
 
 

DECISION NOTICE 
 

STANDARDS COMMITTEE HEARINGS PANEL 
 

COMPLAINTS AGAINST COUNCILLOR WORTHINGTON OF 
STAFFORDSHIRE MOORLANDS DISTRICT COUNCIL 

 
 
Complaint 
 
On the 25th April 2016 a Hearings Panel of this Authority’s Standards Committee 
considered complaints made by: 
 
Geoffrey Snow (allegation 1) 
Councillor Christopher Wood (allegation 1) 
John Bebbington (allegation 1) 
Louise Salt (allegation 1) 
Jane Peach (allegation 1) 
David Norwood (allegation 1) 
Marion Armstrong (allegation 1) 
Michael Sutcliffe (allegation 1) 
Councillor Christina Jebb (allegation 2) 
 
concerning the alleged conduct of Councillor M. Worthington, a member of 
Staffordshire Moorlands District Council.  A general summary of the complaints is 
set out below. 
 
Allegation 1 
That Councillor Worthington made comments at the planning applications 
committee meeting on 13th August 2015 following the item on the planning 
application in respect of Endon Riding School that he hated doing that but was 
under instructions.  
 
Allegation 2 
That Councillor Worthington made comments on 13th August 2015 in respect of 
an application in Cheadle Road that suggested that the application had 
previously been refused for political reasons, saying “Bearing in mind it was 
election time last time, we did scratch around to find reasons to refuse it.”  



 
Decision  
 
In accordance with Section 28 of the Localism Act 2011 the Standards 
Committee Hearings Panel decided: 
 
Allegation 1 
That Councillor Worthington had breached the Council’s Code of Conduct. 
 
Reasons for Decision 
 
The Hearings Panel applied the appropriate objective test as to whether there 
had been a breach of the Council’s Code of Conduct, i.e. would a reasonable 
person aware of all the material facts and ignoring all immaterial factors consider 
that there had been a breach of the Code. The Panel took into account as a 
material consideration the Investigating Officer’s finding that he accepted 
Councillor Worthington’s explanation as to why he had made the recorded 
comments. However, after also taking into account all the other relevant 
considerations, and in particular the requirement for public confidence in the 
planning process which it was considered would be seriously harmed by 
Councillor Worthington’s comments, on balance the Panel decided that the 
District Council’s Code of Conduct had been breached. 
 
Allegation 2 
That Councillor Worthington had not breached the Council’s Code of Conduct. 
 
Reason for Decision 
 
There was insufficient evidence to show, on the balance of probabilities, that the 
comment, as outlined in the complaint, was made. 
 
Actions 
 
The Hearings Panel decided that the following actions should be taken: 
 

(a) To censure/reprimand the member; 
 
(b) Its findings in respect of the member’s conduct should be published; 
 
(c) Its findings should be reported to the Council for information; 
 
(d) To recommend to the member’s Group Leader that he be removed from 

membership of the Planning Applications Committee; 
 
(e) To instruct the Monitoring Officer to arrange training for the member. 
 
 



A copy of this decision notice will be sent to the complainants and to the member.  


