Appendix A
Matters taken into account by Standards for England when deciding whether to accept a case for investigation
We will take the following matters into account in deciding which cases we should accept in the public interest:

· Does the standards committee believe that the status of the member or members, or the number of members about whom the complaint is made, would make it difficult for them to deal with the complaint? For example, is the member a group leader, elected mayor or a member of the authority’s cabinet or standards committee?

· Does the standards committee believe that the status of the complainant or complainants would make it difficult for the standards committee to deal with the complaint? For example, is the complainant a group leader, elected mayor or a member of the authority’s cabinet or standards committee, the chief executive, the monitoring officer or other senior officer?

· Does the standards committee believe that there is a potential conflict of interest of so many members of the standards committee that it could not properly monitor the investigation?

· Does the standards committee believe that there is a potential conflict of interest of the monitoring officer or other officers and that suitable alternative arrangements cannot be
· put in place to address the conflict?

· Is the case so serious or complex, or involving so many members, that it cannot be handled locally?

· Will the complaint require substantial amounts of evidence beyond that available from the authority’s documents, its members or officers?

· Is there substantial governance dysfunction in the authority or its standards committee?

· Does the complaint relate to long-term or systemic member/officer bullying which could be more effectively investigated by someone outside the authority?

· Does the complaint raise significant or unresolved legal issues on which a national ruling would be helpful?

· Might the public perceive the authority to have an interest in the outcome of a case? For example if the authority could be liable to be judicially reviewed if the complaint is upheld.

· Are there exceptional circumstances which would prevent the authority or its standards committee investigating the complaint competently, fairly and in a reasonable period of time, or meaning that it would be unreasonable for local provision to be made for an investigation?

