
Email to Steve Mackenzie, Chief Executive, Purbeck District Council  
on Fri, 17 Jun 2016, 12:31 
 
Dear Mr Mackenzie 
 
Further to your email to me of Thu, 16 Jun 2016 at 23:23 with the subject ‘RE: 
complaint’, I have given further consideration to the statement in your final 
paragraph: 
I believe it is most appropriate to let the consultation continue despite my 
conclusions set out above.  A statement that there is relatively strong public 
support is more likely to result in people responding to the consultation with 
clarity. 
 
To say that the misleading claim in Section 78 of the consultation document 
will somehow result in greater clarity in the responses is disingenuous.  It is 
much more likely to result in support for the proposal for 1,000 homes in 
Wool/East Burton, since respondents are led to believe there is strong public 
support across Purbeck, and they are averse to being in a minority. 
 
We are concerned that this misleading statement may affect the validity and 
legality of the consultation, and we are taking formal advice on this matter. 
 
In the meantime, in order to keep the consultation on track, it is incumbent on 
you to draw residents’ attention to the misleading statement in all of the 
following ways: 

1. A very visible poster at all the forthcoming Drop In Days 
2. A Press Release to all local newspapers; and a letter to their editors. 
3. A letter to everyone who has responded already in case they let that 

misleading statement influence their response to the ‘Site 1 – Wool’ 
question. 

4. A statement to Local Radio stations 
5. A statement to BBC News Online, who are covering the story 
6. A prominent entry in the Options Document Erratum(sic) of the 

consultation portal. It should of course be Errata, but you can’t expect 
Australians to know that. 

 
You will no doubt be aware of the serious shortcomings of the portal as your 
preferred method for gathering responses. But that may be the subject of 
another correspondence. 
 
 
	


