APPEALS PANEL NUMBER 1

THURSDAY 5 APRIL 2007 AT 2.00 PM

PRESENT:

Councillors Bowman (S) (as substitute for Councillor Collier), Councillor Mrs Farmer and Councillor Weedall.

1.
APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

Apologies for absence were received from Councillor Collier.

2.
APPOINTMENT OF CHAIRMAN
Councillor Weedall was appointed as Chairman of the Appeals Panel for the remainder of the 2006/07 municipal year.

3.
PUBLIC AND PRESS
RESOLVED – That in accordance with Section 100A(4) of the Local Government Act 1972, the Public and Press were excluded from the meeting during consideration of the following item of business on the grounds that it involves the likely disclosure of exempt information, as defined in Paragraph Number 1 of Part 1 of Schedule 12A of the 1972 Local Government Act.

4.
APPEAL AGAINST THE OUTCOME OF A GRIEVANCE

The Appellant, his Representative and the Management’s Representative  joined the meeting.

The Chairman noted that a copy of the procedure for hearing grievance matters had been circulated and all present confirmed that they had received a copy of the procedure and were content to follow the procedure in dealing with this Appeal.  

The Appellant’s Representative then put their case to the Appeals Panel and the Management Representative put his case to the Panel.  

Members of the Panel and the Management Representative questioned the Appellant and the Panel and the Appellant questioned the Management’s Representative.

The Management Representative and the Appellant then summed up their respective cases.  All parties to the Appeal then left the room whilst the Panel made their deliberations.

The parties to the Appeal returned at 3.50 pm.  It was –

RESOLVED – (1) That the Panel consider that the last paragraph of the letter dated the 26 July 2006 (referred to as Appendix 3) was too harsh and could have been phrased in a softer manner.

(2)  The Panel do however consider that writing the letter was good management practice and having the letter removed from the Appellant’s personnel file should be sufficient.  

(3)    The Panel do not consider that an apology from the Officer who wrote the letter to the Appellant is necessary.

(The meeting ended at 3.52 pm)
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