years,
European migration policy has advanced in leaps and..

‘Europe will not be made all at once, or according to a single plan.It will
be built through concrete achievementswhich first create a de facto
solidarity. 'Robert Schuman9 May 19500n 25 March 2017,..

In response to the illegal annexation of Crimea and deliberate
destabilisation of a neighbouring sovereign country, the EU has imposed
restrictive measures against the Russian Federation.Overview..

European Commission President Jean-Claude Juncker delivered his annual State
of the Union speech at the European Parliament on 14 September 2016, just two
days ahead of the informal meeting of 27..

Enlargement is the process whereby countries join the EU. Since it was
founded in 1957, the EU has grown from 6 member countries to 28.Any European
country that respects the principles of liberty,..



http://www.government-world.com/41st-edps-dpo-meeting-tallinn/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=4na6_7p_e2I
http://www.government-world.com/41st-edps-dpo-meeting-tallinn-2/

SNP Manifesto for Women 2017

Advancing women’s equality is central to the SNP manifesto, and a strong team
of SNP MPs at would champion gender equality at Westminster — defending and
extending women’s rights, protecting women’s incomes, and pressing for
comprehensive action on gender-based violence in the UK and around the world.

Shanghai official sentenced to nine
years for graft

A former high-ranking Shanghai official, Dai Haibo, was sentenced to nine
years in jail for accepting bribes and concealing assets in overseas
accounts.

Dai is a former deputy secretary-general of the Shanghai municipal
government. The investigation into him started in 2015.

According to No. 1 Intermediate People’s Court, Dai accepted more than 9.9
million yuan in bribes when he worked in several posts in Shanghai from 1998
to 2015.

Dai opened bank, stock and fund accounts with Citibank Hong Kong in April
2001 without reporting his assets to superior authorities as required.

As of March 2015, the accounts were worth more than 1.58 million yuan in
total, prosecutors said.

The court imposed a fine of 2 million yuan and confiscated his illegal
profits. It said Dai showed remorse during the investigation.
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SNP government officials privately admitted they DID break the rules over a
controversial Glasgow funding deal before last month’s local elections, the
Scottish Conservatives can reveal.

Freedom of Information documents published today show that civil servants and
even the First Minister’s official spokesman conceded privately it was “the
wrong call” to announce £8.35m funding for Glasgow just two days before
Council elections.

The revelations call into question Nicola Sturgeon’s senior officials’
handling of the scandal.

After complaints by the Scottish Conservatives into “cash-for-votes” affair,
the Scottish Government’s permanent secretary, Leslie Evans, insisted that
there had not been a breach of pre-election guidance.

The Scottish Conservatives are today calling on Nicola Sturgeon to launch a
full investigation into affair.

The party is also today publishing all the Fol material it has received.
Scottish Conservative North East MSP Ross Thomson said:

“After we pressed them, Nicola Sturgeon’s top official tried to claim in
public that the government had done nothing wrong.

“Now we know the truth — officials admitted they made ‘the wrong call’, and
then the SNP government tried to cover it up.

“Nicola Sturgeon must now launch a full investigation into this entire murky
affair.

“First, the SNP government unveiled a spending announcement in its key target
area of Glasgow, just days before the council elections.

“Now we learn, ahead of next week’s general election, it tried to cover up
its mistakes. “This whole affair stinks — and it has shone a light on the
SNP’s culture of secrecy, denial and evasion.

“Nicola Sturgeon cannot wash her hands of this any longer. She must act.”

1. FoI material can be accessed here. The Permanent Secretary’s letter to
Ross Thomson is at the end of the documents.
http://www.scottishconservatives.com/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2017/0
6/F0I-response-letter-1-Junl7.pdf
http://www.scottishconservatives.com/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2017/0
6/FO0I-final-response-issued-Annex-B-1-June-17.pdf

2. The original press release publicizing the funding announcement is
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here.
https://news.gov.scot/news/gbp-8-35-million-to-support-urban-regeneratio
n-in-the-heart-of-glasgow
3. A summary of the FoIl material is here
1. Civil servants and the FM’'s spokesman accepted they had ‘made the
wrong call’

After Ross Thomson complained, civil servants exchanged a number of emails.
In one of the first of these, the Director for the relevant team apologised
and said it was the wrong call:

3 May 2017, 18:47

Lesley Fraser, Director for Housing and Social Justice, Scottish Government
To Sarah Davidson, DG Communities ‘'

Just spoken to [redacted] who is apologetic for not having questioned this
further..my apologies to you and Perm Sec, Sarah. I think this has been a
genuine error of judgment about regular announcements that affect communities
across Scotland — but clearly the wrong call on this occasion. I think that
Barbara will also want to consider the comms role here, and happy to work
with her and James H to learn lessons.’ (p95)

How did we consider and apply the guidance on activity during the pre-local
government election period?

Both communications and policy colleagues were aware of the guidance. The
view was that as this was the third of 3 regeneration announcements this
year, there was a pre-existing format and process for this third announcement
and an element of comfort afforded in this. Other considerations were: the
previous 2 had attracted little attention [more reasons are listed]..All
colleagues in policy and communication teams now recognise that this was an
error of judgement.

Note: this clearly follows the line taken in Fraser’s previous email,
implying the error of judgement was to breach purdah guidelines.

Lessons learned

These decisions are ultimately a judgment call and it is clear on this
occasion the wrong call was made. Both the Communications team and policy
team were aware of the guidance and raised it in the email exchanges they
had. With hindsight specific question should have been asked about who had
been consulted (senior management, cabinet secretarit, etc) and if there was
any precedent for such a geographically specific announcement to be made at a
politically sensitive time. There was no pressing time factor behind making
the announcement at this time. All those in the policy and communications
teams involved have been spoken to and understand why their judgement was
wrong in this instance. They will all be coached further in gaining a full
understanding of the pre-election guidance. ' (pl32)

Sarah Davidson, DG of Communities, replied on 4 May at 21:44 saying ‘Great
note Lesley, really clear and professional.’
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The First Minister’s official spokesman agreed ‘we called it wrong’.

In exchanges editing the report, Shirley Laing specifically left in an
explicit reference it was the wrong decision:

4 May 2017, 15:40

Shirley Laing, Deputy Director, Social Justice & Regeneration Division,
Scottish Government

To: REDACTED
‘The version I have sent back takes on board the bulk of your changes.

I have however left in the judgement call reference and an indication that we
called it wrong on this occasion as Lesley and I felt it was important to
address that up front.’ (pl24)

The First Minister’s Official Spokesperson replied saying:
4 May 2017 15:16 From First Minister’s Official Spokesperson To Shirley Laing

“Hi Shirley — I am ok with that — I just thought it was implicit that it was
a wrong call given where we are.”

James Hynd then watered-down the meaning of ‘error of judgement’

e James Hynd, Head of Cabinet, Parliament and Governance Division then
asked Lesley to clarify what ‘error of judgement’ meant (p. 146, 5 May
13:37).

In the first instance, and a primary concern, is that colleagues failed to
follow the guidance to seek advice from senior management/Cabinet Secretariat
etc on cases like this. If I had been asked, I would have been concerned that
this could have been perceived as falling within the scope of the
restrictions, and I would have instructed colleagues to seek further advice
from Cabinet Secretariat.’

e James Hynd also mentions a conversation. This conversation would appear

to be the source of the ‘clarification’ — which clearly changes a breach
of rules into a more technical failure to check if rules were being
broken.

e Hynd replied that this ‘further clarification would allow the Permanent
Secretary to decide her response’.

e 5 May, 13:44. Hynd then emailed Leslie Evans saying that ‘Lesley has
confirmed that this is a reference to the process failure of her team to
seek advice from senior levels within the Directorate.’ Hynd does not
mention in his note to Leslie Evans any of Lesley Fraser’s comments that
‘the wrong call was made’, or the apology in her first email after

e Hynd's draft letter to Evans — which she sent on to Ross Thomson —
repeats this strong language that no guidance was broken.



In other words, Hynd’s report and Evans’ subsequent letter misrepresent what
Leigh and Fraser said, contradicts the view of the communications team, and
of the FM’'s Official Spokesman.



