
 

STANDARDS HEARING SUB-COMMITTEE 
30/11/2015 at 4.00 pm 

 
 

Present: Councillor Chadderton (Chair) 
Councillors Williamson 
 

 Independent Members:  Peter Bamber  
 

 Also in Attendance: 
 Subject Member  Councillor Bates  
 Subject Member 

Representative  
Mr. Joseph Fitzpatrick  

 Witness  John Crompton  
 Director of Legal Services  Paul Entwistle  
 Principal Constitutional 

Services Officer  
Sian Walter-Browne 

 

 

1   ELECTION OF CHAIR   

RESOLVED – That Councillor Chadderton be elected Chair for 
the duration of the meeting.  

2   APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE   

There were no apologies for absence received.  

3   DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST   

There were no declarations of interest received. 

4   URGENT BUSINESS   

There were no items of urgent business received. 

5   EXCLUSION OF THE PRESS AND PUBLIC   

The Sub-Committee were advised that they could exclude the 
press and public from the hearing, as paragraphs 1 and 2 of the 
Local Government Act 1972 as amended applied (information 
relating to any individual or which is likely to reveal the identity of 
any individual). In this case, discussion would involve details of 
individuals including not just the subject Member, but the 
witness referred to in the report. The witness, John Crompton 
had given consent for the matter to be dealt with publically. 
The Sub-Committee sought the views of the Investigating Officer 
and the subject Member as to whether they had any views on 
the matter being held in the public domain. The Investigating 
Officer and subject Member’s representative, Joseph Fitzpatrick, 
agreed that it was in the public interest to hold the meeting in 
public.  
Following legal advice the Sub-Committee agreed that it was in 
the public interest to hold the meeting in public. 
 
RESOLVED – That the meeting be held in public.  
 

6   CONSIDERATION OF AN INVESTIGATION REGARDING A 
STANDARDS COMPLAINT  

 



 

The Sub-Committee considered a report of the Investigating 
Officer, Simon Goacher, which requested the Sub-Committee to 
consider allegations against a Member, that he had breached 
the Council’s Members’ Code of Conduct. 
The Sub-Committee was advised that, following an investigation 
into the subject Member’s alleged breach of the Code of 
Conduct, the Investigating Officer had concluded that: 

1. In April 2015, Councillor Bates had more likely than not 
sought to obtain Mr Crompton’s personal email address 
from Penny Kenworthy, Acting District Co-ordinator and 
Leslie Garner. 
Having considered the explanation offered by the subject 
Member, a reasonable person would not consider there 
had been any failure to comply with the Code of Conduct 
in relation to this matter. 

2. On 16 April 2015 Councillor Bates had more likely than 
not approached Mr Crompton in Manchester City Centre. 
Having considered the explanation offered by the subject 
Member, a reasonable person would not consider there 
had been any failure to comply with the Code of Conduct 
in relation to this matter. 

3. In early May 2015, when Mr Crompton was walking home 
in Failsworth, he had more likely than not been 
approached by Councillor Bates in a manner that had 
been calculated to intimidate him. A reasonable person 
would consider the subject matter had breached 
paragraph 3.1, 3.2 (b), 3.2(c) and 5 of the code. 

The Sub-Committee took into account the oral and written 
representations on behalf on the Investigating Officer, which set 
out the details of the complaint. 
 
The Sub-Committee agreed with the findings of the Investigating 
Officer with regard to allegations (1) and (2) and RESOLVED 
that there had been no failure to comply with the Code of 
Conduct in relation to these allegations. 
 
With regard to allegation (3), Mr. John Crompton was called as a 
witness by the Investigating Officer and was questioned by the 
subject Member’s representative. The subject Member did not 
give evidence. 
   
The Sub-Committee took into account all of the oral and written 
evidence before them, and unanimously found, on the balance 
of probabilities, that the subject Member had acted in the 
manner complained of. The Sub-Committee unanimously found 
that the subject Member, in acting in this way, had breached the 
Code of Conduct in that  

1. he failed to treat Mr Crompton with respect (paragraph 
3.1),  

2. he bullied Mr Crompton (paragraph 3.2(b)) and  
3. he intimidated a person who was likely to be a 

complainant in relation to an allegation that a Member 
had failed to comply with the Code of Conduct (paragraph 
3.2(c)) 



 

The Sub-Committee unanimously found that the subject 
Member’s conduct was not such as to reasonably be regarded 
as bringing his office or the Council into disrepute. 
 
Neither the Investigating Officer nor the subject Member wished 
to make submissions on the matter of sanctions. 
 
RESOLVED –  
That the following sanctions be unanimously agreed: 

1. The findings (including the Investigating Officer’s report, 
to be redacted by the Monitoring Officer to remove 
personal data) be published on the website by the 
Council 

2. The findings (and the Investigating Officer’s report) be 
report to the Council for information 

3. Councillor Bates undertake one to one training on the 
Code of Conduct 

 
That the following sanction be agreed by the majority (Councillor 
Williamson dissenting): 

1. It be recommended to the Council that Councillor Bates 
be censured 

 
 

The meeting started at 4.00pm and ended at 6.35pm 
 


