
 

 

Response to motion on removing the Chair of the Standards Committee  

 

SPEECH BY CLLR ALAN DEAN IN DEBATE ON A MOTION TO REMOVE AND 

REPLACE THE CHAIRMAN OF UTTLESFORD’S STANDARDS COMMITTEE 

 

Mr Chairman 

 

It gives me no pleasure in seconding this motion. It should have been possible to 

deal with the matter in a different way than bringing what is effectively a motion of 

no confidence in the present chairmanship of this council’s standards committee. I 

sincerely regret that we are where we are tonight. 

 

I have been pleased to serve on the standards committee alongside Cllr Tina 

Knight for the past three years. During that time Cllr Knight has led a major review 

of the way the standards system at Uttlesford operates. Previously it did not work 

well enough, but now it is much more rigorous and there are far clearer 

responsibilities that should lead to more objective adjudication of complaints. 

 

I have known Tina Knight for over 40 years. We worked together in the 1970s to 

take British Rail to task over its services for commuters on the local railway line. I 

suppose my memories of those days were of a woman who does all that she can to 

stand up to unthinking bureaucracy, especially ones that do not deliver good 

service to customers. Most of us know that Tina has been more successful than 

many men and women in making her mark on the business community. 

 

To do that, one has to be outspoken and be willing to make people think and to be 

prepared to ruffle more than a few feathers. The existence of freedom of 

expression, of free speech and the ability to exercise them are essential to the 

shaping of public opinion; and a key part of a democratic society. 

 

You all know the maxim about defending people’s rights to their point of view.  

 



 

 

The issue tonight is not that Tina had no right to express her opinions. It has 

nothing to do with my agreeing with, nor my not agreeing with what she said on the 

radio. Nor does it matter that she was not speaking as a councillor when she gave 

her two radio interviews.  

 

The issue is whether Tina Knight’s publicly expressed opinions on the radio about 

the events at the Dorchester Hotel would be likely to bring into question; would 

affect people’s perception of her judgment in any case of similar interpersonal 

behaviour, that might arise in future within the council, were such a complaint to be 

adjudicated by a standards committee of which she were chairman. 

 

I think it would be very difficult to disentangle the two matters in most people’s 

eyes. The objectivity of the standards process would likely be compromised. For 

that reason alone, I believe the council and public would be best served by 

appointing a new chairman of the standards committee.  

 

I will end by thanking Cllr Tina Knight for her important contribution to the standards 

process during her period as the committee’s chairman. She has much to offer the 

council and the local community.  I hope that Cllr Knight will not let this interlude 

dim her robustness in defending her constituents, nor reduce her natural tendency 

to challenge where challenge is needed.   

 

ENDS 


