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Start of Request for Information 

· The number of incidents in which one of your councillors has been judged to 
have broken your “Code of Conduct”. I would like this data for each of the last 
three years (2010-11, 2009-10, 2008-09)

· For each instance of the “Code of Conduct” being broken in the last three 
years, I would like you to provide me with the details of the nature of the 
misconduct

· Where relevant, please state when a case is still under investigation - N/A  
Please find attached public notices that appeared in the Local Hastings and St 
Leonards Observer over the past few years relating to Councillors judged to 
have broken our 'Code of Conduct' as requested:

 
End of Request for Information 
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Public Notices


STANDARDS COMMITTEE 13 MAY 2008
SUMMARY OF FINDING
The Local Authorities (Code of Conduct)  
(Local Determination) Regulations 2003


Summary of Allegation:-


“Councillor Scott failed to declare a personal and a 
prejudicial interest when he took part in the discussion 
and voting at a Cabinet meeting held on 9 July 2007.  
The purpose of the discussion was to indicate to the local 
Primary Care Trust the Council’s preferred option when 
the matter of the re-organisation of the services to the 
Conquest Hospital and Eastbourne Hospital was being 
debated and voted upon. His wife works at the Conquest 
Hospital.”


Under Regulation 7(1)(b) of the Local Authorities (Code 
of Conduct)(Local Determination) Regulations 2003 
(the Regulations) the Standards Committee found that 
Councillor Philip Scott had failed to comply with the Code 
of Conduct of Hastings Borough Council by not declaring a 
personal interest when he took part in discussions and voted 
on the Council’s preferred option at a Cabinet meeting 
held on 9 July 2007. The Standards Committee reached 
this decision as Councillor Scott by his own admission had 
failed to comply with the Code. His wife did work for the 
NHS Trust and with hindsight he should have declared a 
personal interest. No action needs to be taken in respect of 
that failure.


Under Regulation 7(1)(a) of the Regulations, the Standards 
Committee found that Councillor Philip Scott had not 
failed to comply with the Code of Conduct of Hastings 
Borough Council by not declaring a prejudicial interest 
when he took part in discussions and voted at the Cabinet 
meeting held on 9 July 2007. The Standards Committee 
reached this decision as the discussions at Cabinet were 
part of a consultation exercise, of which Hastings Borough 
Council was one of a number of consultees, albeit an 
influential one. Councillor Scott’s wife worked in the ENT 
department, which was not a subject of the discussions. 
The Committee concluded that the objective test, that a 
member of the public with knowledge of the relevant facts 
would reasonably regard the interest as so significant that it 
would have prejudiced Councillor’s Scott view of the public 
interest, was not satisfied. 


Date Published: 6 June 2008


Jayne Butters 
Borough Solicitor and Monitoring Officer
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Standards Committee 12 March 2009
Summary of Finding


The Standards Committee (England) Regulations 2008


Summary of Allegation:-
That on 16 April 2008 Councillor Sue Palmer failed to 
comply with Hastings Borough Council’s Code of Conduct 
when conducting the business of the Council in her official 
capacity by circulating an e-mail to local residents that 
made derogatory references about the Complainant, Tim 
Cookson, Borough Planning Officer. The e-mail was copied 
to the Complainant, by one of the recipients of the e-mail to 
the Complainant’s e-mail address. The Complaint was that 
certain comments in that e-mail showed a serious disregard 
and disrespect to him and fellow professional planning 
advisors to the Council;


The comments were personally offensive and 
undermined his authority. Mr Cookson believed that the 
fact that Councillor Palmer was a member of Planning 
Committee was an aggravating factor. Councillors are 
required to treat others with respect, must not bully any 
person and must not conduct themselves in a manner 
that could bring their office into disrepute.


Under Regulation 19(1)(a) of  The Standards Committee 
(England) Regulations 2008 the Standards Committee 
found that Councillor Sue Palmer  had not failed to comply 
with the Code of Conduct . The Standards Committee 
reached this decision as Councillor Palmer’s words had been 
disrespectful but did not amount to bullying. No action 
needs to be taken .
Under Regulation 19(1)(c) of The Standards Committee 
(England) Regulations 2008 the Standards Committee 
found that Councillor Sue Palmer had  failed to comply with 
the Code of Conduct of Hastings Borough Council as at 16 
April 2008;


Councillor Palmer was a member of Hastings Borough 
Council. As such she was required to observe the Code 
of Conduct and she was acting in her official capacity 
at the time.  The Standards Committee reached this 
decision as the words used by the Councillor in her e-mail 
were disrespectful, they publicly criticised the officer 
personally and were offensive in nature. The words used 
by the Councillor did bring her office or the Council into 
disrepute because the e-mail was a serious indictment of 
the Complainant’s performance as a senior officer with 
a high profile role within the Council and would have the 
effect of diminishing public confidence or harming the 
reputation of the Council.  The fact that Councillor Palmer 
was a member of planning Committee at the time was 
not considered to be an aggravating factor as she was 
under no greater obligation than other members to 
show respect to officers, The wording of the e-mail was 
not considered to show disrespect to other officers, the 
comments made  were directed only to Mr Cookson.


Sanctions imposes by the Committee following finding 
of breaches of the Code of Conduct; 


1. Councillor Palmer be suspended from her officer of 
Councillor for a period of 30 days with immediate effect, 
except for the purpose of attending any training on the 
Code of Conduct.
2. Councillor Palmer attend training on the code of 
Conduct within 100 days of the meeting on 12 March 
2009.


Appeal Provisions
Councillor Palmer is advised that she can seek permission to 
appeal these findings in accordance with Regulation 21 of 
The Standards Committee (England) Regulations 2008  by 
way of notice in writing to be given to the President of the 
Adjudication Panel.


Date Published: 30 March 2009


Jayne Butters, Borough Solicitor








STANDARDS COMMITTEE 
8 MARCH 2010
SUMMARY OF FINDING
The Standards Committee 
(England) Regulations 2008
Summary of Allegation:-
That during the pre-election period 
running up to the County Council 
elections on 4 June 2009, Council-
lor Matthew Lock,Lead Member for 
Regeneration and Planning, failed 
to comply with Hastings Borough 
Council’s Code of Conduct when 
conducting the business of the 
Council in his official capacity. He 
attended a meeting on the 19 May 
2009 with police and a Hastings 
Borough Council officer, following 
information passed to him by 
Simon Corello, the Conservative 
Party candidate, that a constituent 
had complained about street light-
ing/community safety issues. He 
did not inform the Council officers 
that the initial enquiry had come 
from Simon Corello.  Following 
the meeting Councillor Lock sent 
a letter to constituents in Clinton 
Crescent on notepaper headed 
“Hastings and Rye Conservatives” 
and signed “Councillor Matthew 
Lock, County Council Lead Member 
Transport and Environment, on 
the 19 May 2009 thanking Simon 
Corello for bringing their concerns 
to his attention and advising the 
constituents what action would be 
taken by the police and Hastings 
Borough Council.
Under Regulation 19(1)(c) of The 
Standards Committee (England) 
Regulations 2008 the Standards 
Committee found that Councillor 
Matthew Lock had failed to comply 
with the Code of Conduct of Hast-
ings Borough Council during the 
pre-election period running up to 
the 4 June 2009.
Councillor Lock was a member of 
Hastings Borough Council, as such 
he was required to observe the 
Code of Conduct as he was acting 
in his official capacity at the time. 
The Standards Committee reached 
this decision as Councillor Lock is 
an experienced councillor, having 
served in that capacity for some 10 
years. He failed to give the officers 
involved full information to enable 
them to be clear that a candidate 
of his own party was involved and 
that events complained about 
occurred during the pre-election 
period. The letter that Councillor 
Lock sent on the 19 May sent to 
residents implies political motive.
Sanctions imposed by the 
Committee following a finding 
of breaches of the Code of 
Conduct:
1. A Censure to be issued by the 
Monitoring Officer
2. Councillor Lock is required to 
attend training on the implications 
of his dual role in being a member 
of both Hastings Borough Council 
and East Sussex County Council 
and the holding of lead respon-
sibilities in both Councils. The 
training is to be arranged by the 
Monitoring Officer and undertaken 
by Councillor Lock by the end of 
June 2010
3.Councillor Lock is required to 
issue written apologies to the three 
Hastings Borough Council officers 
involved, as named in the report
Appeal Provisions
Councillor Lock was advised that a 
member has a right of appeal to 
the First-tier Tribunal (Local Gov-
ernment Standards on England) 
against an adverse decision of the 
Standards Committee. The appeal 
has to be lodged 28 days of the 
date when the notification of the 
outcome of the hearing was sent 
to the member.
Date published: 19 March 2010
Jayne Butters
Borough Solicitor and 
Monitoring Officer
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