
Request 10085 - Fowlmere PC Ignoring Legal Advice 

Issue: 
Fowlmere Parish Council co-opted a Mr Fulton to join them as a Councillor this year 
(2021). A weight of evidence has since been provided to them demonstrating he was 
not eligible, including determinations by neighbouring PCs (Shepreth) and their own 
routinely used solicitor, plus residents own open-source research. Several residents 
(I know of at least 4 others not including myself) who have written to Fowlmere PC 
over this issue, though they are currently refusing to take any action. Members of 
Fowlmere PC are stating that they co-opted Mr Fulton, over a female candidate who 
was eligible, on the grounds of ‘direction’ from SCDC signposting them to specific 
mapping in relation to Mr Fulton's eligibility. They have now received legal advice, 
from the solicitor they routinely use for advice on boundary issues, who states Mr 
Fulton was not eligible (PSA), in addition to all the other concerns raised. Fowlmere 
PC are refusing to even consider this legal advice and Mr Fulton is still operating in 
public office, supposedly representing Fowlmere residents. 
 
Requested Action: 
Please can you provide the content of what SCDC may have advised Fowlmere PC 
in relation to any questions over eligibility of candidates to the public office of Parish 
Councillor, including to which Councillors may have made requests for such advice, 
from April 2021 to today. 

 

Response  

Thank you for your request for information above, which we have dealt with under 
the terms of the Freedom of Information Act 2000. 
 
I hope the following will answer your query: 

I write in response to your recent FOI request. Your enquiry requested “the content 
of what SCDC may have advised Fowlmere PC in relation to any questions over 
eligibility of candidates…”. 

Please see attached two email threads. The first thread contains all the messages 
sent from the SCDC elections office to Fowlmere PC between April 2021 and the 
date of the FOI request (30/11/21) regarding candidate eligibility. The second thread 
is not explicitly about eligibility but in the interest of transparency is included for 



completeness – this thread pertains to online mapping from ordnance survey. Please 
note, I have redacted a few personal details from these emails. No redactions affect 
the content of the messages.  

 
We aim to provide a high-quality service to you and hope that you are satisfied with 
this response. If you have any further questions, please do not hesitate to contact us. 
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