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David McIntosh
Chief Executive
Christchurch Borough Council

17*" November2017
By e-mail
Dear David

CBC Referendum

We are writingto youto register our concerns overthe validity of the outcome of the
referendum that was launched atlast evenings council meeting.

The Famous Leaflet

In April 2017 a highly coloured circular prepared by an individual was sent to most
householdsin Christchurch. The circular: (a) used the logo of Christchurch Council without
theirpermission (b) used the logo of Bournemouth Council without their permission (c)
contained factually inaccurate information which was used as a basis to instruct people to
vote “no” inthe referendum.

As reportedinthe Echo, the originator was obliged to withdraw the circular, but the damage
had beendone. Ourenquiries at that time revealed that aconsiderable number of residents
believed that CBCand BBC had writtento themtellingthemto vote “no”

In the lasttwo weeks we have obtained empirical evidence that some residents still
rememberthe leaflet. One man|spoke towentto his bureauand produced a copy of it from
hisfiles. Thus, itisimpossible to know what residual damage remainsin the minds of some
residents

The CBC Explanatory Leaflet

Aftera general piece of background, this leaflet contains a list of “reasons to vote no”. We
showed itto aretired financial services compliance officer. His conclusion was that if it was
advertising afinancial product the Financial Conduct Authority would insistonit being
withdrawn. In particular:

The CBC Leaflet—the new Unitary will have fewer Councillors from Christchurch
than from either Bournemouth or Poole



The leaflet failsto mention that CBCis part of DCC where is represented by 5 out of
46 Councillors. It givesthe impression that thisis something new created by the
proposed new Unitary ratherthan a continuation of the status quo. As such it
amounts to misrepresentation by omission.

The CBC Leaflet—we have control over local services

Thisis factually incorrect —considerthe roads for example. Again, itamounts to
misrepresentation

The CBC Leaflet— CBC Strongly Dispute the Forecast Savings

No evidenceis provided to support this claim butsince it comes underthe CBC logo
some residents will be inclined to believe it. Thisis misleading.

The CBC Leaflet— Better Strategic Planning

StrategicPlanningin Dorsetis a responsibility of Dorset LEP. No evidence is
producedtoshow how CBC onits ownis goingto produce betterresultsthanthe
LEP. Thisis misleading.

CBC Leaflet - partnership with EDDC could be extended to other Councils

CBC fails to name these other Councils, which makes this claim misleading. We now
know that EDDC and Purbeck have rejected the idea of joiningwith CBCin
promotingoption 2(c) so eventhe inferred statement that the existing arrangement
with EDDC can continue is of doubtful validity.

The CBC Leaflet— Christchurch would retainits sense of place

Sense of place has nothingto dowith the internal structure of the local Council. The
misleadingimpressionis created that the new Unitary will somehow alter the way
local people interact with each otherand theirsurroundings.

The Referendum Question

Residents are asked to vote “yes” or “no” to option 2(b). There is no explanation anywhere
as to what a “no” vote meansinterms of alternatives. Thus, itisimpossibletoweigh up the
pros and cons of different paths because no other outcomes are explained.

In Conclusion

We are very concerned that our Council has placeditselfinaposition whereitisissuingsuch
guestionable material. It obliges us as an organization toissue our own material refuting
what CBC is saying. Thatis notsomething we like to do butin thisinstance, we feel we have
no choice.

Yours sincerely

.

Sim Biggin
JimBiggin

Chairman



