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Consideration of an investigation in connection with the Code of 
Conduct for Members

Executive Summary

1. Several complaints were received earlier this year in connection with the 
conduct of a Member of the Council. An investigation was commissioned by 
the Monitoring Officer. The conclusions of the investigation are now to be 
considered by Members in accordance with Council procedures.

Recommendation

2. That the Sub Committee considers and determines the complaints, in 
accordance with Council procedures.

Reason for Recommendation

3. The Sub Committee has delegated to it the responsibility to decide whether 
Councillor Brett, (AB) has failed to comply with paragraph 5 the Code of 
Conduct for Members (the Code) and if so what action (if any) should be 
taken.

Key Points for Consideration

4.

5.

6.

Several complaints were received by the Monitoring Officer through the course 
of April 2018 concerning the conduct of AB. Broadly, the allegations centred 
around comments made by him at a meeting of the Labour Group on the 
Council (the meeting) concerning the Council’s highway capital investment 
programme.

It appeared that, on 18 April, a sound recording of AB’s comments at the 
meeting appeared in the media. The recording was taken secretly. The 
publication of the recording prompted complainants to express concerns in 
several respects that the Subject Member had failed to comply with the Code. 

The Monitoring Officer determined that the allegations should be referred for 



7.

8.

an investigation and appointed Simon Goacher of Weightmans Solicitors to 
carry out the investigation on his behalf. Mr Goacher’s Report (the Report) 
consisting of  19 pages is appended to this covering report, along with a 
Schedule of Evidence running from items SG1 to SG 14. The Hearing 
Procedure is also appended.

It should be noted that the Sub-Committee is concerned only as to whether AB 
failed to comply with paragraph 5 of the Code (disrepute), as the Investigator 
concluded there had been no other breach of the Code. 

Alternatives Considered

There are no alternatives but to consider and determine the complaints in 
accordance with Council procedures.

Costs and Budget Summary

9. Not applicable to the consideration of the complaint.

Risk and Policy Implications

There are no policy implications. There are no specific risks identified.10.

Consultation

11. As set out in the Investigator’s Report.

Background Papers Place of Inspection

12. All background papers contain 
exempt information

N/A
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