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Little solace for Guildford from fraud report

Weak governance and poor scrutiny at Guildford Borough Council created a ‘quick fix culture’ that allowed potentially millions of
pounds to be defrauded from the public purse while vulnerable housing tenants suffered, a new report has found.

The council has apologised unreservedly and pledged to adopt every recommendation - of which there are more than 70 - after a
Society of Local Authority Chief Executives (SOLACE) review found its practices posed a serious risk to residents.

The report, released on Tuesday May 7, covered how the culture at the council created an environment where housing budgets
were able to skyrocket and pushed the authority towards bankruptcy.

It covers a general overview of the stages that lead to an arrest, two council staff members being suspended, and five agency
workers having their contracts terminated.

In February 2022, the council agreed to invest a total of £24.5m to bring its housing stock up to standard and a three-year
contract with a value of £5.4m was agreed for testing and inspection. In less than three years that ballooned to £18.9m spent - a
£13.5m overspend.

There was an increase in complaints concerning repairs and enhancements from tenants, the review found. This happened while
the Housing Surveyor Team was vacant and had no permanent surveyors.

The report read: “This lack of in-house expertise and capacity meant that the council often didn’t inspect and check work and
were reliant upon agency staff. There was also incompleteness of data which compounded matters.” It added: “After making
initial enquiries, it came to light that there was concern regarding risk to the council and the following matters were raised:

That work may have been ordered when it wasn’t necessary. *That work may have been ordered, invoiced and paid for when it
was not completed at all or *Not to a satisfactory standard. *That duplicate invoices may have been submitted and paid for the
same work. *That works may have been ordered and undertaken that were not the responsibility of the council.

This triggered a criminal investigation in August 2023 resulting in the suspension of two employees and five agency workers
having their contracts terminated.

Whistleblowers first raised the alarm in September 2022 but it was not until 2023 that serious action into how housing budgets of
about £5.4m a year had ballooned to more than £17m.

The initial investigation was conducted by Reigate and Banstead Borough Council’s anti-fraud unit before being handed over to
the South East Regional Organised Crime Unit of the Police.

The council then ordered a series of reviews, with the results published late on Tuesday, May 7 - although the allegations of
potential fraud were outside the review’s scope.

Despite that shortcoming, the review did find there was serious failure to follow due process in the procurement and management
of housing maintenance contacts.

The council has now published an in-depth improvement plan, with more than 70 recommendations, to address every finding from
the two reports, and, it says, to ensure it provides services that residents and businesses can be proud of.

Leader of the Council, Councillor Julia McShane, said: ‘The people of Guildford deserve better from their council and for that we
give a heartfelt apology and a commitment to put right the long-standing issues which we have uncovered. We have invited
scrutiny and embrace accountability and will not rest until we have a resilient, well managed council of which we can all be
proud.’

Deputy leader, Cllr Tom Hunt, said: ‘We apologise unreservedly to the residents and taxpayers of Guildford. The SOLACE reports
identify serious issues around the council’s governance, operations, and controls. This is unacceptable. We are utterly determined
to root out every problem and to put matters right. The people of Guildford deserve nothing less.’

Pedro Wrobel, chief executive of Guildford and Waverley Borough Councils, said: “‘I recognise everything that the SOLACE
reports identify, and accept all the findings in full. This is not okay, and I came here to deal with it. Over the past two and half
months, we have been developing a comprehensive Improvement Plan to address the issues at Guildford Borough Council. It
addresses every recommendation from these reports and goes further.

“I am delighted with the appointment of the Independent Assurance Panel. It is critical that we make everything open and
transparent. We are here to do the right thing, not the easy thing. I am determined to ensure the council is sustainable, delivers
excellent value for money, and provides services that our residents and businesses can be proud of.
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“We will not do this alone. I look forward to working with partners and our communities and businesses to make Guildford a
brilliant place to live, work and do business.”

A police investigation and an employment investigation carried out by an external law firm are continuing, the council said.

The Local Democracy Reporting Service has read through the documents with this being the first of several stories to be written
about the findings.

Further stories will look in greater detail at the steps the council is taking, the impact of the merger with Waverley Borough
Council and the views of the community and residents.

Related reports:
Police probe abuse of public funds

Good money goes after bad

Surrey County Council staff strike poll

Staff at Surrey County Council are voting on whether to go on strike after receiving a revised pay offer which union bosses say
is not good enough.

Union chiefs representing workers, including teachers and firefighters, have described the ballot as one of the most important in
the branch’s history and that it was time to make a stand against low pay.

The ballot papers were sent out to staff on May 7 and run until June 4 - when staff will decide whether to accept the council’s
revised offer or support the walk out.

Surrey County Council leader, Councillor Tim Oliver (Conservative) said it was important the authority “lived within its means”
and that the offer was final. He said the council remained committed to getting the matter resolved so staff could receive pay
increases as soon as possible.

Surrey Pay comprises pay bands PS1/2 to PS14 and pay bands for senior managers PS15 to Chief Executive. The council’s original
offer of between £1,124 to £1,682 for grades PS3-PS9, was overwhelmingly rejected. Unions had been asking for a £3,500
increase across the board.

In March, workers warned the local authority of a potential walkout after a “record number” of people backed strike action -
unless there was a significantly improved pay offer. The council came back and is now offering a £1,800 increase to all staff on
PS6 and below, unions have said. Those on between PS7 and PS10 are still on the old deals. Sick pay will return to six months full
pay and six months half pay, double its current levels.

Lead negotiator Paul Couchman has said this shows the council can be moved. He said: “This is going to be one of the most
important votes in our UNISON branch history. The council has already shown that we can move them. We believe we can get a
better, fairer, offer if we get a result in this ballot.

“Last year we were just 40 votes short of reaching the legal minimum of 50 per cent of members voting. This is the year we make
a stand.”

Earlier this year a consultative online ballot was held with 53 per cent of members responding, 87 per cent of whom voted to
reject the offer and 91 per cent saying they would support strike action if there wasn’t a significantly improved offer.

The Strike Committee felt the council has not moved far enough and has moved to a full postal legal strike ballot. The two general
trade unions representing employees said members were being left behind - both national pay awards as well as most other local
councils.

According to the unions about a thirds of Surrey staff are paid below a ‘minimum standard of income’, based on research provided
by the Joseph Rowntree Foundation.

The revised offer would see the lowest hourly rate of pay would be £12.04, higher than both the Real Living Wage and Statutory
National Living Wage.

Unison is asking its members to reject the offer.
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It comes as, last February, there was a “catastrophic” Surrey payroll glitch that left workers unable to pay mortgages or afford
food for their children “We really do deserve better,” a statement from Unison read.

Tim Oliver, Leader of Surrey County Council: “We have made a revised improved final offer and remain committed to getting the
matter resolved so that our staff can receive their pay increase as soon as possible. However it’s imperative that the offer is
within our means.

“The council is not immune to the challenges of the current economic landscape, rising costs and inflation pressures, and we must
ensure we remain in a position to deliver vital public services and protect our most vulnerable in our communities throughout.”

Related reports:
Surrey County Council workers to strike?

County CEQ’s pay rise triggering strikes?

First Surrey Borough with no Conservative Councillors

The Conservatives have been wiped out in Woking after voters handed the Liberal Democrats a huge mandate. The final tally
tightened the Lib Dems grip on power giving them 24 seats, up four from last year’s election - and left the Tories with none and
Labour with just one seat on the bankrupt local authority. The remaining five seats are held by independents.

The Conservatives came into the day holding just four of the council’s 30 seats but they failed to hold on to any as ward after
ward continued to punish the party - which as recently as 2021 had been the borough’s largest group.

The result makes it the first council in Surrey not to have a single Conservative councillor and serves as a major warning to the
party of a difficult road ahead in the upcoming general election.

Josh Brown, the former Conservative councillor who lost his seat in the Byfleet and Byfleet West ward said: “The Woking
Conservatives will continue to hold the Liberal Democrats, Independent and Labour on the council to account with regards to
increases in council tax and increased borrowing.”

He would later add: “People of Woking have clearly had their say and we respect that, but the process going forward is who is
going to hold this super majority to account? “I think there will be a muted scrutiny function and that Woking and all of our
residents will be worse off.”

The biggest swing of the day came in Canalside with the Liberal Democrats overturning a Labour majority of 570 to take the seat.

Leader of the Council Councillor Ann-Marie Barker, who held on to her Goldsworth Park seat said:”It’s a huge result for the
Liberal Democrats, given the year we’ve had (referencing the Section 114 bankruptcy notice).

“To get such an overwhelming majority, resulting in existing councillors with increased majorities and gaining four seats. It's a
massive responsibility and we’'ve got a huge mandate to take it forward and we’ve showed that we can do that over the last couple
of years. Scrutiny is very important. We still have independent and Labour councillors, but the importance for scrutiny is critical
friends and constructive criticism - and that should come from both within and beyond the group.

“First priority is to get the new councillors trained inducted and working on their roles to deliver for residents and clearly
finances are in our mind all the time and our work to deliver on our budget and next year’s budget.”

Related reports:

PM confident of success in Woking
Woking’s whopping bail out and tax rise
The knives are out in Woking

Woking’s debt crisis explained

Epsom and Ewell was the first Conservative free Council

Page 3
© 2021-2025. No content may be copied without the permission of Epsom and Ewell Times Ltd.
Registered office: Upper Chambers, 7 Waterloo Road, Epsom KT19 8AY


https://epsomandewelltimes.com/surrey-county-council-workers-to-strike
https://epsomandewelltimes.com/county-ceos-pay-rise-triggering-strikes
https://epsomandewelltimes.com/first-surrey-borough-with-no-conservative-councillors
https://epsomandewelltimes.com/pm-confident-of-success-in-woking
https://epsomandewelltimes.com/wokings-whopping-bail-out-and-tax-rise
https://epsomandewelltimes.com/the-knives-are-out-in-woking
https://epsomandewelltimes.com/wokings-debt-crisis-explained
https://epsomandewelltimes.com/epsom-and-ewell-was-the-first-conservative-free-council

Current

EPSOM & EWELL TIMES

Far thes camimunity, oy the community. & net-far-proft service

——
=

ISSN 2753-2771

Umpire pulls up stumps on cricket plan

A long-standing Surrey cricket club’s ambitious plans to construct modern facilities has sparked controversy in the local
community, leading to a tense planning decision.

Banstead Cricket Club’s plans to modernise its ground have been rejected, by the narrowest of margins. The club, which has been
in the village for more than a century and a half, had hoped to update its dilapidated changing rooms and clubhouse to give it a
home ground fit for the 21st century.

Residents living near the ground objected over the harm it would do to the character of the green belt. In a nail-biting finish it
hinged on whether there were exceptional circumstances to build on the green belt. In the end it came down to the chairman to
cast the deciding vote after members were split down the middle.

In an unusual turn of events the planning chair voted against officer recommendations and the cricket club’s plans were refused.
Councillor Simon Parnall said: “I knew this was going to happen. You have your name on the block sometimes.”

He added: “Given the weight of the meeting, and the way that people have their feelings quite openly expressed, I, contrary to my
normal position which is to support officers, I think now I ought to stand and vote for the reason for refusal because this is so
controversial and it would need another go.”

Reasons the club had wanted new facilities included money gained by renting out the space for events. It was also in part due to
the massive growth of the game among girls and women, and therefore the need for changing rooms for women.

Martin Long said he was representing the 107 objectors who had written in against the development, where he claims the vast
majority live in Banstead Village. He said: “The report does not mention that of the 157 letters of support only 10 per cent are
from addresses within the borough.

He said there are three other community venues in the borough, all with better access, and questioned why a fourth was needed.
He told the meeting that the Lady Neville park was given to the people of Banstead, not the Banstead Cricket Club.

Opposition focused on the scale of the development and not the club’s need to modernise. He added: “A vast two-storey
development would be an appalling blot on the green belt, the surrounding treeline and the view from the park itself.

“A single storey cricket club house is all that is needed not a vast function venue with an all round terrace. The impact of noise
and traffic that this new facility will have on residents is unimaginable.”

The Thursday, April 24, meeting of Reigate and Banstead Borough Council’s planning committee heard the primary focus of the
club was the provision of cricket but it needed revenue for other activities to survive financially. The club wanted to demolish its
current clubhouse and replace it with a new modern facility to conform with “Sport England and the sports governing body
standards”.

It also wanted to refurbish its pavilion to create a dedicated changing space for women and girls. The plans had been
recommended for approval and received more letters of support than opposition during the consultation stage, although it was
argued the majority if this came from outside the borough.

Ray Smythe, a resident of De Burgh Park which backs on to the grounds, spoke against the plans. He said they were
inappropriate for the green belt and should only be approved if there were very special circumstances.

He said: “The positioning of the new premises will eliminate the only distinct view from the recreation ground that is not currently
obscured by buildings in the area.” He added that clubhouse’s second floor was not needed for cricket and the financial
implications were not a planning matter. He said they could also reduce the cost of the project by scaling back the clubhouse.

Arguing for the plans was Ian Thorpe who told the meeting the club had been in Banstead since 1850 and that its facilities were
no longer fit for purpose. The new proposals, which had already been scaled back and revised, was needed to fit in with the latest
guidelines for sport.

He said the clubhouse was no longer compliant for all players regardless of gender or age and that the site would operate under
its current licensing hours with no desire to extend them further. He said: “Its hoped that the facility will be more than just a
cricket club to the local community. With this proposal Banstead Cricket Club is seeking to offer its members and the local
community a clubhouse to be proud of.”

Related reports:
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Just not cricket to replace Banstead pavilion?

Image - visualisation of new pavilion and current inset.

Police post taken down before election

The Surrey Police and Crime Commission social media team were made to remove a graphic from Twitter, now X and
Facebook after a complaint it could influence the May 2 elections.

The post was made during the run up to the election when public bodies are supposed to remain completely impartial to avoid
favouring any one candidate or using taxpayer money to look to influence voters.

The message said it had re-opened funding for local services that promote community safety, support children and young people
and help reduce reoffending in Surrey. It was accompanied by an image that showed more than £2m had been provided to
support local services in the last financial year.

The complainant, the Liberal Democrat Councillor for Bagshot and North Windlesham Richard Wilson, felt this was a breach of
pre-election publicity rules.

Writing to the Monitoring Officer, he said: “Any reasonable person would conclude that the post, in particular its use of the
graphics, is likely to improve the electorate’s opinion of the incumbent PCC ( Police and Crime Commissioner). This constitutes a
breach of the guidance and, therefore, of the rules laid out in the Acts.

“It would be possible to direct readers to the funding website without publicising the £2m which has already been provided. This
piece of information is wholly unnecessary and its purpose is clearly to promote the PCC. This is a use of public resources to
influence an election.”

After receiving the complaint, Alison Bolton, chief executive and monitoring officer of the Police and Crime Commission, told the
communication team to delete the images but felt the text was fine to be republished - and did not merit an apology.

Media policies had been reviewed ahead of the pre-election period and the use of social media and their website has been
“significantly” limited, she added.

The posts were scheduled, she said, as the funding process opened on April 1 and they wanted to give organisations the greatest
amount of time possible to apply. She said: “Your view that the posts are “likely to improve the electorate’s opinion of the
incumbent PCC” is arguably a subjective one. I can assure you that the posts were made in good faith by comms colleagues with
the intention of promoting a funding opportunity and not, as you suggest, to “promote the PCC. “We had purposefully not made
reference to the incumbent PCC or included any images of her.

“That said, I recognise that the aim of promoting the funds could have been achieved with a simpler post and as such, I have
asked my colleagues to remove the posts that include the ‘graphic’. We will re-issue the link, but I don’t believe that issuing an
apology is necessary.”

A spokesperson for the Office of the Police and Crime Commissioner said it restricted its output to some “business-as-usual work”
in line with pre-election guidelines.

They said: “On April 3, the Communications Team posted a message on social media highlighting the process for which
organisations and services can apply to our funding streams which opened for the new financial year two days earlier on April 1.

“These streams provide vital support for some of the most vulnerable people in our communities including victims of crime, young
people and domestic abuse survivors as well as funding important projects that enhance community safety across Surrey.

“Allocating these funds and commissioning these important services is a significant role that the OPCC undertakes and we wanted
to give local organisations the greatest amount of time possible to apply. The message posted did not name or reference the
current PCC or contain any image of her. However the message did have an accompanying graphic which highlighted the amount
of funding the office had provided to support local services during the last financial year.

“The post was created in good faith with the intention of promoting the funding opportunity and was not designed to promote the
current Commissioner. However upon review by the OPCC Monitoring Officer, the decision was taken to remove the graphic and
replace it with one that had removed the reference to the amount of funding given last year to avoid any inference during the pre-
election period.
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“The current commissioner was not aware and did not have any involvement in the creation of the original message.”

The elections for the Surrey Police and Crime Commissioner take place countywide on Thursday May 2. Counting takes place the
following day with the results expected around 2pm.

The vote takes place across Surrey with the count taking place the following day with the result expected to be announced
between 3pm and 4pm.

Related reports:

Surrey’s next Police and Crime Commissioner will be?

Epsom and Ewell candidates dominate Police Commissioner election
Surrey Police funding: not a fair cop

The Cost of Surrey’s Crime Commissioner: “It’s criminal”?

Leatherhead residents call for more policing

A serious assault that left a man fighting for his life has left a community in shock - with some saying there aren’t enough police
officers and others calling for greater CCTV provision.

On Sunday night (April 21) a man was attacked near a Leatherhead nursery by up to four teenagers.

Surrey Police has said an 18-year-old man and a 17-year-old boy have been arrested on suspicion of attempted murder with
enquiries ongoing to identify and locate two other people.

Surrey Police say they do not anticipate a wider risk to the public at this time.

The violent attack, in Cleeve Road, comes on the eve of the May 2 Surrey Police and Crime Commissioner elections. with people
able to cast their vote on how crime is tackled and to make sure the police provide a good service.

The Local Democracy Service visited the town to get people’s views on whether they felt safe, and if they planned to vote in the
upcoming ballot.

If the 2021 election is a fair guide then the candidates have their work cut out to get their message to the public with the winning
candidate getting 155,116 total votes, out of a Surrey population of 1.19 million,

As a percentage that figure is low but overall it makes them the individual with the highest single vote total in the county, more
than any MP.

Leatherhead is one of the main towns in Mole Valley and lies near the M25. This good connectivity has brought its own issues,
particularly transient crime.

One shopper in the town felt the area was no different to anywhere else, saying: “It’s the same as in most towns. You get young
kids. There was a robbery the other day at Leatherhead Station which is worrying, especially if you get a train on your own.”

She added that she wasn’t aware that elections for the Surrey Police and Crime Commissioner were due to take place on May 2.

After the Cleeve Road attack, residents took to social media calling for better CCTV, an issue that has taken greater prominence
after it emerged that 77 public-space cameras in Mole Valley were left unmonitored when Reigate Police Station closed due to
dangerous RAAC.

Jen Royal said she wouldn’t be voting in the elections as she was unaware of who was running or what they stood for, but was not
happy with the direction of travel the force was going.

She said: “Policing on the whole....People call them out and it doesn’t matter if it’s small crimes or big crimes and they don’t
appear to get a lot of response.”

One shopper who has lived in Leatherhead for 50 years was more aware of the four candidates standing for the position.
She told the LDRS: “It’s not safe to go out in the evening. That’s why I take a stick”.

She says the area has changed a lot in that time with many of the smaller shops disappearing, adding “it’s like a ghost town...you
never see any police officers.
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“We used to see them walking down the road and quite a few cars going by, but now nothing. It’s a shame. There should be more
police on the streets.”

Asked if she had heard of the upcoming elections, she said she already voted before suddenly opening her bag saying “thank you
for reminding me, I need to post it, I'm carrying it here in my bag.”

The Sunday assault happened at night in the north of the town and the victim was taken to hospital and is in serious condition.

According to the most recent published data there were 41 crimes reported in February in Leatherhead, including 11 instances
of violence and sexual offences, eight for anti-social behaviour and six for public disorder.

Olive Lee was on her way to the Fairfield Centre in Leatherhead, somewhere she sees as a real asset to the town and where she
visits regularly. Some of the people the LDRS spoke with wished north Leatherhead had similar facilities for younger people.

Olive said: “Some of my friends in the centre are worried about going out in the evening but I like Leatherhead as a place.

“I moved in with my daughter about six or seven years ago, I had retired to Cornwall, or so I thought, and I am quite happy here
as a place. But I don’t go out in the evening.”

She said she was undecided about voting though as the polling station was too far from home, though she admitted it was an
important election.

Olive added: “I think it makes a difference, who is running the police, but I don’t know too much about the candidates.”

The Police and Crime Commissioner is responsible for holding the Chief Constable and Surrey Police to account - on the public’s
behalf. They are also tasked with overseeing how crime is tackled and ensuring Surrey Police provides a good service.

All British, Irish or EU citizens, as well as qualifying Commonwealth citizens with permission to enter or stay in the UK, can vote
so long as they are over 18 and registered in Surrey can vote, unless legally excluded.

The general feeling in the town is one where it feels safe, particularly compared with London, but Leatherhead is not without its
issues.

A woman said: “It feels safe in the town and you don’t hear about too many of these things bar a few very serious incidents and
they are very few and far between.

“I don’t know about the Police and Crime Commissioner elections but I will vote, I just need to find out (about the candidates and
what they stand for).

“Another worry is always anti-social behaviour but I don’t see it. If you come in in the evening it’s fine.”

The vote takes place across Surrey with the count taking place the following day with the result expected to be announced
between 3pm and 4pm.

Related reports:
Surrey’s next Police and Crime Commissioner will be?

Epsom and Ewell candidates dominate Police Commissioner election

Jen Royal Leatherhead (Image Chris Caulfield)

Not in Epsom and Ewell but other Surrey elections test
the water...

The fate of 116 council seats in Surrey are up for grabs as voters head to the polls on Thursday, May 2. There are 11 boroughs
and districts in the county, with widespread voting taking place in six - Elmbridge, Mole Valley, Reigate & Banstead, Runnymede,
Tandridge and Woking. There is also a bye-election for a single seat on Waverley Borough Council.

There are no local council elections this year in Epsom & Ewell, Guildford, Spelthorne, and Surrey Heath Borough Councils.

With a general election less than a year away, this vote will be viewed in some quarters as a significant bellwether for the race for
Downing Street. Counting will begin on Friday May 3.
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The first results area expected to come out of Woking Borough Council at 4pm, followed by Runnymede and Tandridge at 5pm.
Mole Valley and Reigate and Banstead councils are predicted to declare by 6pm with Elmbridge tellers expected to be wrapped
up by 6.30pm.

Do I need photo id? Yes -you need to bring valid photo identification in order to vote this year. Valid IDs include expired official
documents such as passports that still have a strong resemblance. Voters without an accepted ID can apply for the free Voter
Authority Certificate - a fast track card that will allow people to vote.

Elmbridge Borough Council

Number of seats up for election: 16
Election result expected: 6.30pm Friday, May 3.
Largest party: Liberal Democrats

There are 48 seats in total on Elmbridge Borough Council with 16, one third of the total, up for grabs on May 2. The Liberal
Democrats have 20 councillors, Residents’ Associations, 16, and the Conservatives, 12. The Liberal Democrats became the largest
party in the borough, overtaking their coalition partners - Residents’ Association - last year in a borough that has been
historically Conservative.

The Esher and Walton parliamentary constituency largely covers Elmbridge and is represented by Dominic Raab, who resigned
from the cabinet on April 21. He later announced he would quit as MP at the next general election.

Mole Valley District Council

Number of seats up for election: 14
Election result expected: 6pm Friday, May 3.
Largest party: Liberal Democrats

A boundary review last year led to all out-elections across the borough, delivering a sweeping victory for the Liberal Democrats.
This year, Mole Valley District Council reverts to electing its members by thirds across its 13 wards. In Capel, Leigh, Newdigate
and Charlwood voters will be sending two representatives, bringing the total elected this year to 14 as they replace the seat
formerly held by Lesley Bushnell, In total there are 39 councillors in the district.

The council is currently controlled by the Liberal Democrats who have 29 elected members. The opposition is formed from six
informal independents and three Conservatives. At a national level the Conservative Mole Valley MP since 1997, Sir Paul
Beresford, said he will not stand in the next general election.

Reigate and Banstead Borough Council

Number of seats up for election: 16
Election result expected: 6pm Friday, May 3.
Largest party: Conservative

The Conservatives, with 22 councillors, are the single largest party in Reigate and Banstead but do not have overall control of the
borough council. In the 2023 election, the Tories lost seats to the Green Party, which now has 11 councillors and Labour, one. The
rest of the authority is made up of five Residents’ Association, three Lib Dems, two independents.

Voting takes place across in each of the borough’s 15 wards with one person elected in each. The exception is in Tattenham
Corner and Preston where, to fill a vacancy, two members will be elected.

Conservative MP for Reigate Crispin Blunt announced in 2022 that he would not run for re-election, having first won the seat in
1997.

In January Mr Blunt was re-bailed until April after his arrest on suspicion of rape and possession of controlled substances.
Runnymede Borough Council

Number of seats up for election: 15
Election result expected: 5pm Friday, May 3.
Largest party: Conservative

Runnymede Borough Council went to no overall control in 2023 but has had a Conservative leader ever since it’s formation in
1974. Going into this May’s election there are 18 Conservative councillors, six Runnymede Independent Residents Group, five
independents, four Labour, four Liberal Democrats, two Green Party, and one Reform UK - after former Tory and current deputy
mayor Robert Bromley crossed the floor.

Runnymede is one of the three Surrey councils, the others being Spelthorne and Woking, to rank in the top five nationally for
local authorities with the largest average debt per resident.
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The MP for the area - which also includes Weybridge in neighbouring Elmbridge, is Ben Spencer. He was elected in 2019 with
54.9 per cent of the vote, ahead of Labour candidate Robert King, 20.6 per cent.

Waverley Borough Council

Number of seats up for election: 1
Election result expected: Early Friday, May 3.
Largest party: Liberal Democrats

Waverley Borough Council has 50 councillors across 24 wards that are voted for in an “all out” elections where every seat is
decided. This year however is the much smaller matter of the race for the vacant Witley and Milford Borough seat in a May 2 by-
election. The last all out vote was in 2023 when the council remained in no overall control.

The Liberal Democrats are the largest party with 22 councillors and are in coalition with the Farnham Residents’ 13 members,
Labour’s two officials and the single representative of the Green Party. There are 10 councillors on the Conservative opposition
and a further two independent members.

The MP representing the greatest number of people who call Waverley Borough Council home is the chancellor Jeremy Hunt. The
57-year-old MP was first elected to the Southwest Surrey constituency in May 2005.

Woking Borough Council

Number of seats up for election: 11
Election result expected: 4pm, Friday, May 3.
Largest party: Liberal Democrats

Woking Borough Council votes in thirds -with one councillor elected in each of its 10 wards. A by-election to fill the vacancy in
Hoe Valley to bring the total number of seats decided up to 11. Voters in Woking began to turn their backs on the Conservatives
after its financial problems became clear. The borough had a Tory leader from 2007 up until 2022 when the Liberal Democrats
took control. Going into the May 2024 local elections the Lib Dems hold 19 of the 30 potential seats on the council with the four
Conservatives making up the official opposition group.

The rest of the council is made up of four independent members, two from Labour and one vacant seat.
MP Jonathan Lord, who assumed office in 2010, was given a vote of confidence by Prime Minister Rishi Sunak to hold his seat in

the next General Election.
Tandridge District Council

Number of seats up for election: 43
When is the election result expected: 5pm Friday, May 3.
Largest party: Residents’ Alliance

Every seat on Tandridge District Council will be decided when voters go to the polls on May 2. This year there will be 43
councillors returned to 18 wards, up from the current number of 42 - after the Local Government Boundary Commission for
England redrew the electoral map. Previously the council elected its members by thirds.

Currently Tandridge Distrcit Council is led by the Residents’ Alliance, which holds 18 seats. The Liberal Democrats, 11,
Conservative nine and Independent Group, four, comprise the rest of the council.

The nearest matching parliamentary constituency is East Surrey, currently held by the energy secretary Claire Coutinho after she
was elected in 2019.

Just not cricket to replace Banstead pavilion?

A long-standing cricket club’s ambitious plans to construct a modern pavilion and expand its facilities have sparked a debate from
people that live in the area, saying it would “ruin the village feel”.

A centuries old sports club wants to modernise its facilities, in part due to the massive growth of the game among girls and
women, although some warn its ambitious plans overstep the mark.

Banstead Cricket Club has applied to demolish its current clubhouse, which it says was only every designed to last 10 years but
has stood for 60, and replace it with a new modern facility that conforms to “Sport England and the sports governing body
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standards”.

It is also seeking to refurbish its pavilion to create a dedicated changing space for women and girls. While opponents to the plans
aren’t arguing against its need to modernise, and would like to see the 182-year-old cricket club get a new clubhouse - they say
they are worries about the size and location of the plans. They feel the potential increase in social events at the site, could have a
negative impact on people living near the ground.

The club, however, told the Local Democracy Reporting Service that they are “not trying to just suddenly become an events
business” and that “the most important thing to stress is that Banstead Cricket Club is a cricket club”. The application has already
had 252 comments with the majority (151) backing the plans and 91 objecting.

Club chairperson Neil Bowman said: “We need something bigger and we need something that has more than one room. We need
to have other areas where people can hang out, or have a team meeting. We didn’t design it as a wedding venue, and we do
appreciate the neighbours’ concerns, there was a concern about creating an event venue, and all the additional traffic, noise.

“I can entirely understand people’s concerns, but we are not trying to do that, we are trying to build a modern clubhouse.” The
club said that Sport England and the England and Wales Cricket Board have been consulted in terms of the most ideal sighting
for the new building and it’s the internal layout.

Its new location will allow people to take in matches from either of the club’s two pitches. The club has also said it will re-lay its
car park with an environmentally friendly solution. Project head Ian Rusbridge said: “We are not trying to just suddenly become
an events business, that’s not our game.

“We don’t foresee (a surge in) event hire, there may be a little bit more during the summer - because at the moment we can’t hire
it out at all. The other thing to stress, is that the cricket club is run by volunteers, who have full time jobs, and lives and children.
They haven’t got the capacity to run a cricket club let alone an events business. ” Adding to that, in terms of the design the
architects we employed, their speciality is sport pavilions.”

The club has a licence until 1am but says it is rarely used and that the events held usually stop serving alcohol at 11pm. It said it
did not see this changing in the future. Among the objections however include the increase in traffic around the green belt area,
noise that would come from an expanded pavilion, and the determination visual impact it would have.

One objector wrote that the scale of the two-storey building was “far too large” and would “ruin the village feel” of the site. He
felt the current buildings were perfectly adequate and would support plans that improved and updated the facilities within the
same space.

The Local Democracy Reporting Service spoke with another resident who has also written in to object. Robert Garbut lives off
Park Road, near the club, and challenged the size of the plans, its impact on traffic and neighbourhood fears the site could
become a late-night venue.

He said: “It’s massive. It’s a 350 per cent increase over two floors, on another field that had never been built on before. Earth-
moving trucks that will have to move into the park - I'm sure people just don’t realise what is happening. Having said all of that,
the cricket club has been there for a hundred years, it’s hugely successful, they need more changing rooms.

“We assumed they would knock down the old clubhouse and build an all-singing all-dancing version of that. They also own the
practice field adjacent to that - that’s where they want to build, you can understand that as it makes sense to build it on your own
land rather than land owned by Reigate and Banstead Council.

“All of our objections are about the superscale of this social venue, nobody but nobody wants to be mean spirited. We want the
club to be a great building not the ramshackle thing they’re in now.”

The planning application is still with Reigate and Banstead Borough Council’s planning team. A date has yet to be set for when it
will be determined.

Image - visualisation of new pavilion and current inset.

Surrey Councils holding unclaimed tax refunds

Councils in Surrey are holding nearly £1.5million in overpaid tax that can be claimed back. People who moved to a different
borough after paying their tax are supposed to be sent a closing bill. If an account is in credit, overpayments are refunded.
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When this is not possible, for example if the council does not have a resident’s forwarding address, the overpaid cash can sit in a
pot until a claim is made - or the residents return to the borough.

In Surrey, that figure is a combined £1,493,722.12 for eight of the 11 councils. As for the others (Elmbridge, Tandridge and
Epsom and Ewell) their figures remain unclear.

The three most common reasons for overpayments are when someone moves out of their house and has already paid, changes to a
property’s tax band, or when residents forget to cancel standing orders when they move.

The two biggest stockpiles are held by Guildford and Spelthorne Borough Councils, and account for more than £600,000. This is
according to data released under Freedom on Information to Money Saving Expert.

Tax not claimed back can be written off by a council - to balance the cost of bad debts - however Guildford Borough Council said
it reinstates the money if a resident comes forward to claim the credit.

Guildford Borough Council told the Local Reporting Democracy Service it has refunded 12,793 people on both closed and open
accounts with a total value of £4.4 million, since April 2021. It says nearly a third of these were refunded through MyGuildford
online accounts.

A spokesperson for Guildford Borough Council said: “It’s important that we are provided with a forwarding address so we can
send closing bills or retrospective bill changes.

“If a refund is not claimed, the money will remain on the account until the resident claims it or becomes liable for council tax in
our borough again.” They added: “To be transparent, we roll over overpaid council tax every year. If other councils have already
written off credits, their credit value will be reduced.”

Guildford council added that they don’t have a specific deadline for claiming overpaid council tax. But to avoid fraudulent claims,
they ask residents to provide proof of the overpayment. The older the claim, the more proof is needed.

A spokesperson for Spelthorne Borough Council said: “Tax refunds occur for a number of reasons, for example if a resident has
moved from the borough or they have paid a bill in advance and Spelthorne Borough Council proactively issues any council tax
refunds which are due.

“Where accounts are in credits, statements are sent with refund application to the last known address, if we hold bank details
refunds are refunded directly back to the bank account that they were paid from. Where accounts are constantly paying in credit,
copy bills are sent to prompt a response from the payer to claim the overpayment back.

“Residents can keep track of their council tax bill by registering for the self-service customer portal online or call the team on
01784 451499.”

Elmbridge Borough Council, which did not respond to the FOI, said it refunds overpaid council tax if a resident’s account is in
credit and does not owe any other amounts of tax.

People who move within the borough will usually have credits from their previous address transferred across, while those leaving
the area can arrange a refund.

[Nationwide the London Borough of Newham holds the highest of £9,539,750 and Surrey’s Runnymede fourth lowest of £5,777.]

Contact your local authority for specific advice on claiming it back, as this is likely to differ.

Floods with silver linings for Guildford’s housing
targets?

Guildford has been given the “biggest opportunity” to transform itself in a century. The Environment Agency is looking into an
expanded flood prevention scheme that would save homes and businesses from rising waters - and open up previously unusable
town-centre land for new housing. Supporters say the upshot of this is huge.

Councils have to identify land for housing in order to meet Government set targets, but Guildford Borough Council had to recently
disregard 50 sites because they were subject to flooding - 30 of which were in the town centre, the Local Democracy Reporting
Service was told.
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If the expanded flood alleviation scheme goes ahead it would instantly increase the amount of land in the town and in a swoop
take pressure off green belt villages.

Former councillor John Rigg said that the town has been waiting affected by floods for almost 100 years and that it would only get
worse if nothing was done. He said: “The Environment Agency’s planning period anticipates a 72 per cent increase in rainfall in
the Guildford area. Not steady rain, big downpours.”

He said the problem was compounded as towns upstream - for example in Waverley - pressed on with their own developments.

Mr Rigg said: “When the Government said Guildford had to deliver 10,000 homes, they had to all go in the green belt and the
villages, because nobody got the flooding scheme underway and released the brownfield sites. When Guildford was looking at
land for development as part of its local plan, there were 50 sites that had to be disregarded because they were subject to
flooding, 30 of them in the town centre.”

Among those are the Millmead and Millbrook car parks.

He said: “We have got to get the flood alleviation plan adopted. The EA has said there is £7bn allocated to areas that deliver
economics and social benefits. This ticks all the boxes. It’s an important town, it’s a county town and it needs homes and
businesses. The previous scheme was a minimum, just to stop a couple of streets flooding, but this does it properly, it frees up
brownfield sites. It's the biggest opportunity for Guildford since about 1900. Last week, by the cinema it flooded, it was up to
people’s knees, as far as this town is concerned, they need to wake up.”

Guildford has a long history of flooding from the River Wey, and the Environment Agency, working with the borough council and
Surrey County Council, are looking to reduce the high level of flood risk to the town centre.

The project is still in its appraisal stage, but the EA has confirmed it is looking to create a larger protection zone than initial plans
from 2018. It expects to take up to three years to finalise the scheme as it undertakes assessments, surveys and public
engagement - the first of which takes place at the Yvonne Arnaud Theatre on Thursday April 18, from 2pm to 7pm.

Jon Mansbridge, Guildford Flood Alleviation Scheme project director at the Environment Agency, said: “The feedback we gather
from communities during our engagement is really valuable in helping to inform the preferred option.” He added: “The flood
defences will be visually integrated into existing and regenerated areas of the river corridor, reducing flood risk to even more of
the town centre.”

Councillor Joss Bigmore, former co-leader of Guildford Borough Council said: “Finally the Environment Agency is supporting the
council by backing a flood alleviation scheme. “We’ve been patient, nobody has the money to do these things, and its positive that
we are at the top of the queue.

“Hopefully we can come up with a comprehensive solution and hopefully we can eradicate the risk of flooding for the centre of
Guildford for the next century.” He added: “For existing residents it very important - and if there is a solution it will unlock a lot
of regeneration opportunities on former flood risk areas.”

Flooding in Guildford Feb 2020 (image Environment Agency)
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