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Epsom and Ewell Borough Council

EPSOM AND EWELL

Minutes of the Meeting of the COUNCIL of the BOROUGH of EPSOM AND EWELL 
held at the Town Hall, The Parade, Epsom on 11 February 2016

PRESENT -

The Mayor (Councillor Chris Frost); The Deputy Mayor (Councillor George Crawford); 
Councillors Michael Arthur, Tony Axelrod, Richard Baker, John Beckett, Steve Bridger, 
Kate Chinn, Alex Clarke, Lucie Dallen, Neil Dallen, Hannah Dalton, Graham Dudley, 
Robert Foote, Liz Frost, Rob Geleit, Eber Kington, Omer Kokou-Tchri, Jan Mason, 
Martin Olney, Keith Partridge, David Reeve, Humphrey Reynolds, Guy Robbins, 
Vince Romagnuolo, Clive Smitheram, Alan Sursham, Mike Teasdale, Peter Webb, 
David Wood and Clive Woodbridge

Absent: Councillors Rekha Bansil, Tina Mountain, Barry Nash, Peter O'Donovan, 
Jane Race, Jean Steer and Tella Wormington

The Meeting was preceded by prayers led by the Mayor’s Chaplain

34 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 

No declarations of interest were made by Councillors regarding items on the 
Agenda.

35 MAYORAL COMMUNICATIONS/BUSINESS 

The Mayor reminded Councillors of two forthcoming charity events – a quiz night 
and ball.  He also announced that two Community Fund Grant Awards had been 
made and would be presented shortly.
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36 QUESTIONS FROM COUNCILLORS 

a) I.T. Security:  Councillor Alexander Clarke asked the following written 
question and received the following written answer from the Chairman of 
the Strategy and Resources Committee, Councillor Neil Dallen:

Question:

How strong is Epsom & Ewell's cyber security?

Reply:

Very Strong.  However, all users need to be vigilant at all times and must not 
open any emails with attachments that they are not expecting or look unusual.

b) Appointments to Outside Bodies:  Councillor Liz Frost submitted the 
following written question and received the following written answer from 
the Chairman of the Strategy and Resources Committee, Councillor Neil 
Dallen:

Question:

We currently have Councillors appointed to outside bodies.  These are official 
positions and Council Officers review them every so often to ensure that it is still 
appropriate for our Councillors to be representatives. Some of these have a 
more defined role than others.

In recent times there have been an increasing number of requests by 
organisations for us to have a ‘Champion’ to represent their interests.  In some 
cases this appears to be the same as an appointment to an outside body – in 
others it is different.  Currently we have no formal process for deciding whether a 
Champion is appropriate, and if so, for appointing them or monitoring them.

Can I ask the Chairman of Strategy & Resources Committee if he would work 
with Officers to come up with a method for addressing this? (Chairman of S&R)

Reply:

We are currently reviewing outside body appointments and we will include 
"Champions" on the list as if they were an outside body appointment.

Part of the review is to ensure that there is a justifiable reason to appoint a 
Councillor to an outside body rather than just a "nice to have" position.  These 
positions not only involve Councillor time but also officer time.

c) Nuisance posed by stray golf balls:  Councillor Omer Koukou-Tchri 
submitted the following written question and received the following written 
answer from the Chairman of the Environment Committee, Councillor 
John Beckett:
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Question:

What are we planning to do about “Yellow Golf Range Balls” as I understand the 
matter from communications, Yellow Balls going from a private but initially 
unauthorised development; over public highway onto resident’s properties across 
the road [Longdown Lane] with danger to residents, their properties and general 
public and a tragedy waiting to happen?

Reply:

I am afraid that there is little this Council can do in relation to this matter.  I am 
informed that no planning enforcement action can be taken, nor, as reported, is 
this an actionable public nuisance of the sort which our Environmental Health 
team can tackle.  Any highway safety implications are matters for Surrey County 
Council to consider, and I would suggest that this be raised with the residents’ 
County Councillor.  I am also informed that golf balls being hit into private 
gardens is a private law matter for the householders to pursue with the golf club- 
they would be well advised to seek their own independent legal advice about 
this.

d) Community Facilities on the Wells Estate:  Councillor Kate Chinn 
submitted the following written question and received the following written 
answer from the Chairman of the Strategy and Resources Committee:

Question:

Can I ask the chairman of Strategy and Resources what positive steps are being 
taken to ensure that The Wells community keeps a centre that can be used and 
enjoyed by the whole community?

Reply:

I would refer Cllr. Chinn to the last Council meeting and the recommendation that 
was agreed.

e) Emergency Contingency Planning:  Councillor Alexander Clarke 
submitted the following written question and received the following written 
answer from the Chairman of the Strategy and Resources Committee, 
Councillor Neil Dallen:

Question:

Have any tests of our emergency contingency plans been carried out, e.g. The 
holding of council meetings in places other than the Council offices? And if not, 
then why not?

Reply:

With iPads we can hold Council meetings at any location.  There is no need to 
test this.
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f) New Refuse Service:  Councillor Alexander Clarke submitted the following 
written question and received the following written answer from the 
Chairman of the Environment Committee, Councillor John Beckett:

Question:

With the proposed bin swapping plan (black to green/green to black) what will 
happen in the case of residents who have bins of equal volume?

Reply:

The new refuse and recycling services will launch during the early summer of 
2017.  Throughout 2016 and into 2017, we will carry out an extensive 
programme to communicate the new service, including the bin-swap.  We will 
engage with as many residents as possible, through a variety of media.  Officers 
will be presenting an overview of the communications programme to the 
Environment Committee at its next meeting on 12 April.  We will be calling the 
bin-swap “The Big Switch”, which we hope will resonate with people.

This will give residents plenty of early notice about “The Big Switch”, particularly 
over the summer and autumn of this year.  We’ll help them to understand what 
bins they’ll need going forward, and encourage them to call us if they need any 
new containers.  For example, a household without a black bin now will need one 
for refuse collections in the future.  Or a household with a smaller green refuse 
bin now will want a bigger one to use for recycling in the future.  We’ll encourage 
people to call us and make these changes well before launch.

An exception will be those households currently using a larger, 240-litre black bin 
to help them recycle more.  There are around a thousand such bins being used 
across the Borough.  While we don’t want big, black rubbish bins in the future, 
neither do we want to interrupt these residents’ excellent recycling habits in the 
meantime.  So for these households it makes sense to wait until after launch to 
swap their big, black bin for a smaller one (and we are sure that those keen 
recyclers will welcome the change).

People are generally very interested in recycling, so it seems likely that most 
people will think about what they need, and contact us well before “The Big 
Switch”.  But it’s reasonable to assume that a few households may still need 
some kind of bin change at launch, so this is part of our operational planning.  
One of our tasks, for example, is to ensure that no household has more than one 
180-litre black refuse bin after launch (unless entitled to upgrade their refuse bin 
under our new policy for larger households).

g) Design Quality 'Supplementary Planning Document':  Councillor 
Alexander Clarke submitted the following written question and received 
the following written answer from the Chairman of the Licensing and 
Planning Policy Committee, Councillor Graham Dudley:
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Question:

Could I please have a best estimate of when the Design Quality 'Supplementary 
Planning Document' will be finished, and whether (and if so when/how) it will be 
open to public consultation?

Reply:

The Draft Design Quality Supplementary Planning Document will provide 
detailed advice on the design, townscape and space standards contained within 
the Development Management Policy Document, which is part of the Local Plan. 

My current expectation is that the Licensing and Planning Policy Committee will 
consider the draft document in June 2016, and that this will be followed by a 
period of public consultation. Once the consultation responses have been 
considered and any appropriate amendments made, adoption of the document 
by the Licensing and Planning Policy Committee will follow, probably in 
September or October of this year.

h) Kiln Lane Link:  Councillor Alexander Clarke submitted the following 
written question and received the following written answer from the 
Chairman of the Strategy and Resources Committee, Councillor Neil 
Dallen:

Question:

What efforts by the council are being expended upon the Kiln Lane Link? 

Reply:

Surrey County Council are the lead authority for the Kiln Lane Link improvement 
scheme – and must take primary responsibility for promoting and securing 
funding for its delivery from the Government and others, but Epsom & Ewell are 
expending an enormous amount of effort to ensure that this major scheme 
remains high on all interested parties agendas.

We have been heavily involved with both Gatwick Diamond and the Coast to 
Capital (C2C) Local Enterprise Partnership (LEP) to ensure that this remains at 
the top of their priorities.

We have also been instrumental in ensuring that Surrey County Council, the 
Highways Authority, continue to give it the priority and funding that it deserves.

This scheme will have an enormous positive impact on the whole Borough, 
particularly by reducing the traffic over Ewell West station Road Bridge and Hook 
Road/East Street.

The joining of the two business parks, Nonsuch and Longmead, will also give a 
very positive message to businesses and enhance the economic vitality of the 
area.
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37 BUDGET REPORT 2016-17 - AMENDED 10 FEBRUARY 2016 

The Council gave consideration to its 2016/17 budget, comprising both revenue 
and capital expenditure plans and Council Tax amounts for each band of 
dwelling which took account of recommendations of the Environment, Leisure, 
Environment, Social and Strategy and Resources Committees (appertaining to 
fees and charges, the revenue budget and capital programme).

An amended report had been issued on 10 February 2016, following the receipt 
of the Government’s final financial settlement on 8 February 2016.  The 
amended report was based on a recommended increase of £4.95 per annum (for 
Band D properties) in Council Tax reflecting the final settlement which had 
allowed District Councils to increase council tax by up to £5 or 2% whichever 
provided the higher increase in income.

In moving the recommendations of the Director of Finance and Resources, the 
Chairman of the Strategy and Resources Committee, Councillor Neil Dallen, 
made a statement and presentation to the Council on the budget for 2016/17 to 
which Councillors Alexander Clarke and Vince Romanguolo responded. 

Upon being put, the MOTION was CARRIED, there being 25 members in favour, 
5 against and 2 not voting

RESOLVED:

(1) That it be noted that, under delegated powers, the Director of 
Finance and Resources calculated the amount of the Council Tax 
Base as 32,013.5 (Band ‘D’ equivalent properties) for the year 
2016/17 calculated in accordance with the Local Government 
Finance Act 1992, as amended (the “Act”).

(2) That the following estimates recommended by the policy committees 
be approved:-

a) The revised revenue estimates for the year 2015/16 and the 
revenue estimates for 2016/17

b) The capital programme for 2016/17 and the provisional 
programme for 2017 to 2019, as summarised in the capital 
strategy statement.

(3) That the fees and charges recommended by the policy committees 
be approved for 2016/17.

(4) That the Council Tax Requirement for the Council’s own purposes 
for 2016/17 is £5,828,698.

(5) That the Council receives the budget risk assessment at Appendix 6 
to the report and notes the conclusion of the Director of Finance and 
Resources that these budget proposals are robust and sustainable 
as concluded in this report.



Meeting of the Council, 11 February 2016 39

Epsom and Ewell Borough Council

(6) That the Council receives the Director of Finance & Resources’ 
Statement on the Reserves as attached at Appendix 8.

(7) That the Council agrees the Prudential Indicators and Authorised 
Limits for 2016/17 as set out in Appendix 11 including:-

a) Affordability Prudential Indicators

b) The actual and estimated Capital Financing Requirement

c) The estimated levels of borrowing and investment

d) The authorised and operational limits for external debt

e) The treasury management prudential indicators

(8) That the following amounts be now calculated for the year 2016/17 in 
accordance with sections 31 to 36 of the Act:

a) £56,512,986 being the aggregate of the amounts which the 
Council estimates for the items set out in section 31A(2) of the 
Act

b) £50,684,288 being the aggregate of the amounts which the 
Council estimates for the items set out in section 31(A)3 of the 
Act

c) £5,828,698  being the amount by which the aggregate at 8(a) 
above exceeds the aggregate at 8(b) above, calculated by the 
Council, in accordance with section 31A(4) of the Act, as its 
council tax requirement for the year.

d) £182.07 being the amount at 8(c) above divided by the amount at 
1. above, calculated by the Council, in accordance with section 
31(B) of the Act, as the basic amount of its council tax for the 
year

(9) To note that Surrey County Council and Surrey Police Authority have 
issued precepts to the Council in accordance with Section 40 of the 
Local Government Finance Act 1992 for each category of dwellings 
in the Council’s area as indicated in the table below:-

SURREY COUNTY COUNCIL

Band: A B C D E F G H

£ £ £ £ £ £ £ £

Amount 845.52 986.44 1,127.36 1,268.28 1,550.12 1,831.96 2,113.80 2,536.56
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SURREY POLICE AUTHORITY

Band: A B C D E F G H

£ £ £ £ £ £ £ £

Amount 146.79 171.26 195.72 220.19 269.12 318.05 366.98 440.38

(10) That the Council, in accordance with Section 30 to 36 of the Local 
Government Finance Act 1992, hereby sets the aggregate amounts 
shown in the tables below as the amounts of Council Tax for 2016/17 
for each of the categories of dwellings.

EPSOM AND EWELL BOROUGH COUNCIL

Band: A B C D E F G H

£ £ £ £ £ £ £ £

Amount 121.38 141.61 161.84 182.07 222.53 262.99 303.45 364.14

AGGREGATE OF COUNCIL TAX REQUIREMENTS

Band: A B C D E F G H

£ £ £ £ £ £ £ £

Amount 1,113.69 1,299.31 1,484.92 1,670.54 2,041.77 2,413.00 2,784.23 3,341.08

The meeting began at 7.30 pm and ended at 8.00 pm

CHRISTOPHER FROST
MAYOR


