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West Surrey ‘much worse off’
16 April 2026

Surrey  residents  could  face  rising  council  tax  bills  and  deep  financial  uncertainty  under  plans  to  overhaul  local
government and councillors say people are already “really angry” about it.

At a West Surrey joint committee meeting on April 14, politicians warned that changes to council tax under the new
system could hit some households harder than others, at a time when many are already struggling with the cost of living.

Plans to “harmonise” council tax across the two new authorities (East and West Surrey) mean some areas could see
increases above the usual 5 per cent cap. Cllr Joanne Sexton said the issue is coming up “all the time” on the doorstep and
asked what protections would be in place for residents facing sharp rises.

Finance chief Andy Brown confirmed some households could pay more than 5 per cent increases to bring different council
tax rates into line. “What you won’t see is an average increase across West Surrey that breaches the referendum
principles,” he said. “But within that you may see areas… higher than the 5 per cent  and some lower.”

Modelling has already been done and could be published, but the final call will be made by new “shadow councils” elected
in May, ahead of the new system going live in 2027.

West Surrey ‘worse off’
Behind the council tax fears is a bigger concern: that West Surrey is heading into the new system in a much weaker
financial position.

Councillors repeatedly warned the west could end up the “poor relation”, inheriting higher debt, greater infrastructure
needs and more financial risk.

Cllr Liz Townsend said the scale of the problem is not being taken seriously enough. She said: “I still feel we haven’t
emphasised the disparity between East and West and how by virtue of an arbitrary line drawn on a map the people in
West Surrey are far more disadvantaged.”.

The Liberal Democrat councillor added: “I’ve been knocking on doors recently and people are really angry about it. I don’t
think we’re emphasising how critical the situation is.”

Cllr Catherine Powell echoed those concerns, warning West Surrey is set to inherit “a much worse financial situation”
than the east, something she said was not clearly reflected in official papers. The Farnham Residents councillor also
raised concerns about infrastructure, saying the west faces specific challenges that are not being properly accounted for.

Debt mountain and government bailout
A major factor is the huge debt linked to Woking Borough Council. The government has already stepped in, promising
£500m to help reduce Woking’s borrowing. But even after that, the council is still expected to carry around £1.7bn in
debt.

The government, through the Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government, has said there is “no reasonable
means” for Woking to manage this on its own. So, ongoing national support will be needed. This creates a major risk for
the new West Surrey authority which will inherit the problem.

Inequality fears and vulnerable residents
Councillors also raised concerns about how the changes could hit the most vulnerable. Cllr Powell warned that people on
lower incomes are likely to be hardest affected by financial pressures but said current equality impact assessments do not
fully reflect that.

Cllr Powell also called for a clearer breakdown of how decisions could affect different areas, warning the divide between
east and west must not be hidden in “generic statements”. Officials said more detailed equality assessments will be
produced alongside future decisions, including budgets.

Confusion over what has been agreed
Adding to concerns, councillors warned official documents risk misleading residents about what has already been decided.
Minutes from previous meetings appeared to suggest councillors had agreed to split assets geographically, something
members insisted is not the case. They said they had only agreed that assets would need to be split, not how.

With local elections coming up on May 7, councillors called for clearer language to avoid confusion about who is making
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decisions and when. Officials agreed to tighten up the wording.

“Just a starting point”
Lead council officers stressed that nothing is final yet. Current proposals were described as a “starting point”, with work
ongoing to figure out how services, staff and assets will be divided between the two new councils.

Final decisions will be taken by the shadow authorities after the elections, with the new system due to launch in 2027.

Emily Dalton LDRS

Related reports:

West Surrey debt mountain – teenage fears

Strip Woking’s debt-man of his OBE MP says

Government bailout to ease Woking’s debt burden

Who will be saddled with Spelthorne’s and Woking’s £3 billion debts?

Could Woking’s debt be shared by you after reorganisation?

Epsom and Ewell Times adds: Epsom and Ewell will come under the EAST Surrey Unitary Council. The promised £500
million debt repayment support from central Government falls far short of the overall debt accumulated in Woking,
Spelthorne and other WEST Surrey districts.

West Surrey debt mountain – teenage fears
16 April 2026

A 16-year-old from Ash has urged ministers not to “lumber” his generation with billions of pounds of debt. He said it is not
fair that people have to pay off debts when they have never been to Woking. 

Harley Davey-Harper, who lives just a short walk from Aldershot town centre, said plans to merge borough councils into a
new ‘West Surrey’ authority would tie his community to around £4.5bn in legacy debt. 

Harley said: “As someone who will be starting my adult life and paying council tax in just two years, it is terrifying to
know that my money will be sucked into a black hole to pay for Woking’s failed skyscraper projects and Spelthorne’s
commercial property debts.”

Woking Borough Council is battling with debts of about £2.6bn after the former administration borrowed heavily to fund
commercial development. Spelthorne Borough Council is also facing financial distress with over £1bn in debt from risky
commercial investment.

Harley has written to ex-Chancellor Jeremy Hunt and local MP Alex Baker warning the shake-up could leave young people
footing the bill for historic borrowing elsewhere in Surrey. He said: “I think it is important for MPs to know how the
people are feeling.”

In his letter to the MPs, Harley wrote: “Being dumped into this new West Surrey mega-council feels like the final betrayal;
we are being used as a piggy bank to fix mistakes made in towns 20 miles away that have nothing to do with us.

“Where I live is a mere 10-minute walk from Aldershot town centre. I am physically part of the Aldershot community, yet I
am being forced into a council that stretches as far as Staines-upon-Thames.”

The college student has branded the decision as a “massive mistake” for the people of Ash. He said: “I don’t see why we
should be paying for roads all the way over in Thorpe Park.” Harley said it is not fair that a certain group of people have
to pay off the debts when some of the people have probably not been to Woking. 

Harley said it is “heartbreaking” to see his home “dragged into a bankrupt Surrey merger”. He wrote: “My life is already
entirely in Hampshire: my housing provider, Vivid, is Hampshire based; my post is processed in Aldershot; and the most
local police force is Hampshire, who when I have called the police in the past Aldershot police have come as they are the
closest in an emergency.”

Harley said he believes Ash is often overlooked compared to wealthier or more central parts of the county. “All the focus
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seems to go into Guildford,” he said. “Ash is forgotten. They only remember us when we need to pay our council tax- not
much goes on there.”

Harley said: “It will be better for everyone if we are in the Hampshire region because the council tax will be lower.” So
far, he has yet to receive a full response from MPs, though acknowledgements have been sent.

A  Ministry  of  Housing,  Communities  and  Local  Government  spokesperson  said:  “Proposals  for  local  government
reorganisation in Surrey were locally led and all the proposals received included Ash within a new West Surrey council.

“We recognise that Woking Borough Council holds significant debt that cannot all be managed locally, which is why we
have committed to unprecedented debt repayment support of £500m.

“We will continue to support councils to deliver reorganisation in a way that protects services and reflects the needs of
communities.”

Emily Dalton LDRS

Related reports:

Strip Woking’s debt-man of his OBE MP says

Government bailout to ease Woking’s debt burden

Who will be saddled with Spelthorne’s and Woking’s £3 billion debts?

Could Woking’s debt be shared by you after reorganisation?

Epsom and Ewell Times adds: Epsom and Ewell will come under the EAST Surrey Unitary Council. The promised £500
million debt repayment support from central Government falls far short of the overall debt accumulated in Woking,
Spelthorne and other WEST Surrey districts.

Devolution or dilution? And who decides?
16 April 2026

Surrey’s proposal to form a Foundation Strategic Authority is framed as a step forward — aligning transport, housing and
economic planning across the county and bringing decision-making closer to local areas.

It may yet prove to be that. But the way in which such steps are taken matters just as much as the structures themselves.

The reorganisation of local government in Surrey is already one of the most significant changes in decades. Boroughs
such as Epsom & Ewell are to be abolished and replaced by two large unitary councils. Now, alongside that, a new county-
wide strategic authority is proposed. In some areas, parish councils may also emerge.

This is presented as simplification. To many residents, it may look more like substitution — one system replaced by
another whose overall shape is no less complex.

A Foundation Strategic Authority would not initially be directly elected. It would operate through existing council leaders,
taking decisions that could shape the county’s future for decades. That makes clarity of accountability all the more
important.

Which is why process matters.

When asked to explain the basis on which Epsom & Ewell supported the Expression of Interest, the council leader
Hannah Dalton (RA Stoneleigh) declined to comment, citing the pre-election period. Caution during such periods is
understandable. But it is important not to overstate what the law requires.

The statutory rules in question are aimed at preventing local authorities from issuing politically sensitive publicity using
public resources. They are not a shield against legitimate questions about how decisions have been made — still less
where the very question is whether the authority itself took the decision at all.

If a council has formally acted, it should be able to say so, and explain how. If it has not, then that too is a matter of
legitimate public interest.

Invoking restrictions designed for publicity to avoid answering questions about authority risks blurring a distinction that
ought to remain clear.
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The lack of democratic scrutiny over the FSA submission contrasts with the level of scrutiny to which and recently the
same Council leadership is subjecting the popular proposal to twin Epsom and Ewell with Bucha in Ukraine: Full Council
to Strategy and Resources Committee to a Working Group and then all the way back again.

Beyond this local issue lies a wider one. English devolution has long carried a tension between promise and practice.
Powers are announced, structures created, and expectations raised. Yet control — particularly financial control — often
remains at the centre.

The risk is not simply that new layers are added. It is that they exist without the clarity, authority or autonomy needed to
justify them.

None of this is an argument against devolution. The case for decisions being taken closer to the communities they affect
remains strong. But devolution requires more than new institutions.  It  requires transparency about who is making
decisions, on what basis, and with what authority.

As Surrey moves through this period of change, those are not peripheral questions. They are central ones.

Related reports

Cllr Dalton seeks another layer of local government

Cllr Coley on an attempt to create another layer of local government

Epsom on road to twin with world-famous Ukraine town of Bucha

Cllr Dalton seeks another layer of local government
16 April 2026

Epsom & Ewell Borough Council has apparently joined Surrey leaders in backing a bid to Government for a new county-
wide “Foundation Strategic Authority” (FSA), prompting questions about how such a significant step has been taken
locally.

A letter dated 20 March 2026, signed by council leaders across Surrey including Epsom & Ewell’s leader Cllr Hannah
Dalton, (RA Stoneleigh) confirms an Expression of Interest to form the authority by April 2027 .

The proposal forms part of the Government’s latest devolution programme, under which areas without existing mayoral
structures are invited to establish FSAs to coordinate transport, housing, infrastructure, skills and economic development.

What is being proposed?

An FSA would sit above the new unitary councils planned for Surrey in 2027, providing strategic oversight across the
county. The submission to Government describes it as offering “unified strategic leadership” and supporting long-term
planning across a coherent economic area .

FSAs are also widely seen as a potential stepping stone to deeper devolution, including the possibility of a future elected
mayor.

A changing local government landscape

The proposal comes as Surrey undergoes major reorganisation, with existing borough and district councils — including
Epsom & Ewell — due to be replaced by two unitary authorities.

Alongside that, some areas are exploring the creation of parish or community councils.

The combined effect could see a structure emerging of:

https://epsomandewelltimes.com/cllr-dalton-seeks-another-layer-of-local-government
https://epsomandewelltimes.com/cllr-coley-on-an-attempt-to-create-another-layer-of-local-government
https://epsomandewelltimes.com/epsom-on-road-to-twin-with-world-famous-ukraine-town-of-bucha
https://epsomandewelltimes.com/cllr-dalton-seeks-another-layer-of-local-government


27th August 2026

© 2021-2026. No content may be copied without the permission of Epsom and Ewell Times Ltd. Registered office: Upper Chambers, 7 Waterloo Road, Epsom KT19 8AY
5

unitary councils delivering local services,

a county-wide strategic authority shaping major policy,

and more localised parish-level bodies in some areas.

Local concerns over authority and process

In a letter to the Epsom and Ewell Times, CllrAlex Coley (Independent) raises concerns about how the decision to
support the Expression of Interest was taken .

He questions whether the Leader of the Council had authority to sign on behalf of Epsom & Ewell Borough Council, or
whether the action was taken without formal approval through committee or full Council.

That distinction is not merely procedural. If the Expression of Interest was submitted on behalf of the Council, it would
ordinarily be expected to rest on some identifiable constitutional or delegated authority. If not, it raises a different
question as to the capacity in which the letter was signed.

Council leader declines comment

The Epsom and Ewell Times invited Cllr Hannah Dalton to clarify the position. She responded: “As we are in the pre-
election period it is my understanding that elected members should not be making any comments on council matters and
so I will not be providing a comment.”

Cllr Dalton is closely associated with the failed attempt to create parish councils for Epsom and Ewell.

Are pre-election publicity rules engaged?

The pre-election period places restrictions on local authority publicity, under the Code issued pursuant to the Local
Government Act 1986.

However, those provisions are directed at preventing the authority itself from using public resources to publish material
that could influence an election. They do not impose a general prohibition on elected members explaining decisions or
clarifying the basis on which actions have been taken.

More importantly in this context, the issue raised is whether the Expression of Interest was in fact an authorised act of
the Council at all.

If it was, the question of authority is plainly a legitimate matter for public explanation. If it was not, it is difficult to see
how statutory restrictions on “local authority publicity” could apply to a request for clarification of an individual member’s
actions.

Either way, the question goes to accountability, not publicity.

What happens next?

The Government will now consider Surrey’s Expression of Interest. If progressed, further detail will be required on
governance, powers and accountability.

For residents, the immediate issue may be more straightforward: understanding how decisions of this scale are made
locally, and on whose authority they are taken.

Sam Jones – Reporter

Cllr Coley’s letter to Epsom and Ewell Times
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Cllr Coley on an attempt to create another layer of
local government
16 April 2026

Dear Editor,

I read the 29th March letter to the editor “Local Councillors react to hospital merger idea” with great interest. The letter
mentions a decision ‘taken behind closed doors three weeks ago, without public comment and clearly no intention to
engage with residents.’

I agree, this does not augur well. The central theme of the letter is reminiscent of parallel activity at Epsom & Ewell
Borough Council. 

Last  week I  discovered,  by accident,  that  our borough council  has supported an Expression of  Interest  to  form a
Foundation Strategic Authority as part of the Government’s next wave of devolution. This is a significant move with
substantial implications for planning, housing, transport, skills, economic development, net-zero initiatives, police and fire
services and perhaps most crucially – mayoral powers.

Cllr Hannah Dalton, the Leader of the Council in Epsom & Ewell has joined some, but not all, councils in Surrey to sign
the Expression of Interest. There has been no announcement. 

To obtain the proper authority in signing this Expression of Interest some Surrey councils have called an Extraordinary
Council Meeting, some used a committee meeting and some brought a report to their Cabinet delegating authority to their
Leader. There are also some councils which expressly give the constitutional authority to act, to their Leader.

Epsom & Ewell Borough Council has done none of these.

I have subsequently written to the Council’s Chief Executive and Monitoring Officer seeking clarity. 

Do residents wish for their thoughts and concerns for the future to be guessed and assumed, perhaps ignored? Is a
precedent being set, where a lone councillor can make strategic decisions on behalf of our borough without any of us
knowing? Where is the public debate? 
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It feels that we have leadership-in-hiding and decisions made in secret. Like they say in Thelma and Louise “You get what
you settle for.” 

I don’t think we should settle for this.

Yours faithfully,

Cllr Alex Coley (Ruxley), Leader of the Independents – Epsom & Ewell Borough Council

Epsom and Ewell unitary election, a family affair?
16 April 2026

The forthcoming East Surrey Council elections in Epsom and Ewell are shaping up to be something of a family affair,
with a number of candidates sharing surnames – and, it appears, households.

The official Statement of Persons Nominated reveals several instances where voters may find familiar names appearing
more than once on the ballot paper.

In the West Ewell ward, two candidates named Chambers – Sarah Jane and Simon – are both standing for Reform UK,
while the Conservative slate includes Christopher Charles Muller and Tracy Margaret Muller.

Meanwhile, the surname Persand appears no fewer than three times across different wards: Aaron in Epsom Town &
Downs, Kieran in Epsom West,  and Meera in Ewell  Village, Stoneleigh & Nonsuch – suggesting a family presence
spanning multiple parts of the borough.

The pattern continues elsewhere. Labour candidates Kate Chinn and Richard Chinn appear in different wards, and the
Ng surname also features twice, with Keew and Jeanne standing for Labour and the Liberal Democrats respectively.

Perhaps most notably, in West Ewell, Residents’ Association borough councillor Neil Dallen is joined on the ballot in the
same ward by borough councillor Lucie McIntyre. While the surnames differ she is his daughter – underlining the extent
to which family ties intersect with local political life.

None of this is improper. Local elections have long attracted candidates from the same families, particularly in areas with
strong traditions of  civic  involvement such as  Epsom and Ewell.  Political  engagement often runs in  families,  with
experience, networks and commitment passed from one generation to the next.

But for voters, it does add an extra layer of intrigue. With multiple shared surnames across party lines and wards,
the ballot paper will require careful reading to distinguish between candidates – and perhaps a sharper awareness of the
personal connections behind the names.

In an election already notable for ushering in a new era of local government under the Surrey reorganisation, Epsom and
Ewell’s contribution may also be remembered for something more personal: a contest where politics, quite literally, runs
in the family.

Click here for : Details of all candidates for East Surrey Unitary Council standing in Epsom and Ewell

Sam Jones – Reporter

Related reports:

Unitary Council candidates standing in Epsom and Ewell

.
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Unitary Council candidates standing in Epsom and
Ewell
16 April 2026

Click here for : Details of all candidates for East Surrey Unitary Council standing in Epsom and Ewell

In the weeks ahead Epsom and Ewell Times will publish the personal statements of all candidates that wish to provide
them to us.

Residents across Surrey – including Epsom and Ewell – will go to the polls on Thursday 7 May 2026 in elections that will
reshape local government for a generation.

The vote is part of the Government’s programme of Local Government Reorganisation (LGR), which will replace
Surrey’s current two-tier system with two new unitary authorities from April 2027.

For Epsom and Ewell residents, this means voting not for the existing Borough Council, but for councillors who will form
the new East Surrey Council.

What voters are being asked to decide

The 2026 elections will choose councillors for the “shadow” East Surrey Council, a body that will operate alongside
existing councils during a one-year transition period.

These councillors will:

Set the first budgets and council tax levels for the new authority

Establish governance structures and staffing

Oversee the transfer of services ahead of April 2027

Once the new system comes into force, they will continue as full councillors of the new authority until at least 2031.

How the new system will work

Under the reorganisation:

Surrey’s 12 existing councils (county plus districts/boroughs) will be abolished

Two unitary councils – East Surrey and West Surrey – will take over all services

East Surrey will cover areas including Epsom & Ewell, Elmbridge, Mole Valley, Reigate & Banstead and
Tandridge

Each new authority will deliver everything from bin collections and planning to education and social care – functions
currently split between borough and county councils.

Voting system and representation

Voters will be able to choose up to two councillors per ward, with the top two candidates elected under a first-past-the-
post system.

Across East Surrey:

72 councillors will represent 36 wards

Elections are based broadly on current county council divisions

What it means locally

Importantly, no elections are taking place in 2026 for Epsom & Ewell Borough Council itself. Existing borough
and county councillors will remain in post until March 2027, creating a period of overlap.
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For residents, day-to-day services are expected to continue unchanged during the transition.

Registering and voting

To take part:

You must be registered to vote by midnight on 20 April 2026

Photo ID is required at polling stations

Postal and proxy voting options are available

A pivotal local moment

The Surrey LGR Hub describes these elections as a key step in creating a simpler system of local government, with
councillors elected in May playing a “key role in setting up and then running the new councils.”

For Epsom and Ewell, the vote represents a significant shift away from long-standing borough governance towards a
much larger strategic authority – with consequences that will shape local services, taxation and representation for years
to come.

Sam Jones – Reporter

Related reports

Last day to Stand for Surrey’s Unitary Councils

Two unitary proposal confirmed

Epsom & Ewell Borough Council agrees to submit proposal recommending three unitary councils for Surrey

County council set to propose two unitary councils for Surrey

Last day to Stand for Surrey’s Unitary Councils
16 April 2026

Today is the final day to get your name on a Surrey ballot ahead of this year’s once in a generation election.

Surrey County Council was created in 1889 with the 11 boroughs and districts forming in 1974.

This year, they will be dissolved and replaced with two new mega authorities covering the east and west of the old county
as local government moves from the old two-tier system, into two single councils.

This election, set for May 7, will be the first time people get to vote under the new system and today, Thursday April 9, is
the final day for any would-be politicians to get their names on the ballot sheets.

The new councils, East and West Surrey, will be responsible for things that make everyday work, such as waste collection
and recycling, planning and building control, as well as adult social care and children’s services.

The idea is to move to two councils that are effectively responsible for everything, rather than 12 each with their own
agendas. This, the hope is, will simplify local government and improve service delivery  – and ideally make accountability
clearer to residents.

Other  big  ticket  items  the  councils  cover  include  highways  and  transport,  housing  and  homelessness  support,
environmental health, leisure and community services.

Basically it’s where your council tax goes.

To stand for election you must be at least 18, be a British, EU, or a Commonwealth citizen, and be registered to vote or
have lived or worked in the area for at least a year.

Those looking to stand as a member of a political party should contact their preferred groups while independents can
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reach out to the Local Government Association Independent Group for any tips.

Valid nomination papers must be submitted with at least two people, a proposer and a seconder, who have agreed you are
a suitable candidate –  these people need to be on the electoral register in the relevant ward.

Councillors elected in May 2026 will sit on shadow authorities for their new councils for the first year.

This will allow them time to develop budgets and service plans, agree staffing and governance arrangements, and prepare
for the transfer of responsibilities from the existing councils.

The new East and West Surrey Councils will then formally begin operating in April 2027, when Surrey’s 12 legacy
councils will be dissolved.

To stand for election you must email or call the relevant existing council for the area you wish to stand.

Epsom & Ewell Borough Council
Email: electoralservices@epsom-ewell.gov.uk
Telephone: 01372 732000

Chris Caulfield LDRS

Map 2.2 Surrey East West. (Credit: Elmbridge Borough Council)

Related reports

Two unitary proposal confirmed

Epsom & Ewell Borough Council agrees to submit proposal recommending three unitary councils for Surrey

County council set to propose two unitary councils for Surrey

Information on Epsom and Ewell Council’s perished
parishes plan blocked on cost
16 April 2026

A dispute between a resident and Epsom & Ewell Borough Council over the conduct of its Community Governance Review
(CGR) has escalated, despite the Council’s decision to abandon plans for new parish-style community councils.

In  March,  the  Council  dropped  proposals  to  create  Epsom and  Ewell  Community  Councils  after  its  second-stage
consultation produced a decisive result, with around 82% of over 2200 respondents opposing the plans.

However, correspondence seen by the Epsom & Ewell  Times shows that concerns about how the consultation was
conducted — and how the Council has responded to those concerns — remain unresolved.

Resident raises formal concerns over consultation process

Local government elector Nathan Elvery and a former Council CEO submitted a detailed pre-action protocol letter in early
March raising potential legal concerns about the CGR process, including:

• the design of the initial consultation survey and whether a clear “No” option was available
• the adequacy and transparency of financial information
• whether alternative governance models were considered
• compliance with consultation law principles
• whether equality duties had been properly addressed

He also submitted a series of Freedom of Information requests seeking disclosure of internal documents and analysis.

In  a  follow-up  email  to  the  Council’s  Chief  Executive  dated  3rd  April,  Mr  Elvery  expressed  concern  that  his
correspondence had not been substantively addressed, stating that the Council had treated his pre-action protocol letter
as “a routine information request” rather than engaging with the legal issues raised.

He wrote that more than four weeks had passed without acknowledgement from senior officers and that “none of this has
happened” in terms of the Council’s own commitments to timely responses.

FOI request refused on cost grounds

On 1 April, the Council responded to Mr Elvery’s FOI requests by confirming that it holds the information sought but
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declining to provide it on the basis that complying would exceed the statutory cost limit under the Freedom of Information
Act.

The Council stated that responding would take more than 18 hours of officer time and was therefore not required under
Section 12 of the Act.

In his 3rd April email, Mr Elvery challenges this position, arguing that the Council has improperly aggregated multiple
requests to exceed the cost threshold and has failed to meet its duty to provide advice and assistance to narrow the
request.

He also argues that some elements of the request — such as whether an Equality Impact Assessment exists or whether
legal advice was obtained — could be answered quickly and should not have been refused.

Internal review and possible ICO referral

Mr Elvery has now requested a formal internal review of the Council’s FOI decision and indicated that he will refer the
matter to the Information Commissioner’s Office if the refusal is upheld.

He has also renewed his request for a substantive response to the issues raised in his original pre-action letter, including
confirmation of what steps the Council intends to take to ensure that future consultations comply with legal requirements.

Although he confirms that he will  not pursue judicial  review following the Council’s  decision to abandon the CGR
proposals,  he  states  that  the  procedural  issues  identified  remain  relevant  to  how  the  Council  conducts  future
consultations under local government reorganisation.

Consultation outcome settles policy but not process

The Council’s decision not to proceed with creating community councils has resolved the immediate policy question.
However, the issues raised in the FOI correspondence highlight continuing debate about the consultation process itself.

One recurring point is that the CGR consultation did not include Neighbourhood Area Committees (NACs) — currently
being piloted elsewhere in Surrey — as an option for residents to consider.

Epsom and Ewell Tines (EET) survey suggests alternative preference

Alongside the Council’s consultation, the Epsom & Ewell Times conducted an independent reader survey.

Although based on a smaller sample of only 112 respondents, the survey found:

• around 75% support for NAC-style local engagement structures
• a similarly high level of opposition to community councils as reflected in the Council’s consultation

Unlike the official consultation, the EET survey invited respondents to compare different models of local representation.

Transparency and future implications

The Council’s use of the cost exemption under the Freedom of Information Act is a lawful mechanism where a request
requires disproportionate time and expense. However, the refusal has left a number of substantive questions unanswered
in the public domain.

These include how consultation options were framed, what alternatives were considered, and how financial information
was developed and presented to residents.

With Surrey’s local government reorganisation continuing, and new governance structures still to be defined, the issues
raised in this case may have implications beyond the now-abandoned community council proposals.

The outcome of the internal review — and any subsequent decision by the Information Commissioner — may determine
whether further information is disclosed.

For  now,  while  the policy  proposal  has  been withdrawn,  the debate about  process,  transparency and future local
representation in Epsom and Ewell remains ongoing.

Sam Jones – Reporter

Related reports:

Sun sets on Residents’ Associations’ cherished Parishes for Epsom and Ewell

Epsom and Ewell to ditch Parish Councils plan

Many more …… search “parish council”
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Plans for 130 Kingswood homes ‘absolute disgrace’
as nearly 700 objectors speak
16 April 2026

Plans to build up to 130 homes on protected green belt land between Kingswood and Burgh Heath have sparked a fierce
backlash, with nearly 700 objections lodged by residents.

Developers want outline planning permission for the scheme on 13 hectares of farmland off Canons Lane, with details like
layout and design to be decided later. The proposal includes a mix of homes, nearly half classed as “affordable”, alongside
green space, play areas, allotments and a community orchard.

Lightwood, the developers, state the land presents a “opportunity to create a high-quality, thoughtfully designed place to
live, work and connect with nature”.

But the scale and location of the development have become the biggest flashpoints. The site sits in the Metropolitan Green
Belt and an Area of Great Landscape Value, currently made up of open fields used for farming. It also borders existing
homes and is criss-crossed by public footpaths used by walkers and cyclists.

Residents say building here would mean sacrificing one of the last stretches of countryside before Greater London.

One objector called the plans “an absolute disgrace”, warning they would “start the loss of the last remaining parcels of
farming land” and harm wildlife. Others pointed to records of protected and declining bird species on the land, arguing
the development would fragment habitats and disrupt migration routes.

Traffic is another major concern. Access would come from Canons Lane, with opponents saying the rural road is not fit for
the extra cars likely to come with 130 households. Nearby routes, including the busy A217, are already under pressure at
peak times.

There are also doubts about whether the scheme would genuinely tackle the housing crisis. Some residents argue that so-
called affordable homes (typically priced below market rates rather than at social rent) would still be out of reach for
many.

Despite this, developers say the site is in a sustainable location, within walking or cycling distance of schools, shops and
transport links, including Kingswood railway station. They argue it would form a logical extension to the existing built-up
area and deliver much-needed housing.

The plans also promise environmental  measures,  including new tree planting,  upgraded footpaths,  and sustainable
drainage systems designed to reduce flood risk.

In planning terms, the application is only seeking approval ‘in principle’, with all detailed design matters reserved for a
later stage except for the main access point.

Supporters say the benefits, particularly new homes and affordable housing, should carry significant weight. But with
objections outnumbering supporters almost 175 to one, the council faces a contentious decision over whether those
benefits outweigh the loss of protected countryside.

Emily Dalton LDRS

View of  the outline of  the proposed development site  between Canons Lane and Doric  Drive,  Kingswood.  (Credit:
Lightwood planning documents)

Surrey  tech  pioneers  get  £25k  boost  in  start-up
drive
16 April 2026
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Surrey’s emerging tech entrepreneurs have been given a significant boost after more than 30 early-stage innovators
completed the first cohort of a new county-wide startup programme.

Surrey  Venture  Studios  (SVS),  a  business  growth initiative  backed by  the  University  of  Surrey  and partners,  has
supported participants through workshops, mentoring and pitching opportunities aimed at turning early ideas into viable
technology businesses.  The programme offers selected founders £25,000 in funding alongside six months of expert
support to help launch and scale their ventures.

First cohort builds momentum

Organisers say the inaugural cohort brought together a diverse range of innovators working across multiple sectors, all
benefiting from access to experienced mentors and investors. Participants attended intensive workshops designed to
refine ideas and prepare them for pitching to expert panels.

Ody Bassioukas, manager of Surrey Venture Studios, said the programme had already demonstrated how quickly ideas
could develop with the right support: “It’s been incredibly energising to see just how much progress can happen in a
matter of days… ideas gaining clarity, confidence building, and new pathways starting to take shape.”

Among those taking part was Elizabeth Baldwin, founder of Puzzle Proof, a digital system aimed at supporting survivors of
domestic abuse. She said the programme had helped validate her idea and encouraged her to take it forward.

Industry figures have also backed the initiative. Iain Jamieson, chairman of the S100 Angel Investment Club, described
the programme as “exactly the kind of support that is needed” to help new entrepreneurs succeed.

Applications open for next round

Following the success of the first cohort, applications are now open for a second intake, with a deadline of 8 May and
workshops scheduled for June.

The programme is open to people living, working or studying in Surrey and includes an initial two-day workshop and
pitching process, with successful applicants progressing to the funded accelerator stage.

Caroline  Fleming,  director  of  the  Surrey  Innovation  District  ecosystem  at  the  University  of  Surrey,  encouraged
prospective applicants to come forward: “This is your opportunity to realise your tech entrepreneur ambition, supported
by our world-class innovation ecosystem.”

Addressing a gap in startup support

Surrey Venture Studios has been developed in collaboration with Royal Holloway and the University for the Creative Arts,
alongside Surrey County Council, to address what organisers describe as a longstanding gap in support for very early-
stage innovators.

By combining funding, mentoring and structured development, the programme aims to help bridge the gap between
concept and commercial readiness for new technology businesses.

A webinar for prospective applicants is scheduled for 21 April, offering further information on how the scheme works and
how to apply.

Sam Jones – Reporter

.
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Caterham will try to force a rental of long empty
Post Office
16 April 2026

A long-empty post office building in the heart of Caterham could finally be brought back into use under new council
powers despite concerns over cost, risk and whether it will work.

Tandridge District councillors approved plans on March 26 to use a Government-backed High Street Rental Auction to
force the former Station Avenue site to be let after years of vacancy in a prominent town centre location.

Members said the building has become a “significant eyesore” and a source of frustration for residents and businesses.
Cllr Rob Spencer said: “You come to Caterham and you’re looking at a dead, old building,” adding the council had reached
“the end of our tether” waiting for it to be occupied.

How the scheme works

Under the scheme, the council can designate the town centre for a High Street Rental Auction and formally notify the
landlord. If the owner fails to secure a tenant, the council can step in to market and auction the lease, with a tenant
potentially in place within around six months.

If successful, the move could bring the building back into use, boosting footfall and improving the high street.

However, officers warned the situation is complex. The property has multiple owners, and high asking rents and sale
prices have deterred interest so far. They added it is still possible no suitable offers will come forward, even through an
auction process.

Concerns over cost

The project is expected to cost around £15,000, with some money potentially recovered through grants and fees. Officers
also noted the council cannot guarantee it will recover costs, with much of the expense tied up in staff time.

However, councillors raised concerns about where the funding would come from. Cllr Jeremy Pursehouse said: “It does
sound like we’re rummaging down the side of the sofa.”
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Mixed views from councillors

Opinion among members was divided. Cllr Mike Crane backed the proposal, calling it “a no-brainer” and suggesting the
committee was “over-thinking” the issue.

But Cllr Perry Chotai warned the move could “set a precedent” and criticised the lack of detailed analysis. “This sounds a
bit like a Trumpian style of analysis,” he said, calling for clearer evidence on risks and outcomes.

Despite reservations, councillors agreed to press ahead, viewing the auction as a potential way to revive the town centre
even if success is not guaranteed and public money may be at risk.

Emily Dalton LDRS

Former Caterham post office. (Credit: Google street view)

Box Hill’s Zig Zag Road Leads to Straight Ban on
Antisocial Riding
16 April 2026

Motorcyclists near Box Hill  are being targeted despite the “vast majority” who visit  the Surrey beauty spot being
“considerate people who behave respectfully”. A Public Spaces Protection Order is being introduced around the National
Trust site following efforts from residents in Mickleham and Westhumble over what they said was excessive noise and acts
of anti-social behaviour. Mole Valley District Council then carried out consultation on whether to make certain behaviour
an offence within the defined area.

This  includes,  revving  engines,  keeping  engines  idling,  speeding,  stunts,  driving  in  a  convoy,  exhaust  popping  or
backfiring, racing, for sudden or rapid acceleration. The area covered includes the world famous Zig Zag road and the
roundabout near Denbies wine estate.

The decision was taken by the council’s March executive committee after 603 people, 62 per cent of those who took part
in the consultation, backed the measures – compared with 29 per cent who were against and nine per cent who were
undecided. It will remain in place for three years unless renewed with the council estimating it will come into effect this
summer once necessary signage is installed.

Councillor Caroline Joseph (Liberal Democrat: Fetcham) said: “The consultation revealed a polarised view about whether
a PSPO should be introduced ranging from citing behaviour that it disrupts residents’ lives and threatening safety to
viewing it as unenforceable and being harmful to local businesses and long-standing biker traditions. “Motorcycle riding
at Boxhill and the surrounding area dates back to at least the 1920s from early racing and trials, and the Surrey Hills area
remains a popular destination. “It is important to recognise that the vast majority of motorcyclists in this area are
considerate people who behave respectfully.”

Bike groups are concerned it will impact their long-standing enjoyment of the area and groups. She added: “It’s not aimed
at spoiling those traditions but it’s meant to encourage less antisocial behaviour by those who don’t respect the traditional
activity of bikers in the area. “The purpose of the order is only to prohibit the behaviours that cause a public nuisance.”
“The introduction of the PSPO will benefit visitors to the local area and those residents and businesses whose quality of
life has been affected by vehicle noise all while not affecting responsible and considerate drivers and riders who use Mole
Valley’s roads.” The council said it was open to extending the order’s coverage but would require further consultation –
which would need to be done outside the upcoming election period.

Chris Caulfield LDRS

Zig Zag Road (image Google)

Epsom’s Rainbow Centre former operators drive up
Leatherhead Leisure Centre visitor numbers
16 April 2026
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BBC reports: Visitor numbers are booming at Leatherhead Leisure Centre on the back of major investment to rebuild the
site’s reputation, staffing, and facilities. GLL Leisure (former Rainbow Centre contractors) took over management of the
centre last year – which at the time had just three full-time staff. Knowing this would be a major issue, the company began
recruitment months before the contract took over – leading to it having full management staffing from day one. That, and
investing “well over” what they bid on refurbishing the site, together with timetabling tweaks, has seen memberships soar
with almost double the amount of visits on last year.

The encouraging figures were presented by GLL Leisure staff to Mole Valley District Council’s March 24 external scrutiny
committee. The first phase had been to turn the ship and rebuild reputations. They said: “Leatherhead Leisure Centre had
a  poor  reputation  under  the  previous  leisure  contractor  in  respect  that  the  building  had  deteriorated  –  and  the
preservation of the building was the first priority. We also wanted to make sure that we had enough staff to run the
building as previously there was a lack of staff. There were literally two lifeguards that we took on and one manager.”

So far the numbers have shown the effort has been worthwhile with memberships at Leatherhead at 4,600 – up 1,800 in
just a single year. Visitor numbers soared as well from 260,000 per year in 2024 to 508,000 last year. They believe a
similar approach at Dorking Leisure Centre – which GLL Leisure also run, should see similar results.

They added: “We knew Leatherhead was a destination many many years ago and we wanted to get that back. We invested
well over what we put in the bid but we had real confidence that it was going to work, and it really has. A lot of people
have come from private health clubs to come and use the leisure centre, as part of the new gym development so that’s a
real good indicator that people are coming back to public centres rather than spending over the top on private health club
provisions.”

Chris Caulfield LDRS

Image: Leatherhead Leisure Centre (Image Google)

Related reports:

Epsom’s Rainbow Leisure Centre Places new operators

Gold star at the end of the Rainbow

Pot of gold for Rainbow?

“It’s my meeting”: Cllr Dallen stops questions about his role in alleged Rainbow “cover-up”.

Epsom and Ewell Council transparency row erupts as council backs publication of urgent decisions

Cllr Dallen accused of £1/2 m Epsom & Ewell Council cover-up

GLL used to operate the Rainbow Centre but were replaced in October 2025 when Epsom and Ewell Borough Council
awarded the contract to Places Leisure. In the coming weeks Epsom and Ewell Times hopes to complete an investigative
report on circumstances surrounding the management contracts between Epsom and Ewell Borough Council and the
Rainbow Centre operators.
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