Council 18 January 2016
LONDON BOROUGH OF SUTTON
MINUTES
of the meeting of the Council
held on 18 January 2016
starting at 7.00 pm
Members
The Worshipful the Mayor
(Muhammad Sadiq)
The Deputy Mayor
(Joyce Melican)
Councillors:
Manuel Abellan
David Bartolucci
Kevin Burke
Mary Burstow
Moira Butt
Richard Clifton
Steve Cook
Margaret Court
Jean Crossby
Tim Crowley
Adrian Davey
Ruth Dombey
Trish Fivey
Vincent Galligan
Neil Garratt

ABSENT

Martin Gonzalez
Sunita Gordon
Amy Haldane
Marlene Heron
David Hicks
Arthur Hookway
Miguel Javelot
Edward Joyce
Richard Marston
Wendy Mathys
Nick Mattey
Jayne McCoy
Patrick McManus
Jane Pascoe

Nali Patel
Steve Penneck
Nighat Piracha
Hamish Pollock
Marian Radford
Holly Ramsey
Jason Reynolds
Tony Shields
Colin Stears
Simon Wales
Jill Whitehead
Graham Whitham
Hanna Zuchowska

Councillors Pathumal Ali, Samantha Bourne, Richard Broadbent,
Nick Emmerson, Doug Hunt, Ali Mirhashem, Callum Morton,
Alan Salter, Daniel Sangster and Paul Wingfield
PART ‘A’

30.

MINUTES

The minutes of the meeting held on 2 November 2015 were agreed as a correct
record and signed by the Mayor.
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31.

MAYOR'S ANNOUNCEMENTS
(a) Apologies for absence
Apologies for absence were received by Councillors Pat Ali, Samantha
Bourne, Richard Broadbent, Nick Emmerson, Doug Hunt, Ali Mirhashem,
Callum Morton, Alan Salter and apologies for lateness from Councillor Amy
Haldane.
(b) Announcements
The Mayor announced sad news that former Councillor Edward (Ted) Crowley
died on Boxing Day. Ted served on the Council from 1982 to 1994 and in that
time was Head of Planning and Environment and Neighbourhoods
Committees. After leaving the Council he continued in his role of Chair of
Governors at Stanley Park Junior School which he held until 2011. He was
also Chair of Governors at the now closed down Highview Secondary School
and at Wallington High School for Girls. The meeting observed a minute
silence.
The Mayor made the following announcements:
Dr Adi Cooper, the former Director of Adult Social Services at Sutton Council,
was awarded an OBE for services to Adult Social Services in the Queen’s
New Year Honours List for 2016 earlier this month. Dr Cooper worked at the
council for nine years and left following the merger of Adult Social Care and
Children’s Services to create the new People’s Services directorate. The
Mayor stated that he was delighted that Adi had been recognised for her
outstanding work in adult social services in Sutton.
The other Sutton people to receive recognition were David Mason of
Wallington, a trustee of Sutton Community Transport and received the OBE
for services to charity and the community in Sutton. Anita McGowan, a longserving Governor of the John Fisher School in Purley, received the MBE for
services to the community in Sutton and Croydon.
The Council had held the first of eight public consultation meetings for
residents to have their say on proposed changes to adult social services in
the borough. These meetings were part of the Council’s consultation on
changes brought about by the Care Act 2014.
Nominations for the 2015 Community Awards had been receive and judges
would shortlist candidates in five categories, with the winners and runners-up
announced in February 2016.
The Mayor reminded everyone that Wednesday 27 January was Holocaust
Memorial Day, with a theme of Don’t Stand By.

2

Council 18 January 2016
The Mayor reminded all councillors and Sutton residents that there was less
than two weeks left to sign up for this year’s garden waste collection service
and get an early-bird discount of £10.
32.

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

There were no declarations of interest.
33.

ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS

(a)

Questions from Members of the Public

Three members of the public asked five questions, the supplementary questions and
responses are set out in Appendix A to these minutes.
(b)

Questions from Councillors

Nine Councillors submitted fourteen questions, the supplementary questions and
responses are set out at Appendix B to the minutes. The time allocated for questions
concluded prior to all responses being given. The Mayor advised that answers to
questions not reached would be circulated as soon as possible.
35.

PETITIONS

There were no petitions submitted.
36.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS AND NOTICES OF MOTION

(a)

Motion - Impact of central government cuts on local communities

Councillor Ruth Dombey moved the motion which was seconded by Councillor
Adrian Davey.
One Councillor asked two questions the supplementary questions and responses are
set out at Appendix C to the minutes.
Following debate, the motion was put to the vote and carried.
Resolved
Impact of central government cuts on local communities
Council notes:


That £43m of cuts have been imposed on the borough by central government
since 2010 and a further £31m is now required by 2019, equivalent to 50% of
the Council's annual revenue budget;



That central government has delegated additional responsibilities to councils,
expecting them to deliver with less funding or with funding cut altogether;
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The concern that these further draconian cuts in funding by the Conservative
Government will seriously restrict its ability to provide adequate protection for
the most vulnerable people in the borough and will still require cutting some
front line services to the bare minimum or stopping them altogether;



The expectation by government that councils will need to significantly raise
council tax to maintain basic services.

Council calls on the government to cease the hypocrisy of advocating localism whilst
imposing additional red tape and unsustainable restrictions on local authorities'
spending decisions and instead engage with local government to offer true
devolution of powers and responsibilities so that they can continue to respond to
local people’s needs and expectations.
(b)

Standards Committee Complaints Procedure

Councillor Ruth Dombey, Chair of the Strategy and Resources Committee, formally
moved the adoption of the minute which was put to the vote and carried.
Resolved
1. That the standards committee complaints process is amended as set out in
the report.
(c)

Treasury Management Quarterly report Quarter 2

Councillor Hicks, Chair of the Audit Committee, moved the adoption of the minute
which was put to the vote and carried.
Resolved
1. That the mid-year Treasury Review be adopted.
37.

LOCAL COMMITTEE MEMBERSHIP

Resolved
Beddington & Wallington Local Committee
That Glenise Coxon be appointed as a representative for the Onslow Gardens
Residents’ Association on the Beddington and Wallington Local Committee.
St Helier, The Wrythe and Wandle Valley Local Committee
That Tony Mayne be appointed as representative for Denmark Gardens Residents’
Association (Mr R Watson – substitute).
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Cheam North and Worcester Park Local Committee
That Simon Densley be appointed to represent Worcester Park Resident’s
Association, and
That Graham Jarvis be appointed to represent Friends of Daisyfield on the Cheam
North and Worcester Park Local Committee.

38.

REQUISITION - SCHOOL PLACES UPDATE

In accordance with Rules of Procedure (23.4) Councillor Wendy Mathys, Chair of the
Children, Family and Education Committee moved the adoption of the draft
resolution 61. School Places Update resolutions d) and e) considered by the
committee meeting held on 17 December 2015.
One member asked one question on the debate the supplementary question and
responses are attached at Appendix C to these minutes.
Following debate the minutes was but to the vote and carried.
Resolved
1. That the Sutton Hospital site is endorsed as the first site for new secondary
school provision from 2018.
2. That an initial sum of £950k to develop a planning application for a new
secondary school on the Sutton Hospital site (inclusive of all surveys,
professional fees etc) be approved.

The meeting ended at 10.06 pm
Mayor:
Date:
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Minute Item 33

London Borough of Sutton
Council: 18 January 2016
Questions under Standing Order 8.7
From Members of the Public

1.
Question asked by Peter Geiringer, local resident, to Councillor Wendy
Mathys, Chair of the Children, Family and Education Committee
You have made a political decision that the council purchase part of the Sutton
hospital site without first fully consulting the local residents living within the vicinity
of the site. How are you going to prevent the public feeling they have been
‘stitched up’ when you grant yourselves planning permission for the school?
Reply by Councillor Wendy Mathys, Chair of the Children, Family and
Education Committee
Thank you Mr Mayor, good evening Mr Geiringer. Given that there are no other
brownfield sites capable of supporting a secondary school in the Borough, the
political administration has stated its preferred site is the Belmont hospital site.
This does not and will not preclude the opportunity for local residents to make their
views known. Indeed the possibility of the site being used for a secondary school
has been known for some time and debated at Local Committee.
From February and subject to Committee approval, the Local Authority intends to
consult on the issues and options as the first stage of the review of the Borough’s
Local Plan. The Issues and Options consultation sets out preferred options for
different site allocations and proposes the designation of a new school on the
hospital site alongside other uses that are being developed as part of the wider
framework of the London Cancer Hub.
In addition to this, and as the Local Authority starts to prepare a planning
application for the school itself, there will be opportunities for residents to review
the plans as they progress and make comment on them both in the pre-planning
phase of this project and in the planning application itself. We will communicate
more on this programme of consultation in due course.
It is entirely normal and understood in law for a Council to promote a project
requiring planning consent and to act as a Local Planning Authority (LPA). There is
equally strong requirements for the LPA not to fetter its discretion and to be able to
demonstrate that any decisions it takes are purely on planning grounds.
Supplementary Question asked by Peter Geiringer
Thank you very much, nice to be back here again even for a short time. I don't
suppose you’ve missed me but there we go. So when are you going to fully consult
the public living around Sutton Hospital with your plans, and will you in this case
get another independent local authority to consider granting planning permission or
not? As only their decision could be deemed to be fair, rather than Sutton being
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judge, jury and executioner on this planning application which could be for a
massive building on this small site out of keeping with the surrounding bungalows
and two storey houses.
Reply by Councillor Mathys
Thank you Mr Geiringer. Well, I've already explained exactly when we will be
consulting. As regards being judge, jury and executioner I'm just surprised you
make those comments as a former member of the planning panel yourself. And
you know that the committee will apply extremely stringent demands on every
aspect of planning before making their final decision.
Supplementary Question asked by Councillor Mary Burstow
Does the chair of children services share my disappointment that a former Belmont
councillor does not want to champion a secondary school for Belmont children, in
Belmont?
Reply by Councillor Mathys
Thank you Councillor Burstow. Well yes of course, it’s very disappointing. It’s an
exciting time to have a new school in that area where places are much needed.
Thank you.

2. Question asked by Peter Geiringer, local resident, to Councillor Wendy
Mathys, Chair of the Children, Family and Education Committee/ Councillor
Whitehead
Having two secondary schools within a few hundred yards of each other along the
Brighton Road will cause massive traffic jams at school opening and closing times
in and around the Chiltern Road junction, as well as causing local buses along the
Brighton Road to be virtually inaccessible at these times by the ordinary members
of the public as they will be filled up with school children. Are you therefore going
to commission a fully independent survey of the local traffic consequences of
building a school on the hospital site prior to giving yourselves planning
permission?
Reply by Councillor Wendy Mathys
This is a key issue of course as part of the planning application. A transport
assessment will be commissioned and submitted as part of the planning
application. The assessment will identify what measures might be necessary to
mitigate traffic and transport implications of this proposal.
Supplementary Question asked by Peter Geiringer
Were this school to get the go ahead, what assurances can you give that the
current Victorian road layout surrounding the site will be able to accommodate a
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new school for 1,400 pupils, an expanded institute of Cancer Research, an
expanded Royal Marsden hospital, a possible brand new hospital to replace St
Helier and Epsom hospital, a possible new health centre and some new residential
accommodation? Who will you be commissioning to look into this, how much will it
cost and who will be paying for this new road infrastructure?
Reply by Councillor Wendy Mathys
Thank you Mr Mayor. We’ll I've already said we’ll be having a transport
assessment. I understand we’ve already been in touch with TfL to have some
preliminary discussions. I can’t tell you who will be asked to do it at this stage, it
doesn’t fall within my remit. But I don't know whether that’s been decided as yet,
but I'm sure we can let you know once it’s been decided and what the cost will be.
Thank you.
Supplementary Question asked by Councillor David Hicks
I just really wanted to follow up on this point of a transport assessment. If you take
Councillor Burstow’s view, it’s local children that will be going there so there
shouldn’t be any transport issues. The problem is, the demand is not around the
school, the demand is elsewhere in the borough. It will have a major impact upon
the transport infrastructure, the whole borough. The school will be completed within
two or three years. The Cancer Centre, has a hub project will be completed within
20 years. There’s a major gap where there’s going to be a problem. What issues
are going to be resolved quickly?
Reply by Councillor Wendy Mathys
Mr Mayor, I've already explained that we have this master plan which we’re all
consulting on over the next few months and it will be looking at all these issues.
I've already explained also that the relevant committee is working with TfL and I'm
not in a position to give you any more information but I can assure you it is high on
our priority list.

3. Question asked by Bill Main-Ian, 29 The Warren, Carshalton Beeches, SM5
4EQ to Councillor Jayne McCoy, Chair of the Housing, Economy and
Business Committee
In GLA Planning report D&P/2600/01 it states, "The Council has also recently
confirmed its commitment towards delivering a district energy network in the area,
and in this respect, it has secured a loan to enable the construction of the heat
network, initially from the landfill gas engines on the site, to delivery heat to an
approved scheme at the Felnex Site in Hackbridge."
Fichtner Consulting Engineers wrote a report in respect of possibilities should
Planning Permission be granted for the Incinerator, which obviously has now
occurred. In that report 7 phases of development were mentioned for commercial

Page 10
Appendix A to Council:
Public Questions
18 January 2016
supply of heat.
In the 2 years 8 months since planning permission has been granted what
progress has been made to implement these phases including supply to
Carshalton College, Westcroft Leisure Centre, St Helier Hospital and other
customers e.g. new housing developments in the planning phase and if nothing
has happened, what is the timetable to implement the different phases?
Reply by Councillor Jayne McCoy, Chair of the Housing, Economy and
Business Committee
Thank you, thank you Mr Main-Ian. I welcome your shared sense of urgency to
bring forward this ground breaking project that’s going to establish Sutton as a
leader in providing green energy for south London so I'm pleased you’ve got that
same sense of urgency that we have. During the period from the granting of
permission for the Energy Recovery facility, the council’s undertaken procurement
of a design and build, and operation and maintenance contract for the network.
That procurement exercise is expected to be completed in summer this year and
all going well the decentralised energy network will be operational in 2017.
Regarding the expansion of the scheme beyond Felnex, which has always been
the seed base from which to grow the network, the council has undertaken heat
mapping of the north east of the borough which includes Westcroft and Carshalton
College that you mention, and we’ve undertaken some route proving, exploring the
viability of expanding the network to St Helier hospital. And because there’s a lot of
potential there, we’re engaged in discussions with Epsom and St Helier NHS trust
to progress this.
We’ve also been having discussions with both existing and potential house
builders about connecting to the network both within and outside of the borough
and we have been engaged in marketing the decentralised energy network in
Sutton to developers both as a means of attracting development and of seeking
opportunities to expand it and the feedback so far has been extremely positive.
Supplementary Question asked by Bill Main-Ian
Thank you councillor. I take it from that answer that there has been no customers
actually signed up as yet. I think after the life centre debacle about the financials
over that project I think local residents would like to know what the hook up costs in
phase two and three are likely to be, whether they’re going to be the same as the
Felnex costs or more or less. Could you answer that please?
Reply by Councillor McCoy
Thank you. We have in principle agreement with the developers about the prices,
although the principles have joined up, I think there’s still some negotiation to go
on but in our policy we intend to have the same police across all the network.
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Supplementary Question asked by Councillor Steve Cook
If Councillor McCoy could just explain to us the benefits that will be there for the
residents there please?
Reply by Councillor McCoy
Thank you Councillor Cook. I do appreciate that if you have not been so closely
involved with the project then perhaps the benefits aren’t clear. It’s a really
sustainable project that will raise Sutton’s profile as a green borough for a number
of reasons. One of which, it’s going to reduce our reliance on fossil fuels because
it’s using almost zero carbon heat energy, it’s using energy that would otherwise
be wasted. Heat the plant would release into the atmosphere so it’s heat energy
that’s not being used so we’ll be capturing it to provide an energy source for
residents. And also by reducing reliance on fossil fuels it provides fuel security for
residents because we’re not reliant on other countries delivering our heat and
energy. Some of the other benefits is that by the council providing the energy it
means that we’re going to have an ethical pricing policy rather than purely a profit
driven one as it would be if it was a commercial organisation, and of course any
profits generated from the Sutton Decentralised Energy Network are going to be
reinvested in Council services, which will help counter some of the budget
pressures that we face that have been imposed by this Conservative government.
And of course the benefits for developers are that it encourages them and enables
them to be more sustainable.

4. Question asked by Emily Brothers, local resident, to Councillor Jayne
McCoy, Chair of the Housing, Economy and Business Committee
With earmarking of the Sutton Hospital site for a secondary school, will Sutton
Council now agree to put Rosehill Park beyond use for a further secondary school
and advise of action being taken to identify a location in the East of the borough?
Reply by Councillor Jayne McCoy, Chair of the Housing, Economy and
Business Committee
Thank you Ms Brothers for your question. As Councillor Mathys has indicated, the
Council’s going to put out its local plan, issues and options document for
consultation following agreement at the Housing, Economy and Business meeting
on 26th January and part of that consultation will be education provision. In the
issues and options document it explains that with a high growth scenario the
council could potentially need up to 3 secondary school sites throughout the life of
the plan to 2031 to ensure that Sutton’s children are catered for in terms of
secondary school places in the future. That’s obviously predicted on a high growth
scenario.
But through the process we are going to be seeking the views of residents on a
further nine potential sites for a second allocated secondary school and for a

Page 12
Appendix A to Council:
Public Questions
18 January 2016
safeguarded third site. And the list of sites does include part of the Rosehill
Recreation Ground.
But the council is a firm believer in giving residents a choice and encouraging them
to participate in local decision-making. And so everyone knows the Local Plan
Issues and Preferred Options consultation will be opening on 18 February for six
weeks and we really do encourage all residents to be fully engaged in the debate,
on this and all the other issues raised in the local plan consultation document.
Supplementary Question asked by Emily Brothers
My supplementary is does the council have any plans to redevelop or contract out
the football pitch which was the site at Rosehill to be considered for a secondary
school, and bearing in mind that the council undertook feasibilities for both Sutton
Hospital and Rosehill, are any feasibility studies been identified for any of the other
sites on the list that you referred to, Councillor?
Reply by Councillor McCoy
Thank you, sorry, just checking with my colleague. No, the two sites that were
originally looked at were based on the original local plan we’ve got, and feasibility
studies as you say were undertaken on those, but as part of the refresh of the local
plan we have widened out the search for sites and tried to approach, bearing in
mind the shortage of sites, we’ve tried to approach it a bit more broadly. But no,
the local plan doesn’t look at the feasibility of those sites yet because as I say
we’re still going out to consultation with residents so we’re not at that stage yet and
it takes a while for the local plan to go through all the procedures necessary.

Supplementary Question asked by Councillor Graham Whitham
Thank you Mr Mayor, just for clarification we’re still on the first question from Ms
Brothers. It’s to ask the lead member that whilst I accept the immediacy of the
need for additional secondary schools and as she’s quite rightly identified we might
be looking up to three of them. Could I also ask her to tell us tonight what provision
is being made in terms of primary school allocation because working on the task
and finish group, that is also a problem we are facing and it will probably put into a
better context the real need we have for a number of school sites, not just one or
two. Thank you Mr Mayor.
Reply by Councillor McCoy
Thank you Councillor Whitham for highlighting the pressures we face. The
projected need that’s gone into the work for the local plan on primary school places
is that there again is an expected need for three further primary schools, one of
which has already been identified for the Hackbridge site. We need to find two
more. And the particular pressure with primary schools is that they are location
sensitive, they have to be in the area where there is need because of the
catchment areas, whereas the secondary school it’s less pressure. But what we’ve
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found is that again there is a shortage of suitable sites for both secondary and
primary school and some of the nine sites that are put out to consultation for
consideration are secondary school sites are also to consultation for potential for
primary school sites so of the nine sites we’ve got there is double demand on
them, and the problem is that there aren’t sufficient brownfield sites out there or in
the right locations. So it is difficult and there are other pressures on those sites, but
I urge you all to have a look at the consultation document and hopefully we’ve set
out quite clearly what the issues are and potential ways of sorting them.

5. Question asked by Emily Brothers, local resident, to Councillor Colin
Stears, Chair of the Adult Social Services and Health Committee
With the current consultation on the Care Act (2014), in what ways is Sutton
Council minded to go by exceeding national criteria and how will this be funded?
Reply by Councillor Colin Stears, Chair of the Adult Social Services and
Health Committee
Thank you Mr Mayor, thank you Ms Brothers for your question. The only flexibility
offered within the Care Act is for Councils to be more generous and apply a less
onerous level of need threshold. Sutton could therefore adopt an eligibility
assessment of people approaching the Council for help with their social care needs
that only required one of the outcomes within the regulations to be unmet,
therefore qualifying them for statutory services.
We are awaiting the outcome from the consultation before we can decide what the
Council approach will be.
Like any other council, Sutton could take into account the 2% precept allowable on
council tax and will of course be very mindful of the outcome of the current
consultation.
Supplementary Question asked by Emily Brothers
Thank you for the answer but it didn’t really deal with the question and that is what
ideas does the local council have in terms of going beyond that criteria, particularly
in relation to direct payments and from the answer can I just confirm that the
consultation that is currently out to the public does also seek to consult about the
social care precept which the Chancellor of the Exchequer announced in the last
autumn statement. Is that correct?
Reply by Councillor Stears
We would all encourage people to take up direct payments for their social services.
In terms of the 2% precept that doesn’t come under the consultation as you quite
rightly point out, the consultation was planned before this came from the
chancellor.
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London Borough of Sutton
Council: 18 January 2016
Questions from Councillors
Under Standing Order 8.6

1.
Question asked by Councillor Mary Burstow to Councillor Tony
Shields, Chair of the Sutton South, Cheam and Belmont Local Committee
How much money has been invested in the Shanklin Estate, using Public Realm
and Community Grants by Sutton South, Belmont and Cheam Area Committee,
between May 2010 and December 2015? Please can I have a break down by
year?
Reply by Councillor Tony Shields
Thank you for your question Councillor Burstow. We are very lucky to have an
active resident association headed up by Mrs Angela Purdue and she is well aware
of the route for funding via the local committee. However, should she be here
tonight she would take you to task on the description of Shanklin Estate. It is
Shanklin Village and it is a matter you’ve heard their chairman rectify mistakes on
its description very, very promptly and very well.
I can tell you that the question you’ve asked has from year 15-16 (December 2015)
the spend from the local Public Realm Capital is nothing, nothing was requested.
There is however a £1,000 neighbourhood grant been agreed amongst all
councillors of the local committee for new laptop computers for the residents
association. 2014-15 is similarly nothing requested, neighbourhood grants started
then so there isn’t a thing for that. 2013-14, nothing, 2012-13 is Public Realm
Capital of £2,000. 2011-2012 is £25,846 and 2010-11 is £56,402. This gives an
average over the years if you wish of £14,413 for the Shanklin Village each year
over the last five years. I hope that answers your question.
Supplementary Question asked by Councillor Mary Burstow
Thank you Councillor Shields for your answer, it was most helpful. I've got in front
of me the locality needs profile 2014 for Sutton South, Cheam and Belmont Local
Committee. On there, it clearly shows Shanklin Village as being an area of
deprivation. So I would like to ask the Chair, what steps will the Chair and ward
councillors take to inform the residents of the Public Realm Community grants,
which are available, and how would he like to spend the money? So how are you
going to inform the residents about this? Not just residents association, but other
residents?
Reply by Councillor Shields
Well it is fair to clarify Councillor Burstow, it’s not up to me or anybody, that’s why a
committee exists, so in fairness that is something of a misnomer. But I'm glad you
mentioned it is an area, Shanklin Village, is an area of deprivation and I'm mortified
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to actually have to say this, that Shanklin Village, when I look at your road, your
road comfort, individual housing, bins collected etc. produces £88,000 in council
tax, it’s not an area of deprivation. Yet, Shanklin Village, I can tell you exactly,
£513,000 a year, so the fair question is levelled back at you. You are taking, as an
administration, half a million pounds out of a deprived area and put back nothing,
yet you know the local committee has very limited funds and if you bothered to
attend the last local committee you would have seen that three laptops were
provided via Kingston’s IT, cleaned, loaded with new Microsoft Windows etc,
antivirus, at no cost to the residents and I'm pleased to say we have agreement
amongst the councillors to provide another three to help people access the IT
world who otherwise could not afford to do so. Be very careful about when you talk
about social deprivation when you are dragging the financial guts out of these
people.

2. Question asked by Councillor Jane Pascoe to Councillor Wendy Mathys,
Chair of the Children, Family and Education Committee
This administration spent £122k on a feasibility study to advise on the best site for
the next secondary school, needed by 2018. They then ignored the findings and
spent £8.8 million buying the wrong part of the hospital site.
Now the tax payers are being asked to take the almost unprecedented step of
spending at least 950k more to predetermine planning permission for a Free
School design, (which by its very nature is free of Local Authority control, to
develop its own curriculum, building design, partnerships and admissions criteria
etc.) which may never be built as there is no agreement with the Educational
Funding Agency to develop the Hospital site.
What guarantees have this Political administration got that the EFA will refund all
or indeed any of this money?
Reply by Councillor Wendy Mathys
Thank you Councillor Pascoe for your question. Officers have met with the
Education Funding Authority (EFA) to discuss the idea of the Council preparing a
planning application prior to a Free School being approved. In that meeting
representatives of the EFA stated that in principle, should a Free School be
approved in Sutton, and should the EFA and the successful free school provider
agree with the plans developed by the Council, there is nothing that precludes this
as a way forward. Indeed there are many examples of Local Authorities delivering
Free School projects on behalf of the EFA in the past. One of the first free schools
in West Sussex (Discovery New School) was delivered on behalf of the EFA and
the Government’s ambitious target to open 500 new free schools by 2020 means
that the EFA is now very interested in Local Authorities starting to share this
burden.
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Working up plans for a school in advance of a provider is also not unprecedented.
For example, Chobham Academy in Stratford was built before a provider to run the
school was agreed.
Where Local Authorities have delivered Free School projects in the past, the EFA
have provided a funding envelope passed to the Local Authority. This would
include the costs of preparing a planning application. We would expect a similar
arrangement should a Free School be approved in the next wave of applications,
however it is not possible for the EFA to provide guarantees on funding
arrangements until a Free School is approved and in the ‘pre-opening’ phase. It
should be noted that this money will not be wasted because even if a Free School
is not approved we would still have to undertake works to prepare a planning
application in any case as the responsible body for providing school places.
Supplementary Question asked by Councillor Jane Pascoe
Thank you Mr Mayor. The truth is we don't actually know whether this site will ever
be approved for a free school. You talk about possibilities, but there are no actual
guarantees that the education funding agency will provide the money as there may
be cheaper, more appropriate sites available elsewhere in the borough. And
there’s no guarantee that any of this money will ever get returned. This political
administration has got themselves into a huge hole by directly causing a year’s
delay to the opening of a new school and I’d like to commend the officers who are
valiantly coming up with ever more complex solutions to try to deliver what our
children need: school places. But these strategies are not really necessary and
invade the very simple fact that it’s not the council’s business to build a free school,
which by their very nature are free of the local authority and free to the local
authority. Why does this political administration want to spend our money on a
school which this conservative government will give them for free?
Reply by Councillor Mathys
Well that was more of a speech than a question. I just find it very disappointing,
Councillor Pascoe that you’re so negative about this. We have five interested
providers who are trying to build on this site. It’s highly likely they will be approved.
If they aren’t, we have to provide the school places and we will go to an academy
competition which is the alternative route for this. I really don't think there’s any
more to be said. I think it’s very disappointing that you’re just taking this view.
Supplementary Question asked by Councillor Arthur Hookway
Thank you Mr Mayor. As the need to find additional school places has been raised
here, I’d like to ask the lead member what has been done to date to cater for this
increase, and what is our record on meeting parental preferences in Sutton?
Reply by Councillor Mathys
Thank you Councillor Hookway. Well I'm very pleased to say this is a good news
story, unlike many councils across the UK according to recent media reports over

Page 18
Appendix B to Council Minutes:
Councillors Questions
18 January 2016
the weekend, we did plan well ahead to cater for our increased demand in pupil
places. We’ve expanded many schools, increasing our primary places by 4300
since 2008 and later this year we will have expanded ten secondary schools with
an increase of 2600 places since 2008. Furthermore we have managed to continue
to meet a high percentage of parental choice year on year. In September 2015 in
primary schools 84% of parents received their first choice of school, over 94% a
top three offer and a 97% a top six preference, all well above London averages. In
secondary schools, 75% received first choice offer, 93% a top three offer, and
again 97% a top six offer. Again, higher than the London average. This is down to
excellent planning by our education officers and I would like to thank them for all
they are doing for Sutton’s pupils in these very challenging times. Thank you.

3. Question asked by Councillor Tony Shields to Councillor Jayne McCoy,
Chair of the Housing, Economy and Business Committee
When will the high street building site once destined to be T K Maxx be completed
and will the member include a statement of which major chain will be occupying
the site alongside the major success of getting a bigger "Pound shop" for the high
street?
Reply by Councillor Jayne McCoy
Thank you Mr Mayor. Councillor Shields, once again you’re demonstrating your
innate inclination to turn a positive development into yet another opportunity to run
down Sutton, you never let us down.
The site in question is the remodelling of the Times Square shopping centre. Now
this is a major change the shopping centre’s undertaking to improve its impact and
standing on the high street and to make its floor space more attractive to a broader
range of retailers. According to the developers, the developers are Wrenbridge,
and the likely completion date will be mid April this year.
The developer has confirmed that they have assigned agreements with TK Maxx
and Poundworld and are very close to completing a lease with a gym operator.
And they are currently seeking to let the final large ground floor unit.
Now this work is complemented by the takeover of the St Nicholas Centre by a
new ownership, AEW Europe, and we expect them to overhaul and to upgrade that
shopping centre too. So those two things combined are going to be a significant
change that’s going to make a major boost for Sutton Town Centre. And it’s all
come about due to the positive marketing of Sutton through its Opportunity Sutton
work and through its town centre master planning work. Thank you.
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Supplementary Question asked by Councillor Tony Shields
I think what Councillor McCoy said is she’s confirming that TK Maxx are going into
the store, thank you very much for that. And that quashes a vicious rumour that the
99p Store was going to go into that premises and start a vicious price cutting war in
Sutton High Street.
Supplementary Question asked by Councillor Graham Whitham
Thank you Mr Mayor. Bearing in mind that TK Maxx in fact is an outlet for past
season branded goods, and therefore is a much higher profile and a much higher
range type of an outlet, does the lead member agree with me that if there is a need
for that sort of store, this could be attributed to government policies that in part
have lead to an increase in food banks in this borough with many residents, and I
know it’s a laughing matter for some people, and many residents being held in
rented accommodation with quite punitive rent to pay. And would she agree with
me, that some of these outlets which seem to be denigrated at times in fact have
become an economic necessity of life for many of our residents? Thank you Mr
Mayor.
Reply by Councillor McCoy
Thank you Councillor Whitham, and I wasn’t sure from Councillor Shields’s
response whether he was clear that both TK Maxx and a Poundworld are going in
there. I think TK Maxx is already there and thanks to the work that’s been
undertaken they wanted to stay within Sutton which is positive. I think the
Poundworld is a new store but I think the point quite rightly made for both of those
shops that discount stores and pound shops are on the rise. And interestingly they
are visited by a broad demographic of people. It’s quite interesting, there’s a lot of
snobbery around, I don't think we can afford to be snobbish because, quite rightly
as Councillor Whitham said, why are they suddenly in demand, because people
don't have the spending power when I heard recently that in some places two
thirds of peoples income is being spent on just keeping a roof over their heads. It’s
not acceptable. Thank you.
4. Question asked by Councillor Patrick McManus to Councillor Jill
Whitehead, Chair of the Environment and Neighbourhood Committee
Given that this Borough has decided to build a large scale incinerator in a densely
populated area and very close to several schools including a primary school, how
are local air quality measurements going to be implemented to include PM2.5
(heavy metal) particulate readings rather than just the standard PM10s as well as
readings for the infamous dioxins and furons, all of which have been linked to
health problems? This would determine how well the incinerator filtration plant is
doing its job long term.
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Reply by Councillor Jill Whitehead
This is about the air quality monitoring. Of Councillor McManus’s question, I think
the fact that the Council, the Environment Agency, the Mayor of London, Boris
Johnson, the Secretary of State at the time and the High Courts have all given their
permission for this facility in a location that is densely populated and close to
schools demonstrates how safe they believe this facility to be.
In the UK, the level of emissions monitoring for Energy Recovery Facilities is
higher than that for Power Stations.
Now, the operator itself is only required to monitor the emissions at source. But
Sutton will continue to monitor the ambient air quality within the borough including
within the vicinity of the ERF and that data is used to check compliance with the
National Air Quality Standards.
At most of the air quality monitoring stations PM10‘s and nitrogen dioxide are
monitored but the Brookmead Road station also measures PM2.5. and the 2.5
monitor has been operational since July 2014 so data has already been collected
for monitoring future trends. And that sits is close to the tramlink station and
downwind of the proposed facility. And the monitoring data and location of all
Sutton’s air quality monitoring stations are publicly available on the website
http://www.londonair.org.uk/
Supplementary Question asked by Councillor Patrick McManus
This morning I looked on the Beddington Lane air quality measuring station and
you’re still only measuring PM10’s and nitrogen dioxide. Now that is based on car
emissions only. So I totally reject Councillor McCoy’s response there and I want an
answer to the question, when are you actually going to actually measure
incinerator related emissions and not multicar emissions on Beddington Lane
please?
Reply by Councillor Whitehead
I don't think you can separate out the two. The ERF itself will have its own internal
monitoring but the air quality stations at Sutton off its own back has undertaken is
measuring those emissions that were specifically mentioned as part of the whole
planning application. So we can’t separate it out but actually the biggest contributor
to the poor air quality comes from vehicles. It’s a diesel output, and what we’ve
also found and a good example of this is that actually Worcester Park and
Wallington are the only areas that have breached the air quality targets in 2015,
whereas Beddington Lane was within acceptable levels, and obviously we’ll be
keeping on track of that. But also, there are measures in place that if the air quality
monitoring stations do see a breach of the quality in the area around the ERF then
there’s measures already in place to immediately deal with the problem. So I think
we’re doing as much as we can but you can’t separate out the two because it’s
about the cumulative effect of these things
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Supplementary Question asked by Councillor Nick Mattey
Just a quick point of correction, you don't have internal measurement of an
incinerator because there’s no point of having it inside the building, you need it
outside. In the Beddington Lane there will be 12 energy from waste plants and
already there is a very high incidence of asthma with children who live in the area.
And what I’d like to know is, is the council prepared to undertake a study to look at
the incident of asthma and how, why it would appear from anecdotal information it
appears to be much higher than anywhere else within the borough. Thank you.
Reply by Councillor Whitehead
Thank you. On the point of order when I talk about inside, as in not inside the ERF
but inside the site it says the operator is required to monitor the emissions at
source. I would also say that there will not be 12 ERF facilities in Beddington Lane,
that is not correct at the moment and it’s not going to be correct in the future. There
is lots of work being undertaken in Beddington as part of the Opportunity Sutton
area renewal programme which aims to improve the quality of the environment
there. It has not got worse air quality than anywhere else according to our
monitoring stations. As I said, Worcester Park and Wallington actually have worse
because of the traffic congestion. But we are looking at the area because we are
aware of the concerns of the residents in Beddington about the whole area
generally, and there’s lots and lots of work and investment being put into
Beddington to improve the quality of the environment there, one of which is the
recently awarded funds for highways improvement by TfL to the tune of about
£2million. And also the fact that the ERF is going in there has generated an awful
amount of money that is going to be invested for the benefit of the community, a lot
of it dictated by the community. Thank you.

5. Question asked by Councillor David Hicks to Councillor Wendy Mathys,
Chair of the Children, Family and Education Committee
Sutton Hospital is the political administration's preferred site for the first new
secondary school in Sutton. What is the administration's preferred site for the
second school and the probable third school?
Reply by Councillor Wendy Mathys
Thank you Councillor Hicks. Based on current projections on demand for school
places it looks likely that a second secondary school site will be required in the
future and in a very high growth scenario, possibly even a third – though this is
considered less likely and were it necessary it would be required towards the end
of the Local Plan period to 2031. And as Councillor McCoy has already indicated
we will be looking at school sites very long term in the local plan.
The Local Authority will shortly be issuing an issues and options consultation, as
I've already explained, on the options for future school sites as part of the refresh

Page 22
Appendix B to Council Minutes:
Councillors Questions
18 January 2016
of the Borough’s Local Plan. Until we have embarked upon this consultation and
reached ‘a preferred option’ which we plan to do within the next few months, we
are not in a position to state what the preferred sites for further school provision will
be in the Borough will be in the future. Thank you.
Supplementary Question asked by Councillor David Hicks
I’d just like to thank Councillor Mathys for her reply. So within three months we
should know where the second school is likely to be. Is that correct?
Reply by Councillor Mathys
Councillor Hicks, I didn’t say the three months. I think the time we’re likely to know
is summer, at the end of the first few months of the consultation when all the local
committees have had a chance to look at it. I think it’s probably sometime midsummer, July-August time. Thank you.
Supplementary Question asked by Councillor Neil Garratt
Thank you. In November 2014 Councillor Mathys announced that there were two
preferred sites, the Belmont Hospital site and the Rosehill Park site. Are those two
still preferred sites because it sounds as if that’s no longer the case.
Reply by Councillor Mathys
Thank you Councillor Garratt. I think Councillor McCoy’s already made it clear that
the Rosehill site will be on the list of different sites to consider and obviously that
we will be getting local input into that. But we may have to look more creatively at
the type of building we use for schools in the future. Many areas now are using or
converting office buildings and using other types of building and we want resident
input into what is the best way to go ahead. As you know we don't want to build on
Metropolitan open land at this stage if we can avoid it.

6. Question asked by Councillor Richard Clifton to Councillor Jill Whitehead,
Chair of the Environment and Neighbourhood Committee
What is the policy of the Council towards the naming of currently un-named roads
in the borough after distinguished local residents, an appropriate time after their
death, where local residents support this and the resident had during their lifetime
a particular connection with the locality?
Reply by Councillor Jill Whitehead
Yes, this council does have a policy of not naming roads and streets after living
people but we will name them after appropriate persons who have passed on who
are very important to the local area. In fact I would mention somebody in my own
ward. We recently named a cul-de-sac in Rotherfield Road in Carshalton as Lakin
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Close. Our excellent archive section found that Charles Lakin was the occupier of
the land in the 1848 Tithe map when the land was a garden and plantation.
The ward councillors made other suggestions. We suggested naming the cul-desac after Reverend Lee Edwards who was the vicar for 43 years until 2001 as the
site is situated next to All Saints School in Carshalton, but in fact we were advised
that because there already was an Edwards Close in Worcester Park we couldn’t
actually name this close Edwards Close as well. And that’s because the local fire
brigade don't like having duplicate names which is understandable. We therefore
decided on Lakin Close and in fact we do have other roads nearby that are named
after other local vicars such as Cater Close, Cater Road which is named after two
Caters, a Charles Cater and his nephew William and William Cater is known for his
purchase of Stonecourt and Grove House.
But certainly we are able to name roads after very special local people.
Supplementary Question asked by Councillor Richard Clifton
I’d like to thank the lead member for her clarification of policy and the fascinating
example that she’s just given us. I think perhaps residents will want to reflect on
other deserving cases. Can I just ask one supplementary that enables me to
mention a further particular case in my own ward that I think deserves wider
attention. Last month the council named a previously unnamed road in my ward, a
turning off Brighton Road, Berridge Close after Harold Berridge, an inventor and
engineer who lived in a house on the site up to 1949. A man who had an
extraordinary life working on the tunnels under the Hudson River in 1900,
managing the port of Aden until 1924, before while living in Sutton and working for
the London County Council. I will get to my point. This man was a remarkable man,
and my question is, would the member, and indeed all councillors join me in
celebrating about the life of a distinguished Sutton man Harold Berridge who’s
dates were 1872-1949 is now remembered in the name of a road in Sutton South
ward.
At this point the time for member question time concluded. The following
written responses were circulated to members following the meeting.
7. Question asked by Councillor Tim Crowley to Councillor Simon Wales,
Lead for Finance and Voluntary Sector
How many compromise agreements have the council entered into with either
employees or contractors/consultants over the last 24 months and what has been
the total value if those agreements?
To avoid doubt these should include those agreements entered into by shared
services run by other authorities on our behalf as well which appertain to services
or employment in the borough.
Written reply by Councillor Simon Wales
By law “compromise agreements” were re-named “settlement agreements” in July
2013. The Council has entered into 9 such settlement agreements in the 24
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month period in question. The value of settlement payments made under those
agreements totals just under £304k, which is inclusive of £195k of redundancy
payments paid by this means to prevent potential litigation. The Council only enters
in such agreements having taken legal and HR advice that there is a clear
commercial business case to do so. None of the agreements involved consultants
or contractors.

8. Question asked by Councillor Nick Mattey to Councillor Jill Whitehead,
Chair of the Environment and Neighbourhood Committee
The Lib Dems have claimed that the Viridor Incinerator will bring less traffic and
pollution into Beddington and Hackbridge than landfill. They have also made it
clear in its Focus leaflets that Landfill would only continue until 2023. This means
that with incineration, continuing until 2043 an extra 6 million tonnes of waste will
come into Beddington and 1.2 million tonnes of ash will be trucked out. How can
the council tell residents that twenty extra years of incinerating rubbish will bring
less traffic and pollution than a landfill that has been taken out of commission
twenty years earlier?
Written reply by Councillor Jill Whitehead
The Transport Assessment confirms that there will be a reduction in traffic in
comparison to the existing situation when the ERF is operational and the landfill
closes.
Current activities at the site generate an average of 732 vehicle movements a day,
when operational the facility will generate 666 vehicle movements a day.
Therefore, it is reasonable to say that the ERF has no adverse impact on traffic
until 2023, when the landfill site would have closed.
The traffic impact post 2023 was considered as part of the planning application as
from this point landfill traffic would have ceased in the absence of the ERF
proposal. As a result, it was decided that that there should be some mitigation post
2023 in the form of community funding to address concerns related to traffic by
contributing to highways improvements or to some other environmental or
community project.
The council has recently heard it will receive funding from Transport for London to
improve Beddington Lane.

9. Question asked by Councillor Neil Garratt to Councillor Ruth Dombey,
Chair Strategy and Resources Committee
At the December Strategy and Resources Committee meeting the Leader
confirmed that there are no problems or issues with the secondary school build
programme and that it is on track. Is that true?
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Written reply by Councillor Ruth Dombey
At the December Strategy and Resources Committee I confirmed that we are
confident that we will continue to provide sufficient secondary school provision for
the children of this borough. All secondary schools in Phase 1 and Phase 2 are on
track to offer additional places as part of the phase 1 and phase 2 expansions. We
expect these expansions to be sufficient to provide places for the projected need in
2016 and 2017 with a new school being needed in 2018. We are making progress
on a planning application for the school and are confident that we will be able to
meet the need for secondary school places in September 2018.

10. Question asked by Councillor Patrick McManus to Councillor Simon
Wales, Lead for Finance and Voluntary Sector
When is the dangerous courtesy crossing outside Sutton Station going to be
replaced with a proper traditional crossing?
Written reply by Councillor Simon Wales
The Sutton Station Gateway improvement works were subject to safety audits, at
both the design stage and post works implementation stage. These audits made
recommendations to ensure that the uncontrolled crossing is safe for pedestrians
and the recommendations were implemented by the Council. Sutton Council, as
the Highways Authority, are satisfied that the courtesy crossing is both safe and
appropriate for this location. The uncontrolled crossing will be reviewed again
during further safety audits, which will take place 12 and 36 months after the
project implementation.
It is important to note that the Sutton Station Gateway works did not result in a net
loss of controlled crossings in the Station area. The controlled crossing, previously
outside the station's main entrance, was re-located to the South. This was to align
with pedestrian 'desire lines' (where people want to cross the road), following the
relocation of the northbound bus stop and opening of the Station side entrance. In
addition to the above, there are further controlled crossings to the north of the
uncontrolled crossing which provides users with an alternative crossing point.

11. Question asked by Councillor David Hicks to Councillor Wendy Mathys,
Chair of the Children, Family and Education Committee
Considering the limited capacity of the Sutton Hospital site, when will the second
school have to be completed and available to cater for the forecast demand for
secondary school places?
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Written reply by Councillor Wendy Mathys
We expect further secondary school provision to be needed in 2019 or 2020. There
are reasons to be cautious here because we are aware that new secondary
schools will be built in neighbouring Local Authorities in 2018 however the
locations of these schools are not yet known. This could affect some of the cross
border assumptions in our projections model.

12. Question asked by Councillor Nick Mattey to Councillor Ruth Dombey,
Leader of the Council
In November 2014 the Lib Dem group made voting for the Hackbridge courtesy
crossing a political issue and instructed its group to vote for courtesy crossings. In
future when it comes to road safety, will Lib Dems be allowed to vote according to
the wishes of residents and road safety experts or use their common sense?
Written reply by Councillor Ruth Dombey
On all matters of Council business I would expect councillors to listen carefully to
the wishes of their residents and of experts, to weigh up the arguments and to use
their common sense to vote on the basis of their conscience and best judgement.

13. Question asked by Councillor David Hicks to Councillor Wendy Mathys,
Chair of the Children, Family and Education Committee
If two schools of the size proposed by Greenshaw Learning Trust for the Rosehill
site were built, would a third school be required?
Written reply by Councillor Wendy Mathys
It is not possible to say with any certainty if a third site could be avoided in this
instance. The issue of a third school site is based upon an assessment of a
potential need should we face a very high growth scenario in the future (births
continue to rise, housing targets are all met, high pupil yield from additional
housing, high inward migration, continuing popularity of our secondary schools and
so on). In reality, to 2031 any number of these factors could change over time and
in a way that is not possible to predict. Should a third site be required it in this
scenario it is unlikely to be required for some time - probably towards the end of
the Local Plan period to 2031. However, the fact that it is possible means that it is
prudent for the Local Plan process to consider how this need could be met and to
safeguard a third site.

Page 27
Appendix B to Council Minutes:
Councillors Questions
18 January 2016
14. Question asked by Councillor Nick Mattey to Councillor Jill Whitehead,
Chair, Environment and Neighbourhood Committee
The Lib Dems have claimed that allowing Viridor exclusive rights to burn the
councils rubbish will bring Sutton economic benefits. However, Viridor will be paid
300% to 400% more by Sutton Council for burning waste rather than burying it.
The Council says it will save money because there will be no landfill tax to pay.
However if the Lib Dems did get back into power nationally, they plan to introduce
an Incineration Tax, meaning any savings gained from incinerating will be negated.
Has the council considered this possibility? In addition, does it not seem
paradoxical that voters should be urged not to vote Lib Dem if they want to avoid
swingeing increases in the cost of disposing of Sutton’s rubbish?
Written reply by Councillor Jill Whitehead
For the avoidance of doubt, we will not be paying more for our waste disposal once
the ERF is operational. The residual waste treatment contract that will mean that
Sutton’s waste is sent to the Beddington Energy Recovery Facility will save Sutton
£49 million over a 25 year period. It will save the SLWP £200m over 25 years. This
is money that can be used to protect other vital front line services.
Incineration tax was not considered within these calculations because at the time
of the procurement exercise and at this current time there is no requirement within
European or UK legislation that states there will be a tax on the treatment of waste
at energy recovery facilities.
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LONDON BOROUGH OF SUTTON
COUNCIL MEETING: 18 JANUARY 2016
QUESTIONS: STANDING ORDER 8.1
QUESTIONS DURING DEBATES
Item 6a – Motion
1.
Question asked by Councillor Neil Garratt to Councillor Ruth
Dombey, Leader of the Council
Does the motion’s call for “true devolution of powers and responsibilities”
include the removal of the 2% referendum cap on Council Tax rises?
Reply by Councillor Ruth Dombey, Leader of the Council
Thank you Mr Mayor. Councillor Garratt, coincidentally David Hodge, the
Conservative leader of Surrey County Council was recently asked exactly the
same question and he replied, I'm going to quote him: “What I’d like to see is
central government letting local government and councils manage their own
budgets and manage their affairs as I believe we are best placed to manage
those affairs.” And he’s right. There may be some parts of the country where
residents would prefer to pay a higher increase in council tax in order to
maintain vital council services, the point is, that’s up to them.
Supplementary question asked by Councillor Neil Garratt
Sorry, I'm not sure that really answers the question. The question is, the
wording in the motion, does that refer to Councillor Dombey asking for that
freedom here or does she think that it’s not necessary. I mean I appreciate
that circumstances may be different in Councillor Hodges patch.
Reply by Councillor Dombey
What I'm saying is that local councils should be free to make that decision for
themselves. As things stand at the moment we can’t.

2. Question asked by Councillor Neil Garratt to Councillor Ruth Dombey,
Leader of the Council
What is the difference between the “Draconian” funding cuts which this motion
condemns, and the council's funding cuts from 2010-2015 which the Liberal
Democrats supported as a difficult but important step to restore public
finances to a sound footing?
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Reply by Councillor Ruth Dombey, Leader of the Council
Thank you Mr Mayor. The difference, Councillor Garratt, is that having already
found millions of pounds worth of savings, it makes it very difficult to find more
without starting to cut important council services. The difference is that now
we have in year funding cuts like the cut to Public Health, which makes it very
difficult to budget properly. And the difference is what’s happening, what’s
happened since 2010. Hospitals increasingly unable to cope with growing
need, particularly the elderly, putting growing pressure on adult social
services. Plus the financial implications of the Care Act, plus the financial
implications of the new Deprivation of Liberties legislation, not to mention the
rise in the numbers of children needing care. Where have you been since
2010, Councillor?
Supplementary question asked by Councillor Neil Garratt
So is Councillor Dombey saying that the level of funding across government
departments for the 2014 period, the budget agreed by the coalition
government, that’s the level of funding that she would like to see continue
onwards? In other words up to that point things were basically fine and it’s
only subsequently that there’s a problem?
Reply by Councillor Dombey
That’s not what I've said at all and you know perfectly well that’s not what I've
said at all. What I'm saying is that the world is changing year on year, no
government is making eight, 10, 15, 20 year predictions, we’re lucky if we get
a year on year prediction. The world is changing, demographics are changing,
the cuts are far more serious than they ever were before and as a result
councils all across the country are lobbying central government because it
isn’t fair.
Supplementary question asked by Councillor Manuel Abellan
Thank you Mr Mayor. Wouldn’t the leader agree with me that the reality, and
to put it simply, is that the Conservatives use the austerity as an end to itself
and they see these deep cuts not as an economic necessity but as an
ideological obsession to reduce the size of the state?
Reply by Councillor Dombey
Yes I would agree with you. I really do worry about the impact that these cuts
are having on some of the most vulnerable people in our society. If you look at
the proposed welfare changes, if you look at what they’re proposing to do with
universal credit it is quite shocking what will be happening to some of the
people in this country who are struggling and I think it’s a disgrace.
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Item 7 – School Places Update
1.
Question asked by Councillor David Hicks to Councillor Wendy
Mathys, Chair of Children, Family and Education Committee
Section 7.10 of the Report to Children Families and Education Committee
(19th December) requested the following:
"The Committee are asked to agree for officers to work up proposals for a
secondary school on the hospital site in advance of wave 11 free school
applications being determined in order to keep a 2018 opening for the first
school a possibility. The anticipation is that we would work closely with the
EFA in this endeavour including on the procurement strategy for the project.
In order to achieve this, the Committee is asked to approve an initial sum of
£950k to get the project to planning (inclusive of all surveys, professional fees
etc.). The Council would expect planning costs to be met by the Education
Funding Agency should a Free School be approved however no formal
agreements on this can be reached at this stage."
Subsequently, on 13th January 2016 an email was sent by the Council to
headteachers and chairs of governors giving an Update on the Secondary
School - Sutton Hospital Site containing the following:

"Because of the way that the EFA frameworks work, we cannot 'hand over'
the project post planning so the Borough will also appoint the contractor to
build the school as well. This would require approval of a business case from
the EFA and the provider."

Considering the financial and operational risks involved will you please
answer the following question:
Does this mean the Council will be responsible for managing and delivering
the project within a cost package and time scale agreed with the EFA and it
may be possible that financial penalties may be incurred if the Council does
not deliver the school on time and within costs?
Reply by Councillor Wendy Mathys
Thank you Mr Mayor. In principle, this proposal does mean that the Council
would be responsible for delivering the project and there are a number of
advantages to this as set out in the email you refer to, Councillor Hicks. There
are also risks but the Council does not believe that there would be any
specific financial penalties to the Council that the Government could levy
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should it not deliver the school on time. A further update on these issues will
be provided at the next CFE meeting in February.
Supplementary question asked by Councillor David Hicks
Mr Mayor, thank you. No, Councillor Mathys has answered the question.
When were you intending to tell us of this situation? It’s all well informing the
head teachers and governors but shouldn’t councillors be informed? Thank
you.
Reply by Councillor Mathys
We did cover quite a lot of the issues at the last Children, Family & Education
(CFE) meeting. Ongoing discussions have been taking place throughout
December and this month with our officers and it would come, as I say, it will
come to the next CFE, there hasn’t been a meeting since the email, as you
know. Thank you.
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Minute Item 34a

London Borough of Sutton
Council: 18 January 2016
Questions under Standing Order 8.7
From Members of the Public

1.
Question asked by Peter Geiringer, local resident, to Councillor Wendy
Mathys, Chair of the Children, Family and Education Committee
You have made a political decision that the council purchase part of the Sutton
hospital site without first fully consulting the local residents living within the vicinity
of the site. How are you going to prevent the public feeling they have been
‘stitched up’ when you grant yourselves planning permission for the school?
Reply by Councillor Wendy Mathys, Chair of the Children, Family and
Education Committee
Thank you Mr Mayor, good evening Mr Geiringer. Given that there are no other
brownfield sites capable of supporting a secondary school in the Borough, the
political administration has stated its preferred site is the Belmont hospital site.
This does not and will not preclude the opportunity for local residents to make their
views known. Indeed the possibility of the site being used for a secondary school
has been known for some time and debated at Local Committee.
From February and subject to Committee approval, the Local Authority intends to
consult on the issues and options as the first stage of the review of the Borough’s
Local Plan. The Issues and Options consultation sets out preferred options for
different site allocations and proposes the designation of a new school on the
hospital site alongside other uses that are being developed as part of the wider
framework of the London Cancer Hub.
In addition to this, and as the Local Authority starts to prepare a planning
application for the school itself, there will be opportunities for residents to review
the plans as they progress and make comment on them both in the pre-planning
phase of this project and in the planning application itself. We will communicate
more on this programme of consultation in due course.
It is entirely normal and understood in law for a Council to promote a project
requiring planning consent and to act as a Local Planning Authority (LPA). There is
equally strong requirements for the LPA not to fetter its discretion and to be able to
demonstrate that any decisions it takes are purely on planning grounds.
Supplementary Question asked by Peter Geiringer
Thank you very much, nice to be back here again even for a short time. I don't
suppose you’ve missed me but there we go. So when are you going to fully consult
the public living around Sutton Hospital with your plans, and will you in this case
get another independent local authority to consider granting planning permission or
not? As only their decision could be deemed to be fair, rather than Sutton being
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judge, jury and executioner on this planning application which could be for a
massive building on this small site out of keeping with the surrounding bungalows
and two storey houses.
Reply by Councillor Mathys
Thank you Mr Geiringer. Well, I've already explained exactly when we will be
consulting. As regards being judge, jury and executioner I'm just surprised you
make those comments as a former member of the planning panel yourself. And
you know that the committee will apply extremely stringent demands on every
aspect of planning before making their final decision.
Supplementary Question asked by Councillor Mary Burstow
Does the chair of children services share my disappointment that a former Belmont
councillor does not want to champion a secondary school for Belmont children, in
Belmont?
Reply by Councillor Mathys
Thank you Councillor Burstow. Well yes of course, it’s very disappointing. It’s an
exciting time to have a new school in that area where places are much needed.
Thank you.

2. Question asked by Peter Geiringer, local resident, to Councillor Wendy
Mathys, Chair of the Children, Family and Education Committee/ Councillor
Whitehead
Having two secondary schools within a few hundred yards of each other along the
Brighton Road will cause massive traffic jams at school opening and closing times
in and around the Chiltern Road junction, as well as causing local buses along the
Brighton Road to be virtually inaccessible at these times by the ordinary members
of the public as they will be filled up with school children. Are you therefore going
to commission a fully independent survey of the local traffic consequences of
building a school on the hospital site prior to giving yourselves planning
permission?
Reply by Councillor Wendy Mathys
This is a key issue of course as part of the planning application. A transport
assessment will be commissioned and submitted as part of the planning
application. The assessment will identify what measures might be necessary to
mitigate traffic and transport implications of this proposal.
Supplementary Question asked by Peter Geiringer
Were this school to get the go ahead, what assurances can you give that the
current Victorian road layout surrounding the site will be able to accommodate a
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new school for 1,400 pupils, an expanded institute of Cancer Research, an
expanded Royal Marsden hospital, a possible brand new hospital to replace St
Helier and Epsom hospital, a possible new health centre and some new residential
accommodation? Who will you be commissioning to look into this, how much will it
cost and who will be paying for this new road infrastructure?
Reply by Councillor Wendy Mathys
Thank you Mr Mayor. We’ll I've already said we’ll be having a transport
assessment. I understand we’ve already been in touch with TfL to have some
preliminary discussions. I can’t tell you who will be asked to do it at this stage, it
doesn’t fall within my remit. But I don't know whether that’s been decided as yet,
but I'm sure we can let you know once it’s been decided and what the cost will be.
Thank you.
Supplementary Question asked by Councillor David Hicks
I just really wanted to follow up on this point of a transport assessment. If you take
Councillor Burstow’s view, it’s local children that will be going there so there
shouldn’t be any transport issues. The problem is, the demand is not around the
school, the demand is elsewhere in the borough. It will have a major impact upon
the transport infrastructure, the whole borough. The school will be completed within
two or three years. The Cancer Centre, has a hub project will be completed within
20 years. There’s a major gap where there’s going to be a problem. What issues
are going to be resolved quickly?
Reply by Councillor Wendy Mathys
Mr Mayor, I've already explained that we have this master plan which we’re all
consulting on over the next few months and it will be looking at all these issues.
I've already explained also that the relevant committee is working with TfL and I'm
not in a position to give you any more information but I can assure you it is high on
our priority list.

3. Question asked by Bill Main-Ian, 29 The Warren, Carshalton Beeches, SM5
4EQ to Councillor Jayne McCoy, Chair of the Housing, Economy and
Business Committee
In GLA Planning report D&P/2600/01 it states, "The Council has also recently
confirmed its commitment towards delivering a district energy network in the area,
and in this respect, it has secured a loan to enable the construction of the heat
network, initially from the landfill gas engines on the site, to delivery heat to an
approved scheme at the Felnex Site in Hackbridge."
Fichtner Consulting Engineers wrote a report in respect of possibilities should
Planning Permission be granted for the Incinerator, which obviously has now
occurred. In that report 7 phases of development were mentioned for commercial
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supply of heat.
In the 2 years 8 months since planning permission has been granted what
progress has been made to implement these phases including supply to
Carshalton College, Westcroft Leisure Centre, St Helier Hospital and other
customers e.g. new housing developments in the planning phase and if nothing
has happened, what is the timetable to implement the different phases?
Reply by Councillor Jayne McCoy, Chair of the Housing, Economy and
Business Committee
Thank you, thank you Mr Main-Ian. I welcome your shared sense of urgency to
bring forward this ground breaking project that’s going to establish Sutton as a
leader in providing green energy for south London so I'm pleased you’ve got that
same sense of urgency that we have. During the period from the granting of
permission for the Energy Recovery facility, the council’s undertaken procurement
of a design and build, and operation and maintenance contract for the network.
That procurement exercise is expected to be completed in summer this year and
all going well the decentralised energy network will be operational in 2017.
Regarding the expansion of the scheme beyond Felnex, which has always been
the seed base from which to grow the network, the council has undertaken heat
mapping of the north east of the borough which includes Westcroft and Carshalton
College that you mention, and we’ve undertaken some route proving, exploring the
viability of expanding the network to St Helier hospital. And because there’s a lot of
potential there, we’re engaged in discussions with Epsom and St Helier NHS trust
to progress this.
We’ve also been having discussions with both existing and potential house
builders about connecting to the network both within and outside of the borough
and we have been engaged in marketing the decentralised energy network in
Sutton to developers both as a means of attracting development and of seeking
opportunities to expand it and the feedback so far has been extremely positive.
Supplementary Question asked by Bill Main-Ian
Thank you councillor. I take it from that answer that there has been no customers
actually signed up as yet. I think after the life centre debacle about the financials
over that project I think local residents would like to know what the hook up costs in
phase two and three are likely to be, whether they’re going to be the same as the
Felnex costs or more or less. Could you answer that please?
Reply by Councillor McCoy
Thank you. We have in principle agreement with the developers about the prices,
although the principles have joined up, I think there’s still some negotiation to go
on but in our policy we intend to have the same police across all the network.
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Supplementary Question asked by Councillor Steve Cook
If Councillor McCoy could just explain to us the benefits that will be there for the
residents there please?
Reply by Councillor McCoy
Thank you Councillor Cook. I do appreciate that if you have not been so closely
involved with the project then perhaps the benefits aren’t clear. It’s a really
sustainable project that will raise Sutton’s profile as a green borough for a number
of reasons. One of which, it’s going to reduce our reliance on fossil fuels because
it’s using almost zero carbon heat energy, it’s using energy that would otherwise
be wasted. Heat the plant would release into the atmosphere so it’s heat energy
that’s not being used so we’ll be capturing it to provide an energy source for
residents. And also by reducing reliance on fossil fuels it provides fuel security for
residents because we’re not reliant on other countries delivering our heat and
energy. Some of the other benefits is that by the council providing the energy it
means that we’re going to have an ethical pricing policy rather than purely a profit
driven one as it would be if it was a commercial organisation, and of course any
profits generated from the Sutton Decentralised Energy Network are going to be
reinvested in Council services, which will help counter some of the budget
pressures that we face that have been imposed by this Conservative government.
And of course the benefits for developers are that it encourages them and enables
them to be more sustainable.

4. Question asked by Emily Brothers, local resident, to Councillor Jayne
McCoy, Chair of the Housing, Economy and Business Committee
With earmarking of the Sutton Hospital site for a secondary school, will Sutton
Council now agree to put Rosehill Park beyond use for a further secondary school
and advise of action being taken to identify a location in the East of the borough?
Reply by Councillor Jayne McCoy, Chair of the Housing, Economy and
Business Committee
Thank you Ms Brothers for your question. As Councillor Mathys has indicated, the
Council’s going to put out its local plan, issues and options document for
consultation following agreement at the Housing, Economy and Business meeting
on 26th January and part of that consultation will be education provision. In the
issues and options document it explains that with a high growth scenario the
council could potentially need up to 3 secondary school sites throughout the life of
the plan to 2031 to ensure that Sutton’s children are catered for in terms of
secondary school places in the future. That’s obviously predicted on a high growth
scenario.
But through the process we are going to be seeking the views of residents on a
further nine potential sites for a second allocated secondary school and for a
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safeguarded third site. And the list of sites does include part of the Rosehill
Recreation Ground.
But the council is a firm believer in giving residents a choice and encouraging them
to participate in local decision-making. And so everyone knows the Local Plan
Issues and Preferred Options consultation will be opening on 18 February for six
weeks and we really do encourage all residents to be fully engaged in the debate,
on this and all the other issues raised in the local plan consultation document.
Supplementary Question asked by Emily Brothers
My supplementary is does the council have any plans to redevelop or contract out
the football pitch which was the site at Rosehill to be considered for a secondary
school, and bearing in mind that the council undertook feasibilities for both Sutton
Hospital and Rosehill, are any feasibility studies been identified for any of the other
sites on the list that you referred to, Councillor?
Reply by Councillor McCoy
Thank you, sorry, just checking with my colleague. No, the two sites that were
originally looked at were based on the original local plan we’ve got, and feasibility
studies as you say were undertaken on those, but as part of the refresh of the local
plan we have widened out the search for sites and tried to approach, bearing in
mind the shortage of sites, we’ve tried to approach it a bit more broadly. But no,
the local plan doesn’t look at the feasibility of those sites yet because as I say
we’re still going out to consultation with residents so we’re not at that stage yet and
it takes a while for the local plan to go through all the procedures necessary.

Supplementary Question asked by Councillor Graham Whitham
Thank you Mr Mayor, just for clarification we’re still on the first question from Ms
Brothers. It’s to ask the lead member that whilst I accept the immediacy of the
need for additional secondary schools and as she’s quite rightly identified we might
be looking up to three of them. Could I also ask her to tell us tonight what provision
is being made in terms of primary school allocation because working on the task
and finish group, that is also a problem we are facing and it will probably put into a
better context the real need we have for a number of school sites, not just one or
two. Thank you Mr Mayor.
Reply by Councillor McCoy
Thank you Councillor Whitham for highlighting the pressures we face. The
projected need that’s gone into the work for the local plan on primary school places
is that there again is an expected need for three further primary schools, one of
which has already been identified for the Hackbridge site. We need to find two
more. And the particular pressure with primary schools is that they are location
sensitive, they have to be in the area where there is need because of the
catchment areas, whereas the secondary school it’s less pressure. But what we’ve
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found is that again there is a shortage of suitable sites for both secondary and
primary school and some of the nine sites that are put out to consultation for
consideration are secondary school sites are also to consultation for potential for
primary school sites so of the nine sites we’ve got there is double demand on
them, and the problem is that there aren’t sufficient brownfield sites out there or in
the right locations. So it is difficult and there are other pressures on those sites, but
I urge you all to have a look at the consultation document and hopefully we’ve set
out quite clearly what the issues are and potential ways of sorting them.

5. Question asked by Emily Brothers, local resident, to Councillor Colin
Stears, Chair of the Adult Social Services and Health Committee
With the current consultation on the Care Act (2014), in what ways is Sutton
Council minded to go by exceeding national criteria and how will this be funded?
Reply by Councillor Colin Stears, Chair of the Adult Social Services and
Health Committee
Thank you Mr Mayor, thank you Ms Brothers for your question. The only flexibility
offered within the Care Act is for Councils to be more generous and apply a less
onerous level of need threshold. Sutton could therefore adopt an eligibility
assessment of people approaching the Council for help with their social care needs
that only required one of the outcomes within the regulations to be unmet,
therefore qualifying them for statutory services.
We are awaiting the outcome from the consultation before we can decide what the
Council approach will be.
Like any other council, Sutton could take into account the 2% precept allowable on
council tax and will of course be very mindful of the outcome of the current
consultation.
Supplementary Question asked by Emily Brothers
Thank you for the answer but it didn’t really deal with the question and that is what
ideas does the local council have in terms of going beyond that criteria, particularly
in relation to direct payments and from the answer can I just confirm that the
consultation that is currently out to the public does also seek to consult about the
social care precept which the Chancellor of the Exchequer announced in the last
autumn statement. Is that correct?
Reply by Councillor Stears
We would all encourage people to take up direct payments for their social services.
In terms of the 2% precept that doesn’t come under the consultation as you quite
rightly point out, the consultation was planned before this came from the
chancellor.
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1.
Question asked by Councillor Mary Burstow to Councillor Tony
Shields, Chair of the Sutton South, Cheam and Belmont Local Committee
How much money has been invested in the Shanklin Estate, using Public Realm
and Community Grants by Sutton South, Belmont and Cheam Area Committee,
between May 2010 and December 2015? Please can I have a break down by
year?
Reply by Councillor Tony Shields
Thank you for your question Councillor Burstow. We are very lucky to have an
active resident association headed up by Mrs Angela Purdue and she is well aware
of the route for funding via the local committee. However, should she be here
tonight she would take you to task on the description of Shanklin Estate. It is
Shanklin Village and it is a matter you’ve heard their chairman rectify mistakes on
its description very, very promptly and very well.
I can tell you that the question you’ve asked has from year 15-16 (December 2015)
the spend from the local Public Realm Capital is nothing, nothing was requested.
There is however a £1,000 neighbourhood grant been agreed amongst all
councillors of the local committee for new laptop computers for the residents
association. 2014-15 is similarly nothing requested, neighbourhood grants started
then so there isn’t a thing for that. 2013-14, nothing, 2012-13 is Public Realm
Capital of £2,000. 2011-2012 is £25,846 and 2010-11 is £56,402. This gives an
average over the years if you wish of £14,413 for the Shanklin Village each year
over the last five years. I hope that answers your question.
Supplementary Question asked by Councillor Mary Burstow
Thank you Councillor Shields for your answer, it was most helpful. I've got in front
of me the locality needs profile 2014 for Sutton South, Cheam and Belmont Local
Committee. On there, it clearly shows Shanklin Village as being an area of
deprivation. So I would like to ask the Chair, what steps will the Chair and ward
councillors take to inform the residents of the Public Realm Community grants,
which are available, and how would he like to spend the money? So how are you
going to inform the residents about this? Not just residents association, but other
residents?
Reply by Councillor Shields
Well it is fair to clarify Councillor Burstow, it’s not up to me or anybody, that’s why a
committee exists, so in fairness that is something of a misnomer. But I'm glad you
mentioned it is an area, Shanklin Village, is an area of deprivation and I'm mortified
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to actually have to say this, that Shanklin Village, when I look at your road, your
road comfort, individual housing, bins collected etc. produces £88,000 in council
tax, it’s not an area of deprivation. Yet, Shanklin Village, I can tell you exactly,
£513,000 a year, so the fair question is levelled back at you. You are taking, as an
administration, half a million pounds out of a deprived area and put back nothing,
yet you know the local committee has very limited funds and if you bothered to
attend the last local committee you would have seen that three laptops were
provided via Kingston’s IT, cleaned, loaded with new Microsoft Windows etc,
antivirus, at no cost to the residents and I'm pleased to say we have agreement
amongst the councillors to provide another three to help people access the IT
world who otherwise could not afford to do so. Be very careful about when you talk
about social deprivation when you are dragging the financial guts out of these
people.

2. Question asked by Councillor Jane Pascoe to Councillor Wendy Mathys,
Chair of the Children, Family and Education Committee
This administration spent £122k on a feasibility study to advise on the best site for
the next secondary school, needed by 2018. They then ignored the findings and
spent £8.8 million buying the wrong part of the hospital site.
Now the tax payers are being asked to take the almost unprecedented step of
spending at least 950k more to predetermine planning permission for a Free
School design, (which by its very nature is free of Local Authority control, to
develop its own curriculum, building design, partnerships and admissions criteria
etc.) which may never be built as there is no agreement with the Educational
Funding Agency to develop the Hospital site.
What guarantees have this Political administration got that the EFA will refund all
or indeed any of this money?
Reply by Councillor Wendy Mathys
Thank you Councillor Pascoe for your question. Officers have met with the
Education Funding Authority (EFA) to discuss the idea of the Council preparing a
planning application prior to a Free School being approved. In that meeting
representatives of the EFA stated that in principle, should a Free School be
approved in Sutton, and should the EFA and the successful free school provider
agree with the plans developed by the Council, there is nothing that precludes this
as a way forward. Indeed there are many examples of Local Authorities delivering
Free School projects on behalf of the EFA in the past. One of the first free schools
in West Sussex (Discovery New School) was delivered on behalf of the EFA and
the Government’s ambitious target to open 500 new free schools by 2020 means
that the EFA is now very interested in Local Authorities starting to share this
burden.
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Working up plans for a school in advance of a provider is also not unprecedented.
For example, Chobham Academy in Stratford was built before a provider to run the
school was agreed.
Where Local Authorities have delivered Free School projects in the past, the EFA
have provided a funding envelope passed to the Local Authority. This would
include the costs of preparing a planning application. We would expect a similar
arrangement should a Free School be approved in the next wave of applications,
however it is not possible for the EFA to provide guarantees on funding
arrangements until a Free School is approved and in the ‘pre-opening’ phase. It
should be noted that this money will not be wasted because even if a Free School
is not approved we would still have to undertake works to prepare a planning
application in any case as the responsible body for providing school places.
Supplementary Question asked by Councillor Jane Pascoe
Thank you Mr Mayor. The truth is we don't actually know whether this site will ever
be approved for a free school. You talk about possibilities, but there are no actual
guarantees that the education funding agency will provide the money as there may
be cheaper, more appropriate sites available elsewhere in the borough. And
there’s no guarantee that any of this money will ever get returned. This political
administration has got themselves into a huge hole by directly causing a year’s
delay to the opening of a new school and I’d like to commend the officers who are
valiantly coming up with ever more complex solutions to try to deliver what our
children need: school places. But these strategies are not really necessary and
invade the very simple fact that it’s not the council’s business to build a free school,
which by their very nature are free of the local authority and free to the local
authority. Why does this political administration want to spend our money on a
school which this conservative government will give them for free?
Reply by Councillor Mathys
Well that was more of a speech than a question. I just find it very disappointing,
Councillor Pascoe that you’re so negative about this. We have five interested
providers who are trying to build on this site. It’s highly likely they will be approved.
If they aren’t, we have to provide the school places and we will go to an academy
competition which is the alternative route for this. I really don't think there’s any
more to be said. I think it’s very disappointing that you’re just taking this view.
Supplementary Question asked by Councillor Arthur Hookway
Thank you Mr Mayor. As the need to find additional school places has been raised
here, I’d like to ask the lead member what has been done to date to cater for this
increase, and what is our record on meeting parental preferences in Sutton?
Reply by Councillor Mathys
Thank you Councillor Hookway. Well I'm very pleased to say this is a good news
story, unlike many councils across the UK according to recent media reports over
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the weekend, we did plan well ahead to cater for our increased demand in pupil
places. We’ve expanded many schools, increasing our primary places by 4300
since 2008 and later this year we will have expanded ten secondary schools with
an increase of 2600 places since 2008. Furthermore we have managed to continue
to meet a high percentage of parental choice year on year. In September 2015 in
primary schools 84% of parents received their first choice of school, over 94% a
top three offer and a 97% a top six preference, all well above London averages. In
secondary schools, 75% received first choice offer, 93% a top three offer, and
again 97% a top six offer. Again, higher than the London average. This is down to
excellent planning by our education officers and I would like to thank them for all
they are doing for Sutton’s pupils in these very challenging times. Thank you.

3. Question asked by Councillor Tony Shields to Councillor Jayne McCoy,
Chair of the Housing, Economy and Business Committee
When will the high street building site once destined to be T K Maxx be completed
and will the member include a statement of which major chain will be occupying
the site alongside the major success of getting a bigger "Pound shop" for the high
street?
Reply by Councillor Jayne McCoy
Thank you Mr Mayor. Councillor Shields, once again you’re demonstrating your
innate inclination to turn a positive development into yet another opportunity to run
down Sutton, you never let us down.
The site in question is the remodelling of the Times Square shopping centre. Now
this is a major change the shopping centre’s undertaking to improve its impact and
standing on the high street and to make its floor space more attractive to a broader
range of retailers. According to the developers, the developers are Wrenbridge,
and the likely completion date will be mid April this year.
The developer has confirmed that they have assigned agreements with TK Maxx
and Poundworld and are very close to completing a lease with a gym operator.
And they are currently seeking to let the final large ground floor unit.
Now this work is complemented by the takeover of the St Nicholas Centre by a
new ownership, AEW Europe, and we expect them to overhaul and to upgrade that
shopping centre too. So those two things combined are going to be a significant
change that’s going to make a major boost for Sutton Town Centre. And it’s all
come about due to the positive marketing of Sutton through its Opportunity Sutton
work and through its town centre master planning work. Thank you.
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Supplementary Question asked by Councillor Tony Shields
I think what Councillor McCoy said is she’s confirming that TK Maxx are going into
the store, thank you very much for that. And that quashes a vicious rumour that the
99p Store was going to go into that premises and start a vicious price cutting war in
Sutton High Street.
Supplementary Question asked by Councillor Graham Whitham
Thank you Mr Mayor. Bearing in mind that TK Maxx in fact is an outlet for past
season branded goods, and therefore is a much higher profile and a much higher
range type of an outlet, does the lead member agree with me that if there is a need
for that sort of store, this could be attributed to government policies that in part
have lead to an increase in food banks in this borough with many residents, and I
know it’s a laughing matter for some people, and many residents being held in
rented accommodation with quite punitive rent to pay. And would she agree with
me, that some of these outlets which seem to be denigrated at times in fact have
become an economic necessity of life for many of our residents? Thank you Mr
Mayor.
Reply by Councillor McCoy
Thank you Councillor Whitham, and I wasn’t sure from Councillor Shields’s
response whether he was clear that both TK Maxx and a Poundworld are going in
there. I think TK Maxx is already there and thanks to the work that’s been
undertaken they wanted to stay within Sutton which is positive. I think the
Poundworld is a new store but I think the point quite rightly made for both of those
shops that discount stores and pound shops are on the rise. And interestingly they
are visited by a broad demographic of people. It’s quite interesting, there’s a lot of
snobbery around, I don't think we can afford to be snobbish because, quite rightly
as Councillor Whitham said, why are they suddenly in demand, because people
don't have the spending power when I heard recently that in some places two
thirds of peoples income is being spent on just keeping a roof over their heads. It’s
not acceptable. Thank you.
4. Question asked by Councillor Patrick McManus to Councillor Jill
Whitehead, Chair of the Environment and Neighbourhood Committee
Given that this Borough has decided to build a large scale incinerator in a densely
populated area and very close to several schools including a primary school, how
are local air quality measurements going to be implemented to include PM2.5
(heavy metal) particulate readings rather than just the standard PM10s as well as
readings for the infamous dioxins and furons, all of which have been linked to
health problems? This would determine how well the incinerator filtration plant is
doing its job long term.
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Reply by Councillor Jill Whitehead
This is about the air quality monitoring. Of Councillor McManus’s question, I think
the fact that the Council, the Environment Agency, the Mayor of London, Boris
Johnson, the Secretary of State at the time and the High Courts have all given their
permission for this facility in a location that is densely populated and close to
schools demonstrates how safe they believe this facility to be.
In the UK, the level of emissions monitoring for Energy Recovery Facilities is
higher than that for Power Stations.
Now, the operator itself is only required to monitor the emissions at source. But
Sutton will continue to monitor the ambient air quality within the borough including
within the vicinity of the ERF and that data is used to check compliance with the
National Air Quality Standards.
At most of the air quality monitoring stations PM10‘s and nitrogen dioxide are
monitored but the Brookmead Road station also measures PM2.5. and the 2.5
monitor has been operational since July 2014 so data has already been collected
for monitoring future trends. And that sits is close to the tramlink station and
downwind of the proposed facility. And the monitoring data and location of all
Sutton’s air quality monitoring stations are publicly available on the website
http://www.londonair.org.uk/
Supplementary Question asked by Councillor Patrick McManus
This morning I looked on the Beddington Lane air quality measuring station and
you’re still only measuring PM10’s and nitrogen dioxide. Now that is based on car
emissions only. So I totally reject Councillor McCoy’s response there and I want an
answer to the question, when are you actually going to actually measure
incinerator related emissions and not multicar emissions on Beddington Lane
please?
Reply by Councillor Whitehead
I don't think you can separate out the two. The ERF itself will have its own internal
monitoring but the air quality stations at Sutton off its own back has undertaken is
measuring those emissions that were specifically mentioned as part of the whole
planning application. So we can’t separate it out but actually the biggest contributor
to the poor air quality comes from vehicles. It’s a diesel output, and what we’ve
also found and a good example of this is that actually Worcester Park and
Wallington are the only areas that have breached the air quality targets in 2015,
whereas Beddington Lane was within acceptable levels, and obviously we’ll be
keeping on track of that. But also, there are measures in place that if the air quality
monitoring stations do see a breach of the quality in the area around the ERF then
there’s measures already in place to immediately deal with the problem. So I think
we’re doing as much as we can but you can’t separate out the two because it’s
about the cumulative effect of these things
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Supplementary Question asked by Councillor Nick Mattey
Just a quick point of correction, you don't have internal measurement of an
incinerator because there’s no point of having it inside the building, you need it
outside. In the Beddington Lane there will be 12 energy from waste plants and
already there is a very high incidence of asthma with children who live in the area.
And what I’d like to know is, is the council prepared to undertake a study to look at
the incident of asthma and how, why it would appear from anecdotal information it
appears to be much higher than anywhere else within the borough. Thank you.
Reply by Councillor Whitehead
Thank you. On the point of order when I talk about inside, as in not inside the ERF
but inside the site it says the operator is required to monitor the emissions at
source. I would also say that there will not be 12 ERF facilities in Beddington Lane,
that is not correct at the moment and it’s not going to be correct in the future. There
is lots of work being undertaken in Beddington as part of the Opportunity Sutton
area renewal programme which aims to improve the quality of the environment
there. It has not got worse air quality than anywhere else according to our
monitoring stations. As I said, Worcester Park and Wallington actually have worse
because of the traffic congestion. But we are looking at the area because we are
aware of the concerns of the residents in Beddington about the whole area
generally, and there’s lots and lots of work and investment being put into
Beddington to improve the quality of the environment there, one of which is the
recently awarded funds for highways improvement by TfL to the tune of about
£2million. And also the fact that the ERF is going in there has generated an awful
amount of money that is going to be invested for the benefit of the community, a lot
of it dictated by the community. Thank you.

5. Question asked by Councillor David Hicks to Councillor Wendy Mathys,
Chair of the Children, Family and Education Committee
Sutton Hospital is the political administration's preferred site for the first new
secondary school in Sutton. What is the administration's preferred site for the
second school and the probable third school?
Reply by Councillor Wendy Mathys
Thank you Councillor Hicks. Based on current projections on demand for school
places it looks likely that a second secondary school site will be required in the
future and in a very high growth scenario, possibly even a third – though this is
considered less likely and were it necessary it would be required towards the end
of the Local Plan period to 2031. And as Councillor McCoy has already indicated
we will be looking at school sites very long term in the local plan.
The Local Authority will shortly be issuing an issues and options consultation, as
I've already explained, on the options for future school sites as part of the refresh
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of the Borough’s Local Plan. Until we have embarked upon this consultation and
reached ‘a preferred option’ which we plan to do within the next few months, we
are not in a position to state what the preferred sites for further school provision will
be in the Borough will be in the future. Thank you.
Supplementary Question asked by Councillor David Hicks
I’d just like to thank Councillor Mathys for her reply. So within three months we
should know where the second school is likely to be. Is that correct?
Reply by Councillor Mathys
Councillor Hicks, I didn’t say the three months. I think the time we’re likely to know
is summer, at the end of the first few months of the consultation when all the local
committees have had a chance to look at it. I think it’s probably sometime midsummer, July-August time. Thank you.
Supplementary Question asked by Councillor Neil Garratt
Thank you. In November 2014 Councillor Mathys announced that there were two
preferred sites, the Belmont Hospital site and the Rosehill Park site. Are those two
still preferred sites because it sounds as if that’s no longer the case.
Reply by Councillor Mathys
Thank you Councillor Garratt. I think Councillor McCoy’s already made it clear that
the Rosehill site will be on the list of different sites to consider and obviously that
we will be getting local input into that. But we may have to look more creatively at
the type of building we use for schools in the future. Many areas now are using or
converting office buildings and using other types of building and we want resident
input into what is the best way to go ahead. As you know we don't want to build on
Metropolitan open land at this stage if we can avoid it.

6. Question asked by Councillor Richard Clifton to Councillor Jill Whitehead,
Chair of the Environment and Neighbourhood Committee
What is the policy of the Council towards the naming of currently un-named roads
in the borough after distinguished local residents, an appropriate time after their
death, where local residents support this and the resident had during their lifetime
a particular connection with the locality?
Reply by Councillor Jill Whitehead
Yes, this council does have a policy of not naming roads and streets after living
people but we will name them after appropriate persons who have passed on who
are very important to the local area. In fact I would mention somebody in my own
ward. We recently named a cul-de-sac in Rotherfield Road in Carshalton as Lakin
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Close. Our excellent archive section found that Charles Lakin was the occupier of
the land in the 1848 Tithe map when the land was a garden and plantation.
The ward councillors made other suggestions. We suggested naming the cul-desac after Reverend Lee Edwards who was the vicar for 43 years until 2001 as the
site is situated next to All Saints School in Carshalton, but in fact we were advised
that because there already was an Edwards Close in Worcester Park we couldn’t
actually name this close Edwards Close as well. And that’s because the local fire
brigade don't like having duplicate names which is understandable. We therefore
decided on Lakin Close and in fact we do have other roads nearby that are named
after other local vicars such as Cater Close, Cater Road which is named after two
Caters, a Charles Cater and his nephew William and William Cater is known for his
purchase of Stonecourt and Grove House.
But certainly we are able to name roads after very special local people.
Supplementary Question asked by Councillor Richard Clifton
I’d like to thank the lead member for her clarification of policy and the fascinating
example that she’s just given us. I think perhaps residents will want to reflect on
other deserving cases. Can I just ask one supplementary that enables me to
mention a further particular case in my own ward that I think deserves wider
attention. Last month the council named a previously unnamed road in my ward, a
turning off Brighton Road, Berridge Close after Harold Berridge, an inventor and
engineer who lived in a house on the site up to 1949. A man who had an
extraordinary life working on the tunnels under the Hudson River in 1900,
managing the port of Aden until 1924, before while living in Sutton and working for
the London County Council. I will get to my point. This man was a remarkable man,
and my question is, would the member, and indeed all councillors join me in
celebrating about the life of a distinguished Sutton man Harold Berridge who’s
dates were 1872-1949 is now remembered in the name of a road in Sutton South
ward.
At this point the time for member question time concluded. The following
written responses were circulated to members following the meeting.
7. Question asked by Councillor Tim Crowley to Councillor Simon Wales,
Lead for Finance and Voluntary Sector
How many compromise agreements have the council entered into with either
employees or contractors/consultants over the last 24 months and what has been
the total value if those agreements?
To avoid doubt these should include those agreements entered into by shared
services run by other authorities on our behalf as well which appertain to services
or employment in the borough.
Written reply by Councillor Simon Wales
By law “compromise agreements” were re-named “settlement agreements” in July
2013. The Council has entered into 9 such settlement agreements in the 24
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month period in question. The value of settlement payments made under those
agreements totals just under £304k, which is inclusive of £195k of redundancy
payments paid by this means to prevent potential litigation. The Council only enters
in such agreements having taken legal and HR advice that there is a clear
commercial business case to do so. None of the agreements involved consultants
or contractors.

8. Question asked by Councillor Nick Mattey to Councillor Jill Whitehead,
Chair of the Environment and Neighbourhood Committee
The Lib Dems have claimed that the Viridor Incinerator will bring less traffic and
pollution into Beddington and Hackbridge than landfill. They have also made it
clear in its Focus leaflets that Landfill would only continue until 2023. This means
that with incineration, continuing until 2043 an extra 6 million tonnes of waste will
come into Beddington and 1.2 million tonnes of ash will be trucked out. How can
the council tell residents that twenty extra years of incinerating rubbish will bring
less traffic and pollution than a landfill that has been taken out of commission
twenty years earlier?
Written reply by Councillor Jill Whitehead
The Transport Assessment confirms that there will be a reduction in traffic in
comparison to the existing situation when the ERF is operational and the landfill
closes.
Current activities at the site generate an average of 732 vehicle movements a day,
when operational the facility will generate 666 vehicle movements a day.
Therefore, it is reasonable to say that the ERF has no adverse impact on traffic
until 2023, when the landfill site would have closed.
The traffic impact post 2023 was considered as part of the planning application as
from this point landfill traffic would have ceased in the absence of the ERF
proposal. As a result, it was decided that that there should be some mitigation post
2023 in the form of community funding to address concerns related to traffic by
contributing to highways improvements or to some other environmental or
community project.
The council has recently heard it will receive funding from Transport for London to
improve Beddington Lane.

9. Question asked by Councillor Neil Garratt to Councillor Ruth Dombey,
Chair Strategy and Resources Committee
At the December Strategy and Resources Committee meeting the Leader
confirmed that there are no problems or issues with the secondary school build
programme and that it is on track. Is that true?
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Written reply by Councillor Ruth Dombey
At the December Strategy and Resources Committee I confirmed that we are
confident that we will continue to provide sufficient secondary school provision for
the children of this borough. All secondary schools in Phase 1 and Phase 2 are on
track to offer additional places as part of the phase 1 and phase 2 expansions. We
expect these expansions to be sufficient to provide places for the projected need in
2016 and 2017 with a new school being needed in 2018. We are making progress
on a planning application for the school and are confident that we will be able to
meet the need for secondary school places in September 2018.

10. Question asked by Councillor Patrick McManus to Councillor Simon
Wales, Lead for Finance and Voluntary Sector
When is the dangerous courtesy crossing outside Sutton Station going to be
replaced with a proper traditional crossing?
Written reply by Councillor Simon Wales
The Sutton Station Gateway improvement works were subject to safety audits, at
both the design stage and post works implementation stage. These audits made
recommendations to ensure that the uncontrolled crossing is safe for pedestrians
and the recommendations were implemented by the Council. Sutton Council, as
the Highways Authority, are satisfied that the courtesy crossing is both safe and
appropriate for this location. The uncontrolled crossing will be reviewed again
during further safety audits, which will take place 12 and 36 months after the
project implementation.
It is important to note that the Sutton Station Gateway works did not result in a net
loss of controlled crossings in the Station area. The controlled crossing, previously
outside the station's main entrance, was re-located to the South. This was to align
with pedestrian 'desire lines' (where people want to cross the road), following the
relocation of the northbound bus stop and opening of the Station side entrance. In
addition to the above, there are further controlled crossings to the north of the
uncontrolled crossing which provides users with an alternative crossing point.

11. Question asked by Councillor David Hicks to Councillor Wendy Mathys,
Chair of the Children, Family and Education Committee
Considering the limited capacity of the Sutton Hospital site, when will the second
school have to be completed and available to cater for the forecast demand for
secondary school places?
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Written reply by Councillor Wendy Mathys
We expect further secondary school provision to be needed in 2019 or 2020. There
are reasons to be cautious here because we are aware that new secondary
schools will be built in neighbouring Local Authorities in 2018 however the
locations of these schools are not yet known. This could affect some of the cross
border assumptions in our projections model.

12. Question asked by Councillor Nick Mattey to Councillor Ruth Dombey,
Leader of the Council
In November 2014 the Lib Dem group made voting for the Hackbridge courtesy
crossing a political issue and instructed its group to vote for courtesy crossings. In
future when it comes to road safety, will Lib Dems be allowed to vote according to
the wishes of residents and road safety experts or use their common sense?
Written reply by Councillor Ruth Dombey
On all matters of Council business I would expect councillors to listen carefully to
the wishes of their residents and of experts, to weigh up the arguments and to use
their common sense to vote on the basis of their conscience and best judgement.

13. Question asked by Councillor David Hicks to Councillor Wendy Mathys,
Chair of the Children, Family and Education Committee
If two schools of the size proposed by Greenshaw Learning Trust for the Rosehill
site were built, would a third school be required?
Written reply by Councillor Wendy Mathys
It is not possible to say with any certainty if a third site could be avoided in this
instance. The issue of a third school site is based upon an assessment of a
potential need should we face a very high growth scenario in the future (births
continue to rise, housing targets are all met, high pupil yield from additional
housing, high inward migration, continuing popularity of our secondary schools and
so on). In reality, to 2031 any number of these factors could change over time and
in a way that is not possible to predict. Should a third site be required it in this
scenario it is unlikely to be required for some time - probably towards the end of
the Local Plan period to 2031. However, the fact that it is possible means that it is
prudent for the Local Plan process to consider how this need could be met and to
safeguard a third site.
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14. Question asked by Councillor Nick Mattey to Councillor Jill Whitehead,
Chair, Environment and Neighbourhood Committee
The Lib Dems have claimed that allowing Viridor exclusive rights to burn the
councils rubbish will bring Sutton economic benefits. However, Viridor will be paid
300% to 400% more by Sutton Council for burning waste rather than burying it.
The Council says it will save money because there will be no landfill tax to pay.
However if the Lib Dems did get back into power nationally, they plan to introduce
an Incineration Tax, meaning any savings gained from incinerating will be negated.
Has the council considered this possibility? In addition, does it not seem
paradoxical that voters should be urged not to vote Lib Dem if they want to avoid
swingeing increases in the cost of disposing of Sutton’s rubbish?
Written reply by Councillor Jill Whitehead
For the avoidance of doubt, we will not be paying more for our waste disposal once
the ERF is operational. The residual waste treatment contract that will mean that
Sutton’s waste is sent to the Beddington Energy Recovery Facility will save Sutton
£49 million over a 25 year period. It will save the SLWP £200m over 25 years. This
is money that can be used to protect other vital front line services.
Incineration tax was not considered within these calculations because at the time
of the procurement exercise and at this current time there is no requirement within
European or UK legislation that states there will be a tax on the treatment of waste
at energy recovery facilities.
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LONDON BOROUGH OF SUTTON
COUNCIL MEETING: 18 JANUARY 2016
QUESTIONS: STANDING ORDER 8.1
QUESTIONS DURING DEBATES
Item 6a – Motion
1.
Question asked by Councillor Neil Garratt to Councillor Ruth
Dombey, Leader of the Council
Does the motion’s call for “true devolution of powers and responsibilities”
include the removal of the 2% referendum cap on Council Tax rises?
Reply by Councillor Ruth Dombey, Leader of the Council
Thank you Mr Mayor. Councillor Garratt, coincidentally David Hodge, the
Conservative leader of Surrey County Council was recently asked exactly the
same question and he replied, I'm going to quote him: “What I’d like to see is
central government letting local government and councils manage their own
budgets and manage their affairs as I believe we are best placed to manage
those affairs.” And he’s right. There may be some parts of the country where
residents would prefer to pay a higher increase in council tax in order to
maintain vital council services, the point is, that’s up to them.
Supplementary question asked by Councillor Neil Garratt
Sorry, I'm not sure that really answers the question. The question is, the
wording in the motion, does that refer to Councillor Dombey asking for that
freedom here or does she think that it’s not necessary. I mean I appreciate
that circumstances may be different in Councillor Hodges patch.
Reply by Councillor Dombey
What I'm saying is that local councils should be free to make that decision for
themselves. As things stand at the moment we can’t.

2. Question asked by Councillor Neil Garratt to Councillor Ruth Dombey,
Leader of the Council
What is the difference between the “Draconian” funding cuts which this motion
condemns, and the council's funding cuts from 2010-2015 which the Liberal
Democrats supported as a difficult but important step to restore public
finances to a sound footing?
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Reply by Councillor Ruth Dombey, Leader of the Council
Thank you Mr Mayor. The difference, Councillor Garratt, is that having already
found millions of pounds worth of savings, it makes it very difficult to find more
without starting to cut important council services. The difference is that now
we have in year funding cuts like the cut to Public Health, which makes it very
difficult to budget properly. And the difference is what’s happening, what’s
happened since 2010. Hospitals increasingly unable to cope with growing
need, particularly the elderly, putting growing pressure on adult social
services. Plus the financial implications of the Care Act, plus the financial
implications of the new Deprivation of Liberties legislation, not to mention the
rise in the numbers of children needing care. Where have you been since
2010, Councillor?
Supplementary question asked by Councillor Neil Garratt
So is Councillor Dombey saying that the level of funding across government
departments for the 2014 period, the budget agreed by the coalition
government, that’s the level of funding that she would like to see continue
onwards? In other words up to that point things were basically fine and it’s
only subsequently that there’s a problem?
Reply by Councillor Dombey
That’s not what I've said at all and you know perfectly well that’s not what I've
said at all. What I'm saying is that the world is changing year on year, no
government is making eight, 10, 15, 20 year predictions, we’re lucky if we get
a year on year prediction. The world is changing, demographics are changing,
the cuts are far more serious than they ever were before and as a result
councils all across the country are lobbying central government because it
isn’t fair.
Supplementary question asked by Councillor Manuel Abellan
Thank you Mr Mayor. Wouldn’t the leader agree with me that the reality, and
to put it simply, is that the Conservatives use the austerity as an end to itself
and they see these deep cuts not as an economic necessity but as an
ideological obsession to reduce the size of the state?
Reply by Councillor Dombey
Yes I would agree with you. I really do worry about the impact that these cuts
are having on some of the most vulnerable people in our society. If you look at
the proposed welfare changes, if you look at what they’re proposing to do with
universal credit it is quite shocking what will be happening to some of the
people in this country who are struggling and I think it’s a disgrace.
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Item 7 – School Places Update
1.
Question asked by Councillor David Hicks to Councillor Wendy
Mathys, Chair of Children, Family and Education Committee
Section 7.10 of the Report to Children Families and Education Committee
(19th December) requested the following:
"The Committee are asked to agree for officers to work up proposals for a
secondary school on the hospital site in advance of wave 11 free school
applications being determined in order to keep a 2018 opening for the first
school a possibility. The anticipation is that we would work closely with the
EFA in this endeavour including on the procurement strategy for the project.
In order to achieve this, the Committee is asked to approve an initial sum of
£950k to get the project to planning (inclusive of all surveys, professional fees
etc.). The Council would expect planning costs to be met by the Education
Funding Agency should a Free School be approved however no formal
agreements on this can be reached at this stage."
Subsequently, on 13th January 2016 an email was sent by the Council to
headteachers and chairs of governors giving an Update on the Secondary
School - Sutton Hospital Site containing the following:

"Because of the way that the EFA frameworks work, we cannot 'hand over'
the project post planning so the Borough will also appoint the contractor to
build the school as well. This would require approval of a business case from
the EFA and the provider."

Considering the financial and operational risks involved will you please
answer the following question:
Does this mean the Council will be responsible for managing and delivering
the project within a cost package and time scale agreed with the EFA and it
may be possible that financial penalties may be incurred if the Council does
not deliver the school on time and within costs?
Reply by Councillor Wendy Mathys
Thank you Mr Mayor. In principle, this proposal does mean that the Council
would be responsible for delivering the project and there are a number of
advantages to this as set out in the email you refer to, Councillor Hicks. There
are also risks but the Council does not believe that there would be any
specific financial penalties to the Council that the Government could levy
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should it not deliver the school on time. A further update on these issues will
be provided at the next CFE meeting in February.
Supplementary question asked by Councillor David Hicks
Mr Mayor, thank you. No, Councillor Mathys has answered the question.
When were you intending to tell us of this situation? It’s all well informing the
head teachers and governors but shouldn’t councillors be informed? Thank
you.
Reply by Councillor Mathys
We did cover quite a lot of the issues at the last Children, Family & Education
(CFE) meeting. Ongoing discussions have been taking place throughout
December and this month with our officers and it would come, as I say, it will
come to the next CFE, there hasn’t been a meeting since the email, as you
know. Thank you.
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Council Questions under Standing Order 8.13
Question asked by Councillor Patrick McManus to Councillor Jill
Whitehead, Chair Environment and Neighbourhood Committee
Directive 2000/76/EC of the European Parliament and of the council of 4
December 2000 on the incineration of waste specifies important safe
tolerance thresholds for heavy metals, dioxins and furans in the air in the
vicinity of an incinerator. Given that we are not currently measuring such
chemicals at our local air monitoring stations, how is this local authority going
to make sure that the required tolerance levels are adhered to in the interests
of preserving the health of the residents of Sutton and Croydon? Also, given
the prevalence of flammable gases within incinerator plants, combined with
the high voltages required for electrostatic dust separation and other possible
sources of ignition, what contingency measures are to be put in place in the
case of an incinerator explosion including the consideration of emissions
thresholds being temporarily but hugely exceeded in the local area in such a
case?
Reply by Councillor Jill Whitehead
As set out in my previous response, an assessment of the emissions from the
proposed Energy Recovery Facility was carried out during the planning
application process and both the Council and the Environment Agency were
satisfied that the facility will operate within the strict emission limits required
by law. The Environment Agency will be the regulator of the facility and will
check for compliance with the conditions contained within its Environmental
Permit.
The operator of the facility will be required to monitor for both dioxins and
furans in the stack so that monitoring takes place at source rather than in the
vicinity of the plant. Failure to meet the emissions standards specified in the
permit will be a breach of the conditions for which the Environment Agency,
as the regulator, will be able to take enforcement action.
Viridor have to have a contingency plan for all potential emergencies including
fires and explosions. The Environment Agency check this to ensure it is
robust before issuing an Environmental Permit.
The local authority has developed a close working relationship with the
Environment Agency in particular with regards to the regulation of waste
facilities. It is proposed that the Council will continue to work with the
Environment Agency to ensure that the health of residents is protected.
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Question asked by Councillor Tim Crowley to Councillor Simon Wales,
Lead for Finance and Voluntary Sector
Could you please provide the spend on recruitment agents in each of
the years 2010-2015 broken down by senior appointments and temporary
appointments?
Reply by Councillor Simon Wales
LBRP spend – 1st April 2011 – 31st March 2015
Supplier

Total spend

Permanent spend Interim spend

GatenbySanderson

£636,191.08

£129,740.02

£506,451.06

Hays

£738,703.78

£250,444.86

£488,258.92

Odgers Berndston

£129,450.37

£0.00

£129,450.37

Penna
Total

£773,034.36
£2,274,979.59

£50,214.72
£430,399.60

£720,419.64
£1,844,579.99

Type of role

Total spend

Executive Head
Head of Service
Programme/Project
Manager/Lead
Social Workers –
overseas campaign
Strategic Director
Total spend

Interim Spend

£978,294.46
£548,709.18
£355,251.82

Permanent
spend
£135,175.84
£0.00
£0.00

£230,824.86

£230,824.86

£0.00

£161,899.27
£2,274,979.59

£64,398.90
£430,399.60

£97,500.37
£1,844,579.99

Permanent
spend
£27,366.60
£0.00
£0.00
£3492
£30,858.60

Interim spend

£843,118.62
£548,709.18
£355,251.82

Broken down by financial year
2011/12
Supplier
GatenbySanderson
Hays
Odgers Berndston
Penna
Total

Total spend
£27,366.60
£0.00
£0.00
£3492
£30,858.60

£0.00
£0.00
£0.00
£0.00
£0.00
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Type of role
Executive Head
Head of Service
Programme/Project
Manager/Lead
Strategic Director
Total spend
2012/13
Supplier
GatenbySanderson
Hays
Odgers Berndston
Penna
Total

Total spend

Interim Spend

£0.00
£0.00
£0.00

Permanent
spend
£0.00
£0.00
£0.00

£30,858.60
£30,858.60

£30,858.60
£30,858.60

£0.00
£0.00

Total spend
£170,790.30
£1200
£97,500.37
£462,303.12
£731,793.79

Type of role

Total spend

Executive Head
Head of Service
Programme/Project
Manager/Lead
Strategic Director
Total spend
2013/14
Supplier
GatenbySanderson
Hays
Odgers Berndston
Penna
Total

Permanent
spend
£54,836.70
£0.00
£0.00
£43,858.32
£98,695.02

£0.00
£0.00
£0.00

Interim spend
£115,953.60
£1200
£97,500.37
£418,444.80
£633,098.77
Interim Spend

£440,494.32
£161,923.20
£1200

Permanent
spend
£68,019.12
£0.00
£0.00

£128,176.27
£731,793.79

£30,675.90
£98,695.02

£97,500.37
£633,098.77

Total spend
£239,405.98
£118,051.97
£13,950
£280,038.84
£651,446.79

Type of role

Total spend

Executive Head
Head of Service
Programme/Project
Manager/Lead
Social Workers –
overseas campaign
Strategic Director
Total spend

Permanent
spend
£25,795
£65,820
£0.00
£2864.40
£94,479.40

£372,475.20
£161,923.20
£1200

Interim spend
£213,610.98
£52,231.97
£13,950
£277,174.44
£556,967.39
Interim Spend

£413,917.72
£119,096.70
£69,367.97

Permanent
spend
£45,415
£0.00
£0.00

£46,200

£46,200

£0.00

£2864.40
£651,446.79

£2864.40
£94,479.40

£0.00
£556,967.39

£368,502.72
£119,096.70
£69,367.97
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2014/15
Supplier
GatenbySanderson
Hays
Odgers Berndston
Penna
Total

Total spend
£198,628.20
£659,451.81
£18,000
£24,800.40
£860,880.41

Type of role

Total spend

Executive Head
Head of Service
Programme/Project
Manager/Lead
Social Workers –
overseas campaign
Strategic Director
Total spend

Permanent
spend
£21,741.72
£184,624.86
£0.00
£0.00
£206,366.58

Interim spend
£176,886.48
£434,826.95
£18,000
£24,800.40
£654,513.83
Interim Spend

£123,882.42
£267,689.28
£284,683.85

Permanent
spend
£21,741.72
£0.00
£0.00

£184,624.86

£184,624.86

£0.00

£0.00
£860,880.41

£0.00
£206,366.58

£0.00
£654,513.83

£102,140.70
£267,689.28
£284,683.85

