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Not MPs’ expenses again!?

8 October 2025
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Some Surrey MPs have racked up thousands of pounds in hotel stays or London rent, despite their constituencies being
within commuting distance of Westminster.

The rules allow MPs who live outside London to rent a property or book hotels if late-night votes or early starts make the
journey “unreasonable”. Hotel bills are capped at £230 a night in London. But many Surrey residents might see the
distances involved as a “normal” daily commute.

According to the Independent Parliamentary Standards Authority (IPSA), Zoe Franklin (Liberal Democrat), MP for
Guildford, has claimed £3,919.42 for 18 nights in London hotels between September 2024 and April 2025 - roughly two
stays a month. Dr Al Pinkerton (Liberal Democrat), MP for Surrey Heath, has claimed £4,543 for 22 hotel stays in the
same period, including a four-night stint last October costing £780 and five separate nights this April. Will Forster
(Liberal Democrat), MP for Woking, spent £367.84 on a two-night stay in February after returning from a parliamentary
trip to Ukraine.

Meanwhile, some of their Conservative colleagues have other arrangements. Greg Stafford (Conservative), MP for
Farnham and Bordon, has reportedly spent £9,592.52 on accommodation over five months, including nearly £8,000 to rent
a London property between November 2024 and March 2025, excluding council tax and utility bills. Travelling from Mr
Stafford’s constituency office in Farnham and Bordon takes on average 1 hour 25 minutes by car or 1 hour 50 minutes by
train. Mr Stafford has been approached for comment.

Under IPSA rules, MPs can claim expenses for renting or staying in London when parliamentary business requires it. Up
to £31,800 a year is available for MPs’ accommodation budgets in such cases.

Other Surrey MPs take a different approach. Jeremy Hunt (Conservative), MP for Godalming and Ash, owns a London
property, while Claire Coutinho (Conservative), MP for East Surrey (Tandridge area), has her own London flat. Neither
claims rent or hotel expenses.

A spokesperson for Zoe Franklin said: “Zoe has stayed in overnight accommodation in London after late night sittings in
Parliament. This is in line with IPSA guidance. Zoe will continue to focus on working hard and delivering for the people of
Guildford constituency.”

A spokesperson for Will Forster said: “Will stayed in a London hotel for two nights in February 2025 following his return
from Ukraine as part of a parliamentary delegation to mark the third anniversary of the Russian invasion. Debate in the
Commons on the following day extended late into the evening.”

A spokesperson for Dr Al Pinkerton said: “As Surrey Heath is classed as an out-of-London constituency, Dr Pinkerton is
entitled under IPSA rules to claim accommodation costs in London when parliamentary duties require it. Rather than
renting a permanent flat, he has chosen to use hotel accommodation on an occasional basis - for example, when late-night
votes or early morning meetings make commuting impractical. This approach provides flexibility and ensures costs remain
within IPSA’s set limits. It also enables Dr Pinkerton to maximise his effectiveness as Surrey Heath’s representative by
being present and fully engaged in parliamentary business while avoiding unnecessary expenditure.”

Emily Dalton LDRS

From top left going clockwise:
1. Zoe Franklin (Liberal Democrat, Guildford)
2. Dr Al Pinkerton (Liberal Democrat, Surrey Heath)
3. Greg Stafford (Conservative, Farnham and Bordon)

4. Will Forster (Liberal Democrat, Woking)

Photos from UK Parliament

© 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
1


https://epsomandewelltimes.com/not-mps-expenses-again
https://epsomandewelltimes.com/author/emily-dalton

= EPSOM & EWELL TIMES

Far the community, oy Ehe community. & nog-tor-proft service

23rd April 2026

ISSN 2753-2771

° L0

Poll points to further Conservative decline in Surrey

8 October 2025

Reform UK is in line to win its first Surrey seat, according to a major YouGov poll. The survey of 13,000 people’s voting
intentions suggests three Surrey MPs would lose their jobs with the Liberal Democrats being the largest beneficiaries in
the county - if a General Election was called today.

Nationally, the polls say the United Kingdom is headed for another hung parliament with Reform, the Nigel Farage led
party that succeeded UKIP after Brexit, emerging as the largest party. In Surrey voters are leaning a different way.

The three Surrey seats that would switch allegiance would be Spelthorne, Farnham and Bordon, and Godalming and Ash.
All three seats are currently held by the Conservatives with Lincoln Jopp, Greg Stafford and Jeremy Hunt projected to lose
their jobs as the Tories crumple to just 45 MPs.

Projected to take their places would be two Liberal Democrats and Surrey’s first Reform MP. If the voting patterns held
true Dorking and Horley, Woking, Guildford, Esher and Walton, Godalming and Ash, Epsom and Ewell, Surrey Heath, and
Farnham and Bordon, would all go to the Liberal Democrats to give them eight MPs.

The Conservatives would hold East Surrey, Reigate, Runnymede and Weybridge, and Windsor, to give them four MPs.
While Reform UK with 27 per cent is expected to edge out the Conservatives on 25 per cent and the Liberal Democrats on
20 per cent to win Spelthorne.

Nationally YouGov’s seat-by-seat analysis indicates Reform UK would secure 311 seats in the Commons, short of the 326
required to demand a majority but far and away the largest party - and 306 MPs more than it currently has. The poll has
Labour dropping from its 411 landslide victory in 2024 to 144 with the Lib Dems on 78 and the Conservatives which had
been in Government for 14 years prior before losing last year would slip to 45 seats.

YouGov says its seat projections come with uncertainty and that volatility is now the norm in British electoral politics.
They say Reform UK would win at least 82 seats by less than five percentage points and that there was a possibility it
could lose them all, leaving the party well short of a parliamentary majority rather than within touching distance.

Chris Caulfield LDRS

Epsom and Ewell MP calls for SEND action

8 October 2025

| : ." - .f
Helen Maguire MP for Epsom and Ewell renewed her call for immediate government action to address the crisis in
Special Educational Needs and Disabilities (SEND) services, following her attendance at both the Fight for Ordinary

SEND rally on Parliament Square and the Westminster Hall debate on Children with SEND: Assessments and Support,
held on 15 September 2025.

At the Parliament Square rally, Ms. Maguire met with parents and carers who shared deeply troubling accounts, including
cases in which children appear to have been removed from the register for an Education, Health and Care Plan (EHCP),
despite ongoing and substantial need. Families also raised concerns about long waiting lists, lack of specialist provision,
and inconsistent support from local authorities.

A key piece of evidence cited by rally-attendees relates to new findings from the Centre for Justice Innovation (CJI).
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According to C]JI’s literature review and follow-up research:

= A very high proportion of children who are sentenced by criminal courts have identified SEND. For example, one
statistic shows that 71% of children sentenced between April 2019 and March 2020 had identified speech,
language and communication needs (SLCN).

= More broadly, children with SEND are significantly overrepresented throughout the youth justice system:
amongst those cautioned or sentenced for offences (including serious violence), over 80% have been recorded as
ever having special educational needs; for prolific offenders it’s even higher.

= Barriers to effective diversion have been consistently highlighted: children with communication or learning
difficulties are less likely to be diverted out of the formal justice system because their needs are either
unrecognised or misinterpreted as behavioural problems.

» The CJI reports that data on SEND in diversion programmes is patchy, with inconsistent recording, varying
assessment tools, and a lack of standardisation, which obstructs accountability and improvement.

These findings underline how failures in early identification, assessment, and support not only impact children’s education
but may also increase risk of contact with the justice system.

Westminster Hall Debate & SEND Petition

The Westminster Hall debate Children with SEND: Assessments and Support took place, prompted by a petition titled
“Retain legal right to assessment and support in education for children with SEND”, which attracted over 122,000
signatures. The petition calls on the Government to maintain existing legal protections (including the EHCP process) and
improve the timeliness and quality of assessments.

MPs from across parties spoke powerfully about how delays in EHCP assessment, weak enforcement, and underfunding
are leaving children and families without vital support. Some remarked on whether changes being mooted to the law may
reduce legal guarantees for EHCPs—something campaigners have strongly opposed.

Case Example from Helen Maguire in Debate

During the debate, Helen Maguire shared a case from her own constituency:

“Four-year-old Maeve lives in my constituency and has cerebral palsy. She requires constant care, is unable to walk, has
limited speech and has multiple ongoing medical conditions that require attention. Despite that, and despite the fact that
her parents applied to Surrey County Council almost a year ago, the council has refused to even assess her for an EHCP.
She started school last week, but still does not have an agreed plan in place.”

This story underlines how delays and refusal to assess are not abstract problems—they are happening now and affecting
young children with complex needs.

What Must Be Done

Helen Maguire is calling on the Government to take the following measures urgently:

1. Restore and protect the legal rights associated with EHCPs, ensuring that children who need assessments
receive them promptly, and that the process is enforced.

2. Increase funding to SEND services and local authorities, especially for specialist care, speech and language
therapy, and other supports that are in short supply.

3. Shorten waiting lists and reduce the backlog of assessments, so that children are not forced to begin school (or
continue schooling) without the plan and support they are legally entitled to.

4. Ensure better data and transparency, particularly in diversion and youth justice settings, so the over-
representation of SEND children is properly understood and addressed.

5. Improve training among professionals in education, local government and justice system sectors so that SEND
is identified and accommodated, not misinterpreted as misconduct or behavioural issues.

Helen Maguire MP said: “We are seeing families shattered by delays, by refusals to assess, by thousands of children
starting school without the support they clearly need. The statistics show that without early intervention, children with
SEND risk falling into a system that is not equipped for them. The Government must act now—not in months, but
immediately—on funding, waiting lists, and legal rights. Our children deserve nothing less.”

Sam Jones - Reporter
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Related reports:
Surrey MPs slam SEND profiteers
£4.9 million not enough to solve Surrey’s SEND problems?

Surrey sent on a U-turn on SEND by MPs?

Pavement Parking: Epsom & Ewell MP Speaks Out

8 October 2025

3rd September Helen Maguire, Liberal Democrat MP for Epsom & Ewell, spotlighted in a Parliament debate a pressing
local frustration: pavement parking.

A Daily Struggle on Our Footpaths

Maguire painted a vivid picture of everyday life here in Epsom & Ewell—where pavements are meant to be safe, shared
spaces, but too often become obstacles.

According to Guide Dogs UK, four out of five blind or partially sighted people report difficulty walking on pavements at
least once a week, and 95% have been forced onto the road because vehicles encroach even slightly. For wheelchair and
mobility scooter users, this alarming figure leaps to 99%. Even parents aren’t spared: 87% say they’ve had to step into the
road, and 80% would walk their children to school more often if pavements weren’t blocked.

Maguire also revealed a telling local anecdote: on one evening alone, a constituent counted 23 mopeds and motorbikes
cluttering a pavement, forcing people into traffic and weaving in and out unpredictably. It's these small moments that
undermine our sense of safety—and, by extension, our freedom.

The Patchwork of Laws

Here’s the head-scratcher: pavement parking is banned in London (for fifty years) and across Scotland unless your council
specifically says otherwise. But elsewhere in England, the rule is reversed: it’s allowed unless a Traffic Regulation Order
(TRO) is put in place—a long, expensive local process.

Driving onto pavements is already illegal under Section 72 of the Highways Act 1835—but, as Helen pointed out, few
people even know the finer points of the law. One survey found just 5% of drivers understand all aspects.

A Consultation Left Hanging—and Growing Frustration

It’'s now nearly five years since the government ran a consultation titled Pavement parking: options for change, which
closed in November 2020. It proposed everything from simplifying the TRO process to introducing a national default
ban—but still, there’s been no government response or action. Helen called on ministers to act before the consultation’s
fifth anniversary rolls around this autumn.

Lessons from Closer to Home—and Farther Afield

London and Scotland show what’s possible: clearer rules, better enforcement, safer walking spaces. In Scotland, since the
Transport Act 2019 came into force, councils have issued thousands of fines—raising almost £1 million in the process,
with Edinburgh alone accounting for around £441,000, and showing that civil enforcement works.

Meanwhile, in England, research from Guide Dogs underscores the human cost—injuries, forced urban detours,
isolation—and Living Streets found that 65% of drivers admitted to pavement parking, while 43% had done so in the past
six months.

What It Means for Epsom & Ewell

For our residents—those with visual impairments, mobility challenges, parents with prams—the pavement should be a
path to independence, not a blockade.

Maguire’s plea is clear: she wants a national default ban on pavement parking—one that gives the police and councils
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clarity, hones enforcement, and safeguards community spaces.

What Could Come Next?

= A national ban as the starting point, with councils able to allow exceptions where needed.
= Proper powers for civil enforcement—think PCNs—not just confusing laws in dusty books.
= A public campaign: educating drivers, building understanding, reducing dangerous impromptu parking.

= Local upgrades to pavements: smoother, wider, safer—so more of us feel confident walking around Epsom &
Ewell.
Related report:
Epsom High St in need of more love?

Deliveroo drivers outside McDonalds Epsom

Surrey MPs slam SEND profiteers

8 October 2025
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A new analysis of Surrey’s special educational needs and disabilities (SEND) provision reveals growing concern over
spiralling costs, limited local authority capacity, and soaring profits among private providers - all while many children
with special needs remain without adequate support.

The situation has drawn particular attention following the release of financial data from companies operating independent
special schools across the UK, including in Surrey. The Witherslack Group, which operates Bramley Hill School in
Tadworth, reported a turnover of £208 million and an operating profit of £44.6 million this year - up from £172.8 million
turnover and £34.8 million profit the year before. Some private providers, backed by private equity firms, have posted
profit margins exceeding 20%.

In contrast, Surrey County Council - responsible for delivering education for over 16,000 children in the county with
Education, Health and Care Plans (EHCPs) - faces an ongoing struggle to balance growing demand against limited state
sector capacity. The Council’s own figures show that last year, it spent £122 million—almost half of its £270 million
high needs block grant—on placements at non-maintained and independent schools.

The root of the issue lies in a long-standing shortage of suitable local authority-run SEND schools, which has left the
Council heavily reliant on private sector provision. That reliance has come at a cost, both financial and human. According
to Council data, 1,809 children in Surrey were recorded as being out of school for over a third of the time
during the 2023/24 academic year. Campaigners and parents report delays in assessments, a lack of transparency in
placement decisions, and limited accountability from some providers.

The County Council has committed to increasing in-county SEND provision. Its SEND Capital Programme, launched in
2020, aims to create 1,500 new maintained school places by 2030, with hundreds already in development. But critics
argue progress is too slow, and that excessive profits among private providers are draining funds that could otherwise
support local services.

Surrey’s six Liberal Democrat MPs - Al Pinkerton, Chris Coghlan, Helen Maguire, Monica Harding, Will Forster, and Zoe
Franklin - have now called for a legal cap on profits made by private SEND providers. They propose a maximum margin
of 8%, aligning with figures cited by the Office for National Statistics for average business profitability. The same
threshold has also been suggested by the Education Secretary in the context of children’s social care reform.

In a joint statement, the MPs said:

“It is completely unacceptable that the top private SEND providers in Surrey are lining their pockets by exploiting a
system that has been left in crisis by repeated failures from the Conservatives. Supporting places at non-maintained
independent schools accounted for £122 million last year - money that could go further in public provision.”

“We are deeply concerned to see this greedy profiteering from private equity firms, especially when parents across Surrey
are raising serious concerns about standards and support at some schools, including Bramley Hill.”

Surrey County Council has not commented directly on the profit figures but continues to highlight its strategic
commitment to invest in new local SEND places. Its latest SEND Partnership Strategy focuses on co-producing services
with families, improving timely access to support, and reducing reliance on high-cost placements. However, significant
financial risks remain. In February, the Council acknowledged its high needs block deficit was continuing to grow, even
with Government intervention schemes such as the “Safety Valve” programme.
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Meanwhile, media scrutiny continues to follow the role of private companies in special education nationally. The BBC
recently investigated complaints involving private SEND schools, and MPs including Monica Harding have raised
questions in Parliament about accountability and off-rolling practices.

Parents and campaigners across Surrey continue to call for stronger regulation, more timely provision, and long-term
investment in inclusive education. As one parent told EET: “We need a system that puts children first - not shareholders.”

Image: cc Bruce Matsunaga. Licence details

Assisted Dying Bill Passes in Commons — Epsom
MP Explains Absence

8 October 2025

In a historic moment for UK parliamentary debate, the Assisted Dying Bill passed its third reading in the House of
Commons on Friday 20 June 2025, following a narrow but decisive vote. MPs voted 314 in favour and 291 against, a
margin of just 23 votes, paving the way for the Bill’s progression to the House of Lords.

The Terminally I1l Adults (End of Life) Bill, introduced by Labour MP Kim Leadbetter, proposes to legalise assisted
dying for terminally ill adults in England and Wales who are medically expected to live for six months or less. Under the
Bill’s framework, individuals would be able to request life-ending medication, to be self-administered following a rigorous
process of approvals.

That process would require sign-off by two independent doctors and a special three-member oversight panel comprising a
legal expert, psychiatrist, and social worker. Earlier provisions for High Court authorisation were removed in the final
draft to streamline implementation, a move both welcomed and criticised in equal measure.

Supporters of the Bill argue that it reflects modern values around personal autonomy and compassionate end-of-life care,
allowing individuals the dignity of choosing how and when they die. They point to robust safeguards within the Bill —
including mental capacity assessments, a residency requirement, and a mandatory waiting period — as protections for
vulnerable people. Medical professionals would retain the right to opt out on grounds of conscience.

Opponents, including some religious leaders and palliative care specialists, argue that the Bill could open the door to
pressure on the elderly, disabled or chronically ill to end their lives prematurely. They also warn that overstretched NHS
and social care services might struggle to implement the regulatory framework effectively.

Among those unable to cast their vote was Epsom and Ewell’s Liberal Democrat MP, Helen Maguire, who has
consistently supported the Bill in previous readings. Ms Maguire issued the following full statement to the Epsom and
Ewell Times explaining her absence:

“I am disappointed to have been unable to attend the vote. I have consistently voted for this Bill.

My absence on the voting date of Friday, June 20th, was due to a pre-planned parliamentary trip. This visit was scheduled
before the voting date was confirmed and unfortunately could not be moved.

This is an issue I care about profoundly, and I gave serious thought as to whether I should be away. In the end, I was
paired with another MP who was unable to attend as they hold a different view from me, which meant that our absences
effectively cancelled each other out in terms of the final result.

While this did offer some reassurance to my conscience, I appreciate that my absence may still be disappointing to those
who had hoped to see a vote recorded in person. Please know that I have made it a priority to attend all other sitting
Fridays when the assisted dying bill was debated, precisely because of how important I know these debates and votes are,
particularly on such sensitive and personal matters.”

With the Bill now heading to the House of Lords for further scrutiny, attention turns to whether peers will support what
could become one of the most significant moral and legal reforms in recent decades. While some in the Lords remain
sceptical, others are warning against frustrating legislation that has cleared the elected chamber by a democratic vote.

Whether or not the Bill survives its passage through the Lords, the June 20th vote represents a shift in the national
conversation — one that brings the UK a step closer to joining countries like Canada, New Zealand, and parts of the
United States in legalising assisted dying under carefully controlled conditions.
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MP Slams ‘Patchwork Repairs’ as local Hospitals
Face £150m Backlog

8 October 2025

Liberal Democrat MP for Epsom & Ewell, Helen Maguire, has criticised the government’s response to the mounting repair
crisis at Epsom and St Helier hospitals, warning that the very future of local NHS services could be at risk without urgent
and substantial investment.

Speaking in the House of Commons this week, Maguire welcomed a recent £12.1 million allocation for Epsom and St
Helier University Hospitals NHS Trust but described the sum as “a drop in the ocean” compared to the scale of need.

“Our current maintenance backlog alone amounts to £150 million,” states the St George’s, Epsom and St Helier Hospital
Group (GESH), which manages the trust. “We estimate our backlog maintenance will rise by £180 million over five years
— or £36 million per year.”

During Health and Social Care Questions in Parliament on 17 June, Maguire challenged Health Secretary Wes Streeting
to visit the hospitals and witness conditions firsthand. “Patients and staff deserve safe and modern facilities, not
patchwork repairs,” she told MPs.

Read the full exchange in Hansard

The Health Secretary acknowledged the scale of the challenge, saying both he and the Minister for Secondary Care, Karin
Smyth MP, had met with local MPs about the issue. He cited a £207 million capital allocation to the NHS South West
London Integrated Care Board — covering the broader region — and reiterated that the government was “reversing the
trend” of underinvestment, blaming the previous Conservative government for leaving “a £37 billion black hole in NHS
capital.”

However, Maguire was left unimpressed by the response.

“It is disappointing that the Health Secretary ignored my invitation to come down and see firsthand the scale of the
challenge at Epsom & St Helier,” she said after the debate.

“If he spent a day in the shoes of one of our exceptional doctors or nurses, caring for patients amidst crumbling walls and
leaking ceilings, I'm sure he too would share the grave concerns that I and my Liberal Democrat colleagues Bobby Dean
MP and Luke Taylor MP have for our local hospitals.

“£12.1 million does not even begin to touch the sides compared with what our hospitals need right now.”

The MP also stressed the importance of not placing all hope in the new specialist emergency care hospital planned for
Sutton. “Alongside the new hospital building in Sutton to ease the pressure on Epsom & St Helier, patients and staff
deserve safe and modern facilities wherever they go, not just patchwork repairs and more uncertainty from this
Government.”

A Local Crisis in Numbers

» £150 million - current maintenance backlog at Epsom & St Helier Trust
= £36 million/year - projected additional maintenance need over next five years
= £12.1 million - recent government funding allocated to the Trust

= £207 million - total capital funding to South West London Integrated Care Board

Background: New Hospital, Old Buildings

Plans for a new £500 million specialist emergency care hospital in Sutton — part of the controversial Health
Infrastructure Plan (HIP) 1 scheme — have been met with both cautious optimism and concern that core services in
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Epsom and St Helier will be reduced.

Epsom and St Helier hospitals serve an ageing population, and the majority of the estate dates back to the early to
mid-20th century. Campaigners have long pointed to leaking roofs, outdated infrastructure, and chronic staff shortages as
urgent priorities.

While some capital funding is being made available for immediate safety needs, campaigners and local MPs argue that
unless major investment is directed to the existing hospitals, they will continue to deteriorate, placing patients and staff at
risk.

Photo: Maguire MP abseiling St Helier Hospital

Surrey leaders review spending review

8 October 2025

Government Spending Review Falls Short for Surrey Councils and Epsom Hospital, Say Local Leaders

The UK Government’s latest Spending Review has drawn a mixed reaction from Surrey leaders, with concerns mounting
over local council finances and delays to urgently needed hospital upgrades in the Epsom area.

Surrey County Council: Welcome Commitments, Ongoing Pressures

Responding to the Chancellor’s announcements, Surrey County Council Leader Clir Tim Oliver acknowledged “important
announcements,” including increases in core funding for local government, funding pledges for children’s services, and a
renewed commitment to reforming Special Educational Needs and Disabilities (SEND) provision.

However, Cllr Oliver warned that the headline increase in “core spending power” rests on councils raising council tax by
the full 5%—a move that may place strain on households during a cost-of-living crisis. Even with that assumption, county
and unitary authorities across England are projected to face a £2.2 billion funding gap next year.

“Whilst our finances have been transformed to a point where we have delivered stable, balanced budgets year after year,”
Oliver said, “we are not exempt from the financial challenges faced by councils.”

Oliver stressed the urgency of the upcoming Fair Funding Review, calling for a “fair and proportionate” outcome to
ensure long-term stability for local authorities like Surrey.

Locally, the council has invested an additional £15 million into a three-year SEND recovery plan, begun in September
2023, which is reportedly beginning to bear fruit. But Oliver added that the government’s announcements stop short of
tackling deeper issues. “Provision and support for children with SEND is a systemic issue... and the current system does
not work for families, schools or councils,” he said.

SEND Deficits and Budget Certainty

Perhaps the sharpest criticism came over the government’s silence on the spiralling SEND deficits many councils face.
Without intervention, these deficits—currently kept off balance sheet—will be formally accounted for from next April.

“Many local authorities, including Surrey, are facing a continuing increase in demand in comparison with levels of funding
received,” Oliver said. “Councils will soon start planning their budgets for next year and cannot afford to have this can
kicked down the road any longer.”

Future of Local Government in Surrey

The Spending Review did include a continued commitment to Local Government Reorganisation (LGR)—a development
welcomed by Surrey County Council. Surrey recently submitted a proposal to transition to two unitary authorities, a move
that could reshape local government in the county.

“We have worked hard to form that proposal,” said Oliver, “to deliver the best possible outcome for Surrey residents.”
Local MPs Condemn “Missed Opportunity” for Epsom & St Helier Hospitals

Meanwhile, the Liberal Democrat MPs for Epsom & Ewell, Carshalton & Wallington, and Sutton & Cheam expressed deep
disappointment over the absence of additional investment in the long-delayed redevelopment of Epsom & St Helier
Hospitals.

Despite a known £150 million repair backlog, the government has only committed £12 million to date, with the timeline
for a new specialist emergency hospital now postponed until 2033 under the Labour government. Local MPs Bobby Dean,
Helen Maguire, and Luke Taylor said this continued delay threatens the “very future of our hospitals.”
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“The Government has missed a massive opportunity to deliver real change for Epsom & St Helier Hospitals,” they said in
a joint statement. “£12 million is simply a drop in the ocean.”

The trio highlighted years of cross-party pressure in Westminster, including Prime Minister’s Questions and debates,
aimed at securing vital upgrades for the “crumbling” estate. “After 14 years of broken promises, the Government has an
opportunity to do better,” they added.

Rising Council Tax on the Horizon

Further national analysis has added to concerns around the financial implications of the Spending Review for local
authorities. Paul Johnson, Director of the Institute for Fiscal Studies (IFS), noted that while English local government
fared “perhaps a little bit better than it might have expected,” there is a “sting in the tail”: council tax bills are now set to
rise at their fastest rate of any parliament since 2001-2005.

Chancellor Rachel Reeves confirmed that councils’ core spending power will rise by 2.6% annually from next year.
However, this figure is based on the assumption that councils will impose the full 5% annual increase in council tax—an
option many local authorities may feel compelled to take. “We won’t be going above that,” Reeves said. “That is the
council tax policy that we inherited from the previous Government, and that we will be continuing.”

Liberal Democrat deputy leader Daisy Cooper described the overall package as a “missed opportunity,” warning that
council budgets—especially in areas such as social care—remain “very, very stretched.” She added: “The Government is
now looking to local councils to put up council tax to plug the gap in these particular areas... We cannot wait. This can’t
be kicked down the road any longer. The Government has got to act now.”

For residents of Epsom and Ewell, the message is clear: whether through delays to vital infrastructure or increasing local
taxation, the burden of national decisions may be felt most acutely at the community level.

Drowning in Debt: Epsom MP Demands Thames
Water Takeover

8 October 2025

Thames Water should be put into “special administration” rather than given a £3billion bailout, Epsom and Ewell’s MP
said after the utility company won a major court battle to stave off nationalisation.

In February, the embattled water firm won the right to go ahead with the huge loan despite some of Thames Water’s
creditors opposing the costly 9.75 per cent interest rate. The decision was then challenged on appeal with the courts this
week again finding in favour of Thames Water.

The company, which has overseen record sewage spills amid rising prices for customers - while paying out hundreds of
millions of pounds in dividends to shareholders - says the £3billion loan puts them on a “more stable financial
foundation”. From April, bills will increase by 31 per cent.

Thames Water CEO Chris Weston said they were pleased with the court’s decision “decisively refused” the appeal and
allowed the loan to go through. He said: “We remain focused on putting Thames Water onto a more stable financial
foundation as we seek a long-term solution to our financial resilience.

“Today’s news demonstrates further progress. We continue to work closely with our creditors, enabling us to access
liquidity to continue to implement our turnaround plan so we can deliver better results for our customers and the
environment while seeking to attract new capital into the business.

“As we have previously stated, the Company Plan will not affect customer bills but will provide continued investment in
our network to fix pipes, upgrade our sewage treatment works, and maintain high-quality drinking water. We remain of
the view that a market led solution is in the best interest of customers, UK taxpayers and the wider economy.”

The decision to reject Charlie Maynard, the Liberal Democrat MP for Whitney’s appeal has not pleased everyone.

Helen Maguire, the Lib Dem MP for Epsom and Ewell, described the bail out as “terrible news” for people “who have
been paying the price for a company that is not fit for purpose.”

She said: “Thames Water is spending almost a third of my constituents’ bills on servicing their mountain of debt, instead
of investing in vital infrastructure and stopping gallons of sewage from being pumped into our rivers.

“It is in the Government’s power to end this now. Thames Water must be put into special administration and we cannot
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allow failing water bosses to keep throwing good money after bad, while our regulators sit on their hands and customers’
bills go through the roof.”

Thames Water’s cash flow was set to run dry in March before the loan deal was agreed with speculation growing that it
could come under government control. The network is also in need of major repair and modernisation expected to cost in
the billions.

Related reports:

Surrey’s LibDem MP majority take on Thames Water
Thames Water’s reputation going down the drain
Thames Water rebate

Epsom & Ewell households drowning as water bills rise?

Image credit: By NegativeSpace in Travel (logo added).

Parliament’s sting in the tail for Epsom and Ewell
WASPIs lamented by local MP

8 October 2025

Helen Maguire, the Liberal Democrat MP for Epsom & Ewell, has expressed her disappointment after a parliamentary
vote on compensating WASPI (Women Against State Pension Inequality) claimants failed to gain cross-party support.
Maguire, who voted in favour of the bill, said she was “proud” to back the proposal, which sought to address what she
described as a “gross injustice” affecting thousands of women in the constituency and across the UK.

The bill was introduced following an independent report that concluded that many women born in the 1950s had suffered
an injustice due to a failure by successive governments to properly inform them of changes to the state pension age.
However, the measure failed to secure enough support in Parliament, with Conservative and Labour MPs voting against it
or abstaining.

What is the WASPI Campaign?

The WASPI campaign was formed in 2015 to highlight the plight of women born in the 1950s who were affected by
changes to the state pension age. Prior to reforms enacted by the Pensions Acts of 1995 and 2011, women in the UK could
retire at 60, while men retired at 65. The government decided to equalise the pension age for men and women, eventually
raising it to 66 for both. However, many women argue they were not adequately informed about these changes in time to
make necessary financial adjustments.

The Parliamentary and Health Service Ombudsman (PHSO) found that the Department for Work and Pensions (DWP)
failed to communicate the pension changes properly, leading to significant hardship for many women who had planned
their retirements based on the previous system.

Local Impact and Political Response

According to data from the House of Commons Library, 5,420 women in Epsom & Ewell are believed to have been
affected by these pension changes. Many have reported financial distress, as they were forced to continue working or
adjust to an unexpected delay in receiving their pensions.

Speaking after the vote, Maguire criticised both Labour and Conservative MPs for failing to back the compensation plan.
“For years, senior Labour representatives and even the Prime Minister himself pledged to deliver fair compensation to
those impacted by changes these women had no control over. They made a conscious political choice to break that
promise and ignore the findings of the independent watchdog,” she said.

“For Conservative and Labour MPs to fail to back these women is an immense disappointment. All they are asking for is
fairness,” Maguire continued. “I, alongside my fellow Liberal Democrat MPs, will continue to stand up for the WASPI
women at every turn and keep fighting until they get the justice that they deserve.”

The Wider Debate
The issue of state pension reform has been contentious for years, with successive governments arguing that the changes

© 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
10


https://epsomandewelltimes.com/surreys-libdem-mp-majority-take-on-thames-water
https://epsomandewelltimes.com/thames-waters-reputation-going-down-the-drain
https://epsomandewelltimes.com/thames-water-rebate
https://epsomandewelltimes.com/epsom-ewell-households-drowning-as-water-bills-rise
https://negativespace.co/category/travel/
https://epsomandewelltimes.com/parliaments-sting-in-the-tail-for-epsom-and-ewell-waspis-lamented-by-local-mp
https://epsomandewelltimes.com/parliaments-sting-in-the-tail-for-epsom-and-ewell-waspis-lamented-by-local-mp

= EPSOM & EWELL TIMES

rFar the comemranity, by the community. A not-tar-proft serace

23rd April 2026

ISSN 2753-2771

° L0

were necessary to ensure the long-term sustainability of the pension system. The government has so far resisted calls for
direct compensation, citing fiscal constraints, but campaigners argue that the lack of proper notification has left many
women financially disadvantaged through no fault of their own.

The failure of the bill to progress means that WASPI women and their supporters will need to continue pressing their case
in Parliament and beyond. With growing political pressure and the findings of the PHSO still pending further action, the
fight for compensation is likely to remain a key issue in the coming months.

For now, Maguire has pledged to keep up the pressure, but with the major parties unwilling to back compensation at this
stage, it remains to be seen whether justice will be delivered for the thousands of affected women in Epsom & Ewell and
beyond.

© 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
11



