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  Hartlepool Bor ough Council 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Tuesday, 24 June 2008 
 

at 4.00 pm 
 

in Committee Room A 
 
 
MEMBERS:  STANDARDS COMMITTEE: 
 
Councillors Coward, Preece, Shaw, Sutheran, Wallace and Wright 
 
Co-opted Members:  Barry Gray, 2 vacancies 
 
Parish Councillor 1 vacancy 
 
 
 
 
 
1. APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE 
 
 
2. TO RECEIV E ANY DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST BY MEMBERS 
 
 
3. MINUTES 
 
 3.1 To confirm the minutes of the meeting held on 22 April 2008 
 
 
4. ITEMS FOR INFORMATION 
  
 4.1 Business Report - Chief Solicitor 

STANDARDS COMMITTEE AGENDA 



     

CASE I 
 

GREAT NORTON PARISH COUNCIL – COUNCILLOR JAMESON 
 
Summary 
 
The complainant refers to a meeting of the parish council on 16 November 2006. It is 
alleged that when the chairman asked if there was any other business, Councillor 
Jameson said, “I’ve got some!”, swung round in his chair, directly facing the 
complainant, and launched into a loud and aggressive verbal attack. It is alleged that 
he accused the complainant of calling the chairman “undemocratic” at a previous 
meeting and demanded that she apologise. The complainant subsequently explained 
in writing that she was accusing the council of being undemocratic, not the chairman, 
and has apologised to him for the misunderstanding. She also wrote to the chairman 
of the parish council to complain about Councillor Jameson’s alleged treatment of her 
at the meeting. 
 
It is reported that the next meeting of the parish council, advertised for 21 December 
2006 at the village hall, was brought forward to 20 December 2006 at the Lions Club, 
which precluded the public, including the complainant, from attending. It is alleged 
that the meeting went into confidential session to discuss the complaint against 
Councillor Jameson, but that he failed to declare a prejudicial interest in the matter 
and remained in the meeting that considered a matter affecting him.  
 
The chairman then wrote to the complainant to say that the parish council had found 
that, “as the alleged incident took place after the parish council meeting had closed, 
they found that Councillor Jameson was not in breach of any form of misconduct. It 
was unanimously agreed that no action be taken regarding Councillor Jameson and 
the matter to be considered closed”. They also agreed to ban the public from 
speaking at future meetings. 
 





































     

 
 

CASE J 
 

NETTINGTON TOWN COUNCIL – COUNCILLOR GOLD 
 
Summary 
 
The complainant refers to the town hall at Nettington, which belongs to the town 
council. It is reported that the county registration service rents offices at the town hall 
and Town Councillor Gold is employed as a registrar. It is also reported that 
Councillor Gold declared an interest in an agenda item regarding the town hall at a 
council meeting on 24 May 2004. It is further reported that in 2005, it was agreed in 
principle to hand the town hall over to a charitable trust, make a grant to the trust and 
to seek legal advice. It is also reported Councillor Gold is one of three councillors to 
be on a joint working group with the trust. 
 
Following legal advice, on 27 February 2006 the council “reaffirmed” earlier 
resolutions concerning the trust, with Councillor Gold voting in favour. It is also 
reported that after she became town mayor in May 2006, she put herself forward as 
the council representative on the trust. The complainant refers to a meeting between 
councillors and the trust which took place on 3 July 2006. She says she had asked 
for the minutes but had been told that it was an informal meeting, which was not the 
impression created beforehand. 
 
The complainant has also provided a report of the “Nettington Town Hall Joint 
Working Group”, which includes Councillor Gold. It states that she has had final sight 
of the draft briefing for the solicitor who would be drawing up the draft lease for the 
town hall. The draft briefing refers to the “need to agree continuing office space for 
the town clerk and use of the council chamber for meetings at a favourable rent and 
for the Registrar at the rent negotiated with the county council…”. The complainant 
has also provided a covering memo from the town clerk, which states that the brief 
will be discussed with Councillor Gold and other members.  
 
It is thereby alleged that Councillor Gold has a conflict of interest between the town 
council and her employer, which rents her place of work from the council in the 
building whose future is under consideration. It is also alleged that having previously 
acknowledged this, Councillor Gold has subsequently become more closely involved 
in the issue without declaring an interest. 
 































     

CASE K 
 

CENTRAL BARTON URBAN PARISH COUNCIL – COUNCILLOR 
ROBERT PAXTON 
 
Summary 
 
The details of the case are summarised in the Standards Board for England’s decision notice 
below. The complainant sought a review of the decision not to refer the matter for 
investigation. Members were asked to decide, in light of the review request, whether that 
decision should be overturned or upheld.  
 























































     

 

CASE L 
 

ANSTY METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL – COUNCILLOR 
MAHMOOD KHAN 
 
Summary 
 
The details of the case are summarised in the Standards Board for England’s 
decision notice below. The complainant sought a review of the decision not to refer 
the matter for investigation. Members were asked to decide, in light of the review 
request, whether that decision should be overturned or upheld.  
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