


You as Chief Officer are responsible for the efficient running of the 
service and responsible for the actions (or on this occasion the inaction) 
of your staff 
 
If you are aware of the manner in which this matter is being dealt with 
you should be ashamed of yourself, if you are not aware of what is going 
on you should still be ashamed, because you are supposed to be in 
charge!! 
 
I now formally request all subject data relating to my pension including 
all correspondence with other agencies including the combined fire 
authority; this should include minutes, notes and letters.  
I also request a copy of my personal record file. 
I believe I am entitled to this information under the data protection act 
1998 
 
I intend sending a copy of this letter to the head of the county council in 
the hope that he may be able to encourage you to deal with the disaster 
that is your Service Headquarters 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
 
John S Hinton 
 
 





            
           

      

              
           

               
         

             
            

            
         

             
  

           
          

                 
 

               
             

                 
         

               
 

             
          

 

   

   

Bugler Comment
Sticky Note
This interesting comment about Harman the Hon Sec of the local FBU  by Holland simply shows who his 30 pieces of silver paymaster was. A fact the FSVs were well aware of from an early point...





release all his expenses why the same action is not being taken by the 
Conservative Party Whip in Lancashire and his curious refusal to release his 
expenses claims within the Combined Fire Authority 
 
 I am sure that the opposition parties at this particular time will be somewhat 
curious also when they are informed…not if… 
 
With regard to my PRF, I have been informed by the ICO that they have 
advised you that they have made an assessment of this case and are of the 
opinion that you are not complying with The Data Protection Act. 
 
I now formally request that within the next seven (7) days you supply me with a 
copy of my PRF, as previously requested and paid for by me. Should this not be 
forthcoming I intend to issue county court proceeding against you under Section 
7 of The Data Protection Act 1998 to recover my PRF and recover my costs in 
issuing these proceedings 
 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
John S Hinton 
 
 





As I have stated previously this is at complete variance with government policy 
and with CC O’Toole’s Party Leader the Prime Minister who in his public 
example released his expenses. 
 
The whole tone of this email is one of intended calculated deceit which includes 
not only the intent to deceive me but in complicity with your staff Mr.Warren 
and Ms.Stacy, your deliberate intention to deceive and mislead the Elected 
Members of the CFA; the LCC; the media; and more importantly the Public.  
 
The most unforgivable aspect of this email  in my opinion is your abuse of your 
authority in seeking to blatantly misuse Ms.Stacey Head of Corporate 
Communications who the Public and the media have a right, which they pay her 
for, to support honesty and transparency in public office when dealing with 
them. 
 
I cannot, other than for the obvious existence of anomalies in CC O’Toole’s 
LCC claims, understand why CC O’Toole would feel “vulnerable” unless both 
you and he know without doubt that even greater anomalies are to be found in 
his CFA claims. If this is so, and based on his LCC claims, I anticipate that it 
will be, then you are both complicit in fraudulent acts of which you are both 
mutually aware that the other is also engaged in. This is not only corrupt 
practice in public office but is also known as conspiracy to defraud.  
 
It seems by the tone of your latest email that both you and CC O’Toole take 
exception to my actions including my democratic right of protest and my right 
to lobby whomsoever I wish. Who exactly has given you this ‘right’? 
 
In an extension of this ‘might is right’ attitude you use the implicit threat that 
you will seek legal advice, as though it is me that has ignored the law rather 
than you.  
 
Next you seem to think that I do not have the right to use the Courts either to 
seek the justice and restitution you have for some years denied me. When you 
attend Court, you will have the opportunity to challenge me in any manner the 
Court will permit you to. 
 
In the matter of my PRF last September the Information Commissioner advised 
you that you were not complying with the law and instructed “as a matter of 
priority” that you release my PRF to me. Once more because you think ‘might is 
right’ you chose to ignore this instruction. I intend that the Commissioner now 
takes regulatory action against you. 
 



To refresh your memory I now include a copy of the IC’s assessment whilst 
pointing out to you that this is the assessment about my PRF and not to be 
confused with other disabled FSVs who are pursuing parallel courses of action 
to retrieve their own PRFs. 
 
Judging by the contents of two other PRF’s, which in your inconsistency you 
have released and of which I  am aware, no doubt my PRF will have little or no 
pension records in it either, which is yet more massive cover up of your pension 
maladministration. 
 
The LCC have  released CC.O’Toole’s expenses claims  in spite of  what you 
term a ‘vexatious’ judgement from the Information Tribunal a judgement which 
in any event was not related to me but to another individual but in an act by the 
LCC which demonstrates pragmatic and shrewd political judgement. 
 
This action also simply bows to the inevitable in that whilst the IC made a 
particularly ill-founded judgement, a short time later a proper Judge in a proper 
Court ironically in proceeding brought by the CFA reached a completely 
different conclusion within the law when ordering the release of LCC and CFA 
confidential documents to the self-same disabled FSV you quote which also 
included his PRF which like mine you have long denied to him.  
 
It is common knowledge among disabled FSVs particularly those involved in 
this comic opera and who attended this Hearing in January that because the 
CFA was economical in its response to the Courts Orders for confidential 
document disclosure that  the CFA have been ordered back to a reconvened 
Specific Disclosure Hearing in early May to explain away their Contempt. It is 
anticipated that the Court will issue further Disclosure Orders complete with 
personal sanctions should the CFA decide once more that its ‘might’ is greater 
than the Courts. 
 
The truth with the assistance of the Courts has a habit of being brought to light. 
It seems that Elected Members of the CFA have approved a written corporate 
policy approving the imposition of financial hardship on us, a corrupt act in an 
abuse of power shared by all the members on the CFA, but a secret policy 
which will surely see the public light of day. 
 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
John S Hinton 
 











Thirdly, and finally, in dealing with your Mr.Warren’s correspondence of the 30th  
in particular his second paragraph, I find that his comments are both unclear and 
ambiguous.  
 
Does he mean, in an implied threat, that if I do not take up his proposal to view my 
PRF that he intends to issue proceedings against me and if so on what grounds? If 
this is so then this pugnacious attitude is not helpful and will only be 
counterproductive. 
 
If, on the other hand, he means that if I do inspect my PRF then the necessity for 
me to issue proceedings and to continue to pursue other matters against both you 
and CC.O’Toole will be removed? Then this would not be is not accurate 
evaluation of the position you both find yourselves in either. 
 
This is very poorly written and to avoid any ambiguity on my part perhaps I need 
to provide him, you, and CC O’Toole with some clarity. 
 
In my letter dated 27/04/2012 I gave you 7 days that is until 16:00hrs(Court 
Closure) on Friday 04/05/2012 to deliver to me a copy of my uncensored PRF. The 
clock as far as I am concerned is still ticking your time away until that moment. 
 
I have no desire in the meantime to inspect my PRF at your SHQ or any other Fire 
Service property. Surely even you must be aware of the psychological harm that 
you have occasioned me and my family and as a consequence I have not the 
slightest inclination to visit any FS premises ever again. 
 
However, in a spirit of reasonableness which I have always exhibited in this fiasco 
I am prepared to meet any of your personnel you propose at a convenient(to me) 
neutral venue where you must be prepared to handover without further delay or 
obfuscation a copy of my PRF which I have bought and paid for. 
 
It should go without saying that, as I have demonstrated in the past, I continue to 
be amenable to civilised discussions for a resolution at such a venue with any 
suitably qualified senior member of your staff but you must expect that I reserve 
the right to be accompanied myself. 
 
I await your prompt response on this issue whilst noting that you will shortly 
respond on the other concerns I have raised with you publicly. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
John S Hinton 
PS: Please ensure in the future that all your communications, unlike your refusal to do so in the 
past, are sent to my email address   





Would you explain the following: 
 

1, why are you claiming travelling expenses for 65 miles for your 
journey from your home address to county hall, a journey which 
the AA route planner and Tom Tom sat nav, say is only 38 miles! 
Surely as with every other county employee you are only entitled 
to claim the most direct route (it’s not as if the route you take saves 
time, both sources advise that it would take much longer the way 
you go) 
 
2, who gave you authority to claim mileage for acting out duties as 
conservative party whip? 

 
I would be grateful if you would reply fully to me ASAP, should you 
decline I will be forced to ask you again but I will use the media and the 
local press to force the answer. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
John S Hinton 





This is Rossendale council taxpayer’s money that these people are 
fraudulently claiming.  
By refusing to disclose the details of where this money was spent, the 
only conclusion that can be arrived at is that O’Toole and Holland are 
fiddling their expenses as their records confirm. 





I have requested this information under The Freedom of Information Act 
and it has been refused, I then made repeated complaints to LFRS under 
their own complaints procedure these were ignored. 
 
These evasive tactics by Mr O’Toole and LFRS lead me to believe that a 
cover up is in place to hide the fact that misappropriation of Public funds 
is taking place. 
 
Using the records provided by LCC and taking into account the reactions 
of CC O’Toole and LFRS, I believe a crime has been committed and I 
wish you to investigate this matter with a view to prosecution.  
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
 
John S Hinton 




