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From John fullbrook Sent, 07 -March 2022 17:22

To:. .. wuv Hazel Roxhy
Subjec‘tg FW: [CO Casework reference ICO 67304 - H3H7 Importance: High

Dear Russel}
Ereedom of Information Review Reguest ~1C0 ief, 67304 — H3H7

Thank you for yeur camminications re this matter, ahdl your understanding arid coneiliatory email
of the 8™ Septerber 2021, making the Council aware of your position,- Your stance gontifues to be
very miuch appreciated.

Despiteyour willingiiess to drop the matter on account of the fact that the reasons for the FOI
request in the first instance had been dealt with sonie consitlerable time age (Summer 2020~ when
the responses from the then FOI panel were removed from the Steyning Parish Council web site) as
well as you Being satisfied that some elements of the tnitial refusal verdict ware gustxﬁed the
Council have continued to cansider the requestand indeed the FOI.panel did meeton the 18th
October2021 to discuss the ohgoing review, as the Information-Commissioners Office-had been
comimunlcating to the Clerk's affice on your behalf to seek further resolution,

The vutcome of the meeting-of the 18 October 2021 was for the Clerk to search forevidence of
any governanceé wrongdolhg in rélation to the way In which your FOI réquest dated 20t April 2020
was first dealt with, and to preserit this to a subseguent FOI panel meeting so that a final conclusion
to the matter could be-drawn,

Ot thie 16 February2022 the FOI panel et once agair and fn conclusion agreed the following
statement: :

The respanseé to your Freedom of informution request duted 20% Apiil 2020, campiled by the then
SPC FOI panel consisting Gilrs Goldsmith, Campbell, Cree ond Gary Sullivan {Cllr Lloyd was absent
duting these deliberations} seemed to allow for on opportunity for what-was nothing shortof o
persondl attack, and should have never have been sanctioned by the F&GP committee and then
published on the official Steyning Parish Council web site {Due to it being o Council sanctioned FOI
response).

‘The eurrent FOL panel {consisting of - over the two meetings — Cllrs Norcross, Loyd, 5. Alexander,
Youny aned Northam.and the Clerk} accept thut ot the time of the initial deas:on and the
-subsequent review request decrsmn, there were ﬂaws wifhin the upphcatfon af the SPC FOI

‘ prac:ess:_

The Couticil would like to therefore unreservedly apologise to Mr Barnes for uny.annoyance and
anguish coused by the detions of the Council is response to the initial April 2020 FOI request, and
forthe statement which ed to that request, both of which have been removed from the SPC Web.
Site, und the Steyning Parish Countil guaranitees never to publish once:agdin these statements nor
dny fteration of theim,

We hope you find this statemrient and our recent actions satisfactory, butif there is any further
undertaking required by SPC, then please let us know by return,
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i Yol have:s 61 lase:do net hesitate focontact us,

Kind Regards

Rugsell G Baings
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