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Epsom  and  Ewell  Council  admit  behind  hygiene
inspections
1 July 2026

The borough’s environmental health team has told councillors it is running behind on lower-risk food hygiene inspections
— deliberately prioritising higher-risk premises such as takeaways, schools and hospitals over sweet shops and home
caterers — as the Environment Committee – Tuesday 30th June – adopted the council’s Food Hygiene Service Plan for
2026/27,  in  what  officers  confirmed  will  be  the  council’s  last  year  running  the  service  before  Surrey-wide  local
government reorganisation.

Councils have a statutory duty, under a national Framework Agreement on Official Feed and Food Controls overseen by
the Food Standards Agency (FSA), to inspect food businesses in their area at intervals set by risk category — broadly, the
higher the risk, the more frequent the inspection. As of April 2026, the borough had 611 registered food premises,
including 444 restaurants, cafés, canteens and other caterers and 139 retailers. Of these, 133 fall into the higher-risk
categories A to C, requiring inspection every six, 12 or 18 months respectively; a further 120 businesses are newly
registered and awaiting their first ever inspection.

Catching up, but not quite there
Public Protection Manager Oliver Nelson told the committee the service had actually exceeded its own targets in 2025/26,
completing 237 inspections against a planned 161, largely by working through a backlog of overdue inspections and newly
registered businesses that had not yet been visited. Even so, the plan for 2026/27 shows 207 scheduled inspections still
due — including two Category A premises (the highest-risk tier, inspected every six months), 25 Category B, 77 Category
C and 101 lower-risk Category D — plus a further 74 inspections reported as overdue from previous years.

Cllr Steve McCormick (Conservative Woodcote and Langley) pressed officers on why these 74 remained outstanding,
and — more pointedly — “why is this statutory service unable to meet this demand, and how can we approve a plan that
cannot deliver?” Mr Nelson said the situation was “not unusual” for a local authority environmental health team: the
overdue premises are “mainly category E” — meaning very low-risk operations such as sweet shops and small-scale or
domestic home caterers — which have been deliberately “deprioritised in favour of food production facilities, schools,
hospitals,  takeaways” and other higher-risk categories.  He explained that  his  team juggles “four or  five different”
statutory service areas across several council committees competing for the same limited resources: “It’s a daily task to
try  and arrange yourself  to  cover  all  those  bases,”  he  said,  “and what  happens  is  that  the  lower  risk  areas  are
deprioritised in favour of the higher risk every time.”

Staffing pressures and past scrutiny
The report notes that the service has struggled with staff retention, and that a newly created post remains vacant and
covered by agency staff — leaving the small team vulnerable, officers said, since even a single experienced officer leaving
risks non-compliance with statutory duties. Historically, 1.2 full-time-equivalent officers have been sufficient to meet the
Food Law Code of Practice’s requirements for the borough, a level the service says it can currently sustain provided
staffing and agency support remain stable.

Cllr McCormick also asked about a reference in the report to “the existing agreed action plan arising from previous Food
Standards Agency intervention” — asking what that intervention had covered, and when the service was last formally
audited. Mr Nelson could not recall the exact audit date on the night, estimating it was “probably in the last four years,”
and  agreed  to  circulate  fuller  details  after  the  meeting.  He  said  the  earlier  FSA  intervention  had  flagged
underperformance not just in the lowest-risk category but also in Categories B and C, at a time when staff resources had
been diverted towards private sector housing casework.

The wider context: a service in its final year
In an unusually reflective note buried in the report’s final section, officers wrote that 2026/27 “will be the final year of
delivery of this service by this authority following 90 years of work in the field by Inspectors of Nuisances, Sanitary
Inspectors, Public Health Officers and finally Environmental Health Officers” — a reference to the borough council’s
abolition under Surrey’s local government reorganisation, with food safety functions due to transfer to a new unitary
authority from April 2027.

Elsewhere, Mr Nelson noted that several web links in the appended service plan had broken because the Food Standards
Agency had migrated its guidance to the gov.uk website: “If any members of the committee would like those documents,
I’m sure Google will be their friend,” he said.
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Enforcement activity and the vote
During 2025/26 the service issued four hygiene improvement notices and 200 written warnings to food businesses. No
food or  environmental  samples  were  taken during the  year,  officers  said,  as  priority  was  given to  the  inspection
programme; a separate allocation of around £2,800 a year from the UK Health Security Agency (UKHSA) funds routine
microbiological sampling, alongside a local £450 budget for chemical sampling in 2026/27.

The committee voted to adopt the Food Hygiene Service Plan for 2026/27, with one councillor voting against.

Sam Jones – Reporter

“Come on” all tennis players in Epsom and Ewell
1 July 2026

A borough scheme charging residents to play tennis on council courts has taken in almost double its budgeted income in
its second full year, the Environment Committee – Tuesday 30th June – heard, as members confirmed that free morning
tennis sessions will return across the borough’s courts this summer.

The Pay-to-Play Tennis Scheme was introduced in 2024 using a grant-funded electronic gate system from the Lawn Tennis
Association (LTA), the sport’s national governing body, paired with an online booking platform called Clubspark. Under
the scheme, households can buy an annual membership for £40 (£20 for low-income households) covering up to five
people for unlimited play, or book a court on an ad-hoc basis for £6 an hour — prices fixed at their original, introductory
level through to 2026/27.

The numbers
Interim  Assistant  Head  of  Service  Samantha  Whitehead  told  the  committee  the  scheme’s  growth  had  exceeded
expectations. Household memberships rose from 268 in 2024/25 to 316 in 2025/26, while ad-hoc bookings climbed from
1,404 to 1,868 over the same period. Net income of £31,634.62 comfortably beat a budget of £17,500. “I don’t think any
of us at the outset thought it would bring back the returns that it has in a relatively short period,” she said, adding that
renovation works funded through the scheme’s income at Court Recreation Ground, Alexandra Park and Auriol Park
courts had already paid off: “My team report that since the recent renovations at [Auriol] Park this weekend was the most
amount of bookings they’ve ever seen on the courts.”

The scheme was not without unbudgeted costs, however — £21,140.11 was spent on repainting and line-marking at Court
Recreation Ground and Alexandra Park, requiring a drawdown of £7,984.46 from the council’s Repairs and Renewals
Reserve, which now stands at £8,426.54.

Free summer tennis returns
Free, bookable morning tennis sessions were run for the first time during the 2025 school summer holidays and proved
highly popular, generating 566 bookings across the borough’s five sites: 203 at Alexandra Park, 164 at Court Recreation
Ground, 88 at Poole Road, 75 at Auriol Park and 36 at Gibraltar Recreation Ground. Officers recommended repeating the
offer, running free sessions up to noon each day from 22 July to 31 August 2026.

Before debating the substance of the report, the committee formally amended the recommendation, at Cllr Liz Frost‘s
(RA Woodcote and Langley) proposal, to make clear the free sessions apply to “all EEBC owned and managed” tennis
courts in the borough — a clarification agreed with one abstention.

Cllr Steve McCormick (Conservative Woodcote and Langley) asked whether residents needed to register with the
Clubspark booking system to access the free sessions. Ms Whitehead confirmed they did: “They do have to register with
the LTA Clubspark system, which means that they could be exposed to marketing in the future if we chose to do that, but
in return they get free use of the tennis courts.” Cllr Frost noted a further benefit of requiring bookings even for free
sessions — it stops courts being monopolised by a single group all day, since “now people have the confidence that… they
booked play, so they can go and play.”
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A push to extend the hours — defeated
Cllr McCormick, noting this would be the borough’s “last summer” before local government reorganisation replaces it
with a new unitary authority, argued the free window should be extended well beyond midday. “It’s incredibly popular…
why not extend it?” he asked, proposing the sessions run until 2pm instead of noon, covering the same 22 July to 31
August period. “It’s only an extra couple of hours per day across that very short time frame,” he said.

Ms Whitehead’s reservation was that extending free access too far could crowd out members who had already paid for the
privilege of unlimited play: “My only reservation would be for those that have paid for a membership, if they couldn’t…
get access to the facilities having paid, that would be my only caveat.” Cllr Frost confirmed the committee had considered
making sessions free all day the previous year, but had held back for the same reason, adding that the scheme had run
smoothly in practice:  officers “didn’t  receive any complaints  from members” unable to book a paid slot,  nor “any
complaints that people couldn’t play who wanted to play.” Officers were unable to confirm on the night whether last
year’s free sessions were regularly fully booked, or how much the current proposal — or Cllr McCormick’s extended
version — would actually cost the committee’s budget, saying the figures would need to be worked out and circulated
after the meeting.

Cllr McCormick’s amendment to extend the sessions to 2pm was put to a vote and defeated, with three councillors
opposed. The committee then voted, unanimously, to note the progress of the Pay to Play Tennis Scheme and to approve
free morning tennis sessions on all EEBC-owned and managed courts from 22 July to 31 August 2026, in line with last
year’s arrangements.

Also noted: bids for court upgrades
The report also noted that two separate Neighbourhood CIL (Community Infrastructure Levy) bids — submitted by Cllrs
Alex Coley  (Independent Ruxley) and Clive Woodbridge  (RA Ewell Village) for the regeneration of the tennis and
basketball courts at Poole Road and Gibraltar Recreation Grounds — have been approved by the council’s CIL Panel and
now go forward to the Strategy and Resources Committee for final sign-off. If successful, both sites would also gain
pickleball facilities, a fast-growing paddle sport the report describes as offering “inclusive opportunities for participation
across a wide range of ages and abilities.”

Sam Jones – Reporter

Related reports:

Anyone for tennis? If you pay.

LibDems call “Love All” for local tennis

Anyone for tennis?

Epsom and Ewell  Council  tiptoe around stepping
stones “liability”.
1 July 2026

Epsom and Ewell Borough Council’s Environment Committee – Tuesday 30th June – has decided not to take on legal
responsibility for the historic stepping stones across the Hogsmill  River,  after councillors concluded that accepting
liability for a crossing already flagged as unsafe was too great a risk — instead backing a bid to build a new, fully
accessible footbridge nearby.

The stepping stones, thought to have been installed in the early 1980s, sit within the Hogsmill Local Nature Reserve and
are owned by the Environment Agency (EA), which — unusually — owns both the riverbed and the banks at this location.
The EA has told the council it wants to remove the stones and the steps leading down to them on safety grounds, unless
another organisation takes on responsibility for their ongoing inspection, maintenance and insurance.
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Why now?
Countryside Manager Stuart Cocker told the committee two problems had brought matters to a head. First, the concrete
steps on the northern bank have been undermined by dogs entering and leaving the water at that point, creating a risk of
collapse — the first significant repair needed on the crossing “in over 40 years,” he said, with a repair cost of under
£1,000. Second, a new wetland outflow channel built as part of nearby habitat restoration work has altered water levels,
meaning the stones are now submerged, and therefore slippery, for much longer periods than in the past. The EA erected
barriers preventing access to the stones in September 2025 following its own risk assessment.

Mr Cocker stressed that the EA remains an active partner in the wider Hogsmill Catchment Partnership, alongside the
South East Rivers Trust, and pointed to what he called significant progress over 15 to 20 years, including “new meanders
in the River Hogsmill,” removal of concrete weirs, “naturalising large sections of the river channel” and reintroducing
fish.

He  also  had  some  encouraging  news  on  the  water-level  problem:  the  South  East  Rivers  Trust  has  secured  the
Environment Agency’s permission to move gravel that has built up at the confluence with the new wetland channel, work
being paid for as a “public good” clause within a separate CIL-funded contract to restore a nearby footpath. “We’re fairly
confident that that will cause the water levels to recede,” Mr Cocker said, though he cautioned it might need repeating.
Asked directly whether this work would persuade the EA to keep responsibility for the crossing after all, he was clear:
“From what they’ve said, they still wish the stepping stones to be removed. That’s their intention” — a decision he said
rests with the EA’s asset management team, based purely on flood-risk grounds, and unaffected by the availability of
funds for anything beyond flood mitigation.

Four options, and a difficult choice
Officers set out four options for the committee: take on liability for the stones with no bridge; take on liability and build a
bridge; decline liability but still pursue a bridge; or decline liability and accept the stones’ removal with no bridge. A
Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) bid for a new pedestrian footbridge — of the kind already built nearby across the
wetland outflow channel, at a cost of around £130,000 — has already been submitted, though the outcome is not yet
known, and design and planning costs on top of any successful bid would still need to be found separately.

Councillors were, without exception, reluctant to see the stones disappear. Cllr Rob Geleit (Labour Court) told the
committee: “I’m afraid I’m one of those people who used to play there as a child, and I think there’s always an element of
risk in places where children play, especially when there’s water, but I would hate to see the stepping stones gone. So, I’d
like to say, please don’t take the toys away.” Cllr Julie Morris (Independent College) said she had researched the issue
and found that stepping-stone river crossings of this kind are now rare in the south of England outside Box Hill: “I haven’t
really heard anybody speak in favour of getting rid of the stepping stones entirely,” she said, though she accepted that
without identified funding for the fuller package of repairs, a more modest package of gravel-clearing, a handrail and a
warning sign might be “a sort of halfway house at the moment.”

Cllr Steve McCormick  (Conservative Woodcote and Langley) said he was “100% behind” retaining the stones and
covering the modest repair cost, but was sharply critical of the bridge costings in the report, which he said “do not
illustrate the full picture,” since design and planning funding was not specified and would in any case need approval from
the Strategy and Resources Committee rather than this one. He also pressed officers on what work had been done, in the
years since the Hogsmill Local Nature Reserve’s management plan (which runs from 2017 to 2117, with its first review
due in 2027) identified bank erosion by the stepping stones as an issue needing the Environment Agency’s attention, to
actually secure that work — a question Mr Cocker answered by pointing to the partnership’s broader achievements rather
than action on this specific spot.

The liability question
It was Cllr Rachel King (RA Town) — sitting as a substitute, and drawing on her day job dealing with insurance claims —
who made the most pointed intervention against the council accepting responsibility. “You cannot sign your way out of
liability,” she told the committee, warning that no amount of warning signage removes an organisation’s underlying duty
of care. “I don’t think we should be taking on that liability, because we know from the report currently that they are not
safe, and until they are made safe, we wouldn’t want to burden ourselves with that kind of responsibility.” She later added
that the committee risked “accepting liability” before the legal review, inspection regime and insurance implications
flagged in the report had actually been worked through: “It feels a bit too, too big a risk to move forward in that direction
without having done that work first.”

Cllr Steve Bridger (RA Stamford) raised a related, practical worry: that even if the stones were kept safely maintained,
the steps leading down to the water would remain a magnet for children paddling regardless — and he warned that a
single successful insurance claim could send premiums “up astronomically,” potentially forcing the council’s hand later
anyway. Officers confirmed that if the council did not take on responsibility, the EA intends to remove both the steps and
the stones.

Committee Chair Cllr Liz Frost (RA Woodcote and Langley) also noted a case for the bridge on its own merits, separate
from the liability question: with the new wetland habitat drawing more visitors to the area, she said, a bridge would open
up access “for a lot more people,” including those with prams, pushchairs or bikes who cannot manage the current steps
and stones.

The vote
Put to a vote option by option, the committee settled on Option 3: the council will not take on liability for the stepping
stones or the steps leading to them, acknowledging that the Environment Agency may proceed to remove them, but will
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pursue a new, fully accessible footbridge as an alternative crossing, subject to the outcome of the CIL funding bid and
further funding being secured for design and planning. Councillors formally noted the CIL application, while the report’s
third recommendation — covering ongoing inspection and maintenance costs for the stones — fell away as a consequence
of the vote. Closing the item, Cllr Frost reflected: “I think it’s a very difficult one, because I think we all acknowledge how
much we like the stepping stones, and I really hope that somebody else will be able to take on the responsibility, but that’s
not really for this meeting.”

Sam Jones – Reporter

.

Photo: Stepping Stones – Hogsmill River. Credit Brigitte Jeffs

Ewell’s Library of Things finally to become a thing?
1 July 2026

Epsom and Ewell Borough Council’s Environment Committee – Tuesday 30th June – has agreed to grant a police-approved
outdoor storage unit in the grounds of Bourne Hall a five-year lease, with a two-year break clause, after councillors
argued that officers’ original proposal of a two-year term was too short to give the volunteer group running the scheme
any security.

The store is needed for the borough’s new “Library of Things” (LoT) — a scheme, similar to a book library, that lets
residents borrow tools, camping equipment and household appliances rather than buying them outright. It is being set up
by the volunteer group Epsom and Ewell Climate Action Network (EECAN) in partnership with Surrey Library Service,
and will operate out of Ewell Library at Bourne Hall. Most items can be stored inside the library itself, but larger
equipment needs a dedicated outdoor store — hence the need for a legal agreement over council-owned land.

A volunteer’s account
Before councillors debated the report, they heard a three-minute public statement from EECAN volunteer William Ward,
describing himself as “a father and grandfather,” who joined the meeting online. Mr Ward told the committee: “I am
working with 12 other volunteers to provide this free library of things at Bourne Hall, and I support the recommendations
in the report.”

He used his statement to correct what he felt could be misunderstandings in the officers’ report. His original bid to the
Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) — a charge councils can levy on new development to fund local infrastructure —
“was for one permanent shed, not multiple units,” he said, and had been approved at a meeting with six borough and
county officers on 14 October, when the proposed site was shown to the volunteers present. He set out a lengthy timeline
of pre-planning discussions, a planning application submitted on Christmas Eve, planning permission granted on 12
March, and confirmation from Building Control on 19 February that it did not need to be involved.

He also told the committee: “I’ve continued working with all partners, but only became aware last week from reading this
report that the borough needed me to consult with the police. I want to reassure the committee that although I am
[confident], the design addresses [many] of the risks [identified]. I’m happy to take further advice.” On safety, he noted
that insurance was already in place, that Surrey County Council’s principal insurance officer had agreed to cover the
store under its “Borrow a Bike” scheme, and that a planned green roof would carry a small solar installation providing
only low-voltage lighting, with “no battery charging” to take place inside the unit.

Mr Ward ended with a warning about timing. If the lease “cannot be ready for signing well before April [20]27” — when
local government reorganisation is due to sweep away the borough council in favour of a new East Surrey Unitary
Authority — he said he might have to ask the incoming authority to reconsider storing the larger items inside Bourne Hall
itself. He closed by asking the committee “to also consider the climate risk facing young people today,” saying his aim,
with fellow volunteers, “has always been to help residents borrow instead of buy, save money and storage space, while
lowering their carbon footprints.”

Officers’ concerns: wrong kind of shed
Introducing the report, Cllr Liz Frost (RA Woodcote and Langley) explained that the store was needed because Bourne
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Hall library “does not have sufficient storage space for the large items” the scheme requires, and that a two-year, rent-
free legal agreement directly with EECAN was proposed, subject to planning permission and a series of health and safety
mitigations.

Cllr Rob Geleit (Labour Court) asked officers directly: “Is there a concern that this is a wooden building when it was
proposed to be a metal building?” Cllr Frost confirmed this was indeed a live issue. The CIL bid had originally referenced
small, “police-approved” metal storage units no larger than 2.2m by 1m by 2m — the kind of secure steel shed used for
bike storage. The planning permission that was in fact granted, however, was for a much larger timber outbuilding
measuring 7.2m by 3.4m by 3.4m. “There has been… a history of unfortunate incidents with break-ins, vandalism, arson,
etc. for buildings like [this],” Cllr Frost told the committee. “So the lease would stipulate a police-approved structure.”

A legal puzzle officers could not resolve on the night
Cllr Steve McCormick (Conservative Woodcote and Langley) raised what he called a contradiction in the report between
sections referring to the committee “waiving” the council’s Contract Standing Orders in order to grant the lease directly
to EECAN (rather than opening it to competitive tender), and a later section stating that the council would still need to
establish the land’s market value to satisfy “best value” — the legal principle requiring councils to secure fair value for
public assets. “Forgive me, which is it?” he asked.

No legal officer was present to answer. This was itself the subject of some frustration: Cllr McCormick had earlier asked
in the meeting why nobody from the council’s legal team was in attendance, only to be told by an officer that “legal don’t
attend  committee  meetings  as  standard… there  was  nothing  that  was  foreseen  tonight  that  would  require  their
attendance.” On the specific question about best value, the officer present said: “I think I would have to take that away
and go back to legal on it, because I don’t have the answer for you this evening, I’m afraid.”

The case for a longer lease
The most substantial debate concerned the length of the lease. Cllr McCormick argued strongly for extending it well
beyond the two years proposed: “This library of things item is great. We should get it done… I would question the
duration, actually, of two years. I think it’s incredibly short,” he said, pointing out that other local charities had recently
had leases extended to 15 or 20 years, giving them far more flexibility when applying for grant funding. He initially
proposed extending the term to 10 or 15 years.

Officers explained that the two-year figure had come from legal advice, given specifically because EECAN was “a new
group” without a track record of running such a scheme; the original suggestion, before that advice, had been five years.
Officers said they could see no reason why a review clause could not allow for extension after two years “if all was going
well,” but that this would need to be confirmed with the council’s legal team.

Cllr Frost, while sympathetic to the case for grant funding, questioned how much external funding a volunteer-led scheme
with no office overheads would actually need, but agreed the recommendation could be amended.

Cllr Julie Morris (Independent College) backed a middle way — five years, with a two-year break clause — and spoke
warmly of Mr Ward’s track record: “I’ve known William Ward for some time… he’s not the new kid on the block… he has
been involved in environmental and sustainability issues for some years.” She argued that a two-year offer, with an
uncertain future council to renew it, sent the wrong message: “I don’t see that as commitment from us to a gentleman
that’s actually done quite a lot for this borough that has a very good following, and will undoubtedly make a very good job
of it. And I think it should be the role of this committee that we say [to] you’re not here, guys: this is what we want you to
do. We want five years with the break clause at two years, because we really want to put our weight behind such a good
initiative.”

Cllr McCormick accepted the compromise — “I’d like 10, but five, I’ll go for five” — and, with Cllr Morris seconding, the
amendment was carried.

The decision
The committee unanimously agreed, as amended, to enter into a legal agreement at nil rent for five years, with a two-year
break clause, for a police-approved outdoor store at Bourne Hall for the Library of Things — subject to the risk mitigations
set out in the report — and to delegate the final legal drafting to the Head of Property and Regeneration, the Interim
Assistant Head of Service for Venues and Community Commercial Services, and the Chief Legal and Monitoring Officer.
Cllr Frost thanked Mr Ward “for coming along and making his presentation to us,” and thanked officers for their work on
the report.

Sam Jones – Reporter

.

Related reports:

Epsom “Library of Things” Delayed by Council Stand-Off

Epsom and Ewell Climate Action Network launches with community events and initiatives

The Mayor of Epsom and Ewell meets local climate volunteers
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Epsom company among Surrey businesses backed
by £20m Start Up Loans funding
1 July 2026

An Epsom-based craft distillery is among more than 1,500 Surrey businesses to have benefited from over £20 million in
Start Up Loans funding since the national scheme began in 2012. The distillery is located in Capel.

Silhouette Stills, whose registered address is in Rosebery Road, Epsom, operates a craft distillery in Capel producing
small-batch gin and moonshine. Companies House records list Phillip Anthony Reed as the company’s active director.
(Companies House)

The business, established in 2025, received an initial Start Up Loan of £12,000 in April last year, followed by a further
£5,000 loan to support its development.

According to the British Business Bank, Silhouette Stills has already received recognition in The Gin Guide, including two
gold awards and a bronze award for its London Dry gin, as well as being named New Distillery of the Year 2026.

Phillip Reed said: “The financing from the Start Up Loans programme has been completely essential to helping get
Silhouette Stills started. It’s because of the financing we’re in a position to produce our small batch moonshine, and to do
so at the top quality we want for customers. We’re delighted to have won awards already as a young business and look
forward to the future with confidence.”

Across Surrey, the highest number of loans has been made in Elmbridge, with 241. Guildford follows with 219, while
Reigate and Banstead has received 203.

Epsom and Ewell businesses have received 106 loans in total, equivalent to 127 loans per 100,000 residents. That places
the borough seventh in Surrey by the number of loans per head among the local authorities listed.

Blair  McDougall,  Minister  for  Small  Business  and  Economic  Transformation,  said:  “Surrey  is  home  to  a  thriving
community of entrepreneurs and through Start Up Loans, we are ensuring they have access to the finance they need to
reach their full potential.

“This is an impressive milestone for the programme, which has supported entrepreneurs across the region, boosting local
businesses, job opportunities and the economy.”

Almost four in ten Surrey Start Up Loans have gone to female business leaders, while 18 per cent were made to ethnic-
minority business owners, the British Business Bank said.

Louise McCoy, Managing Director of Start Up Loans Products at the British Business Bank, said the £20 million milestone
reflected the programme’s role in helping people establish or grow businesses.

She said: “We are delighted that Start Up Loans has been able to support Surrey business owners with £20m of financing,
and are proud to support business owners with mentoring and other support as well.”

The Start Up Loans programme offers personal loans of up to £25,000 for business purposes, alongside mentoring and
support. Eligibility for a first loan has recently been extended to businesses that have been trading for up to 60 months.

Start Up Loans Surrey lending data
Local authority Population Volume of loans Loans per 100,000 people

Elmbridge 141,926 241 170

Tandridge 90,586 142 157

Woking 105,679 159 150

Waverley 134,284 202 150

Guildford 151,359 219 145

Reigate and Banstead 159,134 203 128

Epsom and Ewell 83,288 106 127

Runnymede 92,118 116 126

https://epsomandewelltimes.com/epsom-company-among-surrey-businesses-backed-by-20m-start-up-loans-funding
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Local authority Population Volume of loans Loans per 100,000 people

Surrey Heath 94,492 116 123

Mole Valley 88,709 102 115

Spelthorne 107,074 110 103

For more information about the scheme, visit the Start Up Loans website.

British Business Bank plc is a public limited company incorporated and registered in England and Wales with registration
number 08616013. It is a development bank wholly owned by HM Government.

Sam Jones – Reporter

Photo: Phil Reed in his distillery

Around 100 attend Epsom unity event after April
far-right disorder
1 July 2026

Around 100 people gathered in Rosebery Park for a community event intended to promote unity and reject racism
following far-right disorder in Epsom earlier this year.

The free event, held on Saturday 27 June and organised by Stand Up to Racism Epsom & Ewell, brought together families,
faith representatives, local campaigners and politicians for music, speeches, food, children’s activities and a community
art project.

It followed events in April when Epsom attracted attention from far-right activists from outside the area after social-media
discussion and misinformation surrounding an alleged rape. The subsequent disorder prompted concern among residents
and community groups.

Saturday’s gathering included speeches by Epsom and Ewell MP Helen Maguire, Reverend Catherine Hutton of Epsom
Methodist Church, Labour councillor Kate Chinn and Green councillor Jonathan Essex. Messages of support were also
shared on behalf of Epsom Mosque and the local Sikh community.

Those attending heard live music from Canada Hill, with DJ Amalgamation also performing. Children’s face painting, food,
stalls and a collaborative art activity were among the attractions.

A “Facts Not Fear” stall  aimed to challenge misinformation and far-right narratives. The Epsom and Ewell Climate
Network was represented, alongside members of Stand Up to Racism and local Green and Labour Party stalls. Organisers
said the Conservative Party had been invited but had not responded.

Deborah Fish, of Stand Up to Racism Epsom & Ewell, said: “The response to our Unity Event showed that Epsom and
Ewell rejects racism and division.

“There was a real sense of hope and solidarity in the crowd. People from many different backgrounds came together
because they want to live in a welcoming, inclusive community and are determined to stand together against racism and
the far right.”

Reverend Hutton said Epsom Methodist Church would continue to provide “a space of safety and sanctuary for all”.

Ms Maguire told the gathering: “We are here today because we choose to stand for something. We choose to say that
racism has no home here. Disinformation has no home here and division has no home here.

“As your Member of Parliament, I will continue to stand up to racism.”

Event host and organiser Ammo Sandhawalia said the turnout showed “Epsom and Ewell’s true colours” were “warm,
welcoming and united”.

He added:  “To see around a hundred neighbours come together with their  families,  their  faith communities,  their
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councillors and their MP, sharing food, music and art in our park, was simply joyous.”

Stand Up to Racism Epsom & Ewell describes itself as a local group campaigning for inclusion, safety and unity across the
borough.

Sam Jones – Reporter

Photo: Reverend Catherine Hutton of Epsom Methodist Church

Related reports:

Arrests from Epsom’s April disorder

Police confirm a female’s report of Epsom gang-rape was false

Surrey Police update on alleged sexual assault in Epsom

You Are Not Alone, Epsom Stands Against Rape

Church service following sex attack in Epsom

House extension fees relief coming to Surrey?
1 July 2026

News that the Government could end the controversial house-extension taxes that slapped Waverley homeowners with
huge fines or even the prospect of jail has been welcomed.

The Community Infrastructure Levy was first introduced in 2010 to enable councils to fund projects such as new schools,
green  spaces  and  health  facilities.  The  idea  was  to  balance  the  impact  that  new  developments  had  on  existing
communities.

In 2014, exemptions for people building their own homes or smaller extensions were introduced. However, these had to
be applied for in advance, creating a ticking time bomb for residents caught out in a labyrinth of paperwork.

It soon became clear that some householders were slipping through the cracks, creating inadvertent or unintentional
charges despite qualifying for exemptions. This left them facing huge and unexpected bills, with many Waverley residents
directly impacted.

The Government has now said it will look to change the system and launch a consultation in due course. This has been
welcomed by action groups and politicians alike. However, until that becomes law, Waverley Borough Council remains
bound by the existing system.

For example, liability notices, where a charge is placed against a property, still cannot be lifted. Any changes will have to
wait until the Government adopts its new policy.

In a statement following the Government’s announcement, Waverley Borough Council recognised the difficulties some
homeowners had faced and said it had written to Ministers highlighting concerns.

Councillor Liz Townsend, Waverley Borough Council’s portfolio holder for planning, said that while the announcement laid
out a path forward, there were still limits on what the authority was able to do.

The law still prevents councils from repaying money collected in CIL charges from the so-called CIL pot. Any payment
must  instead come from general  funds,  at  either  the taxpayers’  expense or  a  cost  to  services.  Equally,  while  the
Government has said it will consult on reform, no dates have been set.

Cllr Townsend said: “We still cannot refund CIL from the CIL pot. We have always been clear that we couldn’t refund from
the CIL pot; it will be from the general fund under discretionary review.

“That’s what we’ve already done and we’ve already made a payment, and that was where that was from. It hasn’t
changed, as we could make ex-gratia payments under exceptional circumstances.

“Removal of liability notices still can’t be done, and that is so critical for our residents. It’s currently black and white at
the moment and we can’t use our discretion. It’s desperately important for residents that this is resolved. That needs to be

https://epsomandewelltimes.com/author/sam-jones
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done through an Act of Parliament.

“The consultation is very welcome. Hopefully it will put things right. We’ve been lobbying the Government for this; it
desperately needs to be changed. It’s too inflexible in its current state. We hope there are fundamental changes to
housebuilder and self-builds.”

CIL is a set charge on most new developments of 100 square metres or more, as well as on new dwellings of any size. It
applies only in areas where a local authority has consulted on and approved a charging schedule setting out its levy rates,
and has published that on its website.

It was adopted by Waverley Borough Council on October 31, 2018, and implemented on March 1, 2019.

The Government is now looking to change the system “to ensure that these issues do not arise again in the future –
recognising the need to improve the operation of the CIL regime going forwards”.

Its aim is to make CIL clearer and more proportionate for householders and self-builders.

Matthew Pennycook, Minister of State for Housing and Planning, said: “We are confident that these proposed changes will
ensure that householders and self-builders who would otherwise be eligible for a CIL exemption are not faced with
unexpected liability charges as a result of procedural errors in future.

“We are working to publish the consultation as soon as possible.”

Waverley’s Conservative opposition group has called for the council to go a step further and be proactive in making
compensation payments from its general fund to those caught out by administrative errors.

Councillor Jane Austin, leader of the Waverley Conservative Group, said: “This is an important moment for residents hit by
huge bills for self-builds and home extensions.

“Government has now confirmed councils are not powerless. Authorities retain discretion over enforcement and may
consider ex-gratia compensation in exceptional cases. Let us get on with delivering justice for those hit – no more
excuses.”

CIL campaigners described the process to get here as long, challenging and emotionally draining. They said they felt
vindicated by the Government’s acknowledgement of the injustice and added: “What has seemed on many occasions
impossible has today been made possible.”

A  statement  from  the  group  said:  “After  a  long,  challenging  and  emotionally  draining  campaign,  the  victims  of
disproportionate Community Infrastructure Levy charges have finally been heard.

“The Government has now acknowledged the injustice faced by homeowners who have been subjected to substantial CIL
liabilities as a result of procedural or administrative errors while simply seeking to improve their homes.”

Chris Caulfield Local Democracy Reporter

Related reports:

Waverley not waiving planning fees spark protests

Planning a house extension in Epsom and Ewell? A hard lesson from Waverley

Ministry of Housing, Communities, and Local Government (image Google)

Surrey  walkers  invited  to  tackle  five  peaks  for
young people
1 July 2026

Local charity Surrey Care Trust is calling on walkers, families, friends and businesses to take on a 13-mile – or even 26-
mile – challenge across Surrey this year, helping young people overcome barriers, build confidence and create brighter
futures.

Surrey Care Trust’s 5 Peaks Challenge will see participants take on either a half-marathon or full-marathon distance walk,
tackling the “five peaks of Surrey”: St Martha’s Hill, Newlands Corner, Leith Hill, Holmbury Hill and Pitch Hill.

The event aims to raise funds for the charity’s work with young people across Surrey.

For many young people, the biggest obstacles are not physical. Low confidence, anxiety, a lack of skills or uncertainty
about the future can make it difficult to remain connected to education, training and employment.

https://epsomandewelltimes.com/author/chris-caulfield
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Surrey  Care  Trust  provides  alternative  education,  mentoring,  confidence-building activities,  skills  development  and
practical support to help young people recognise their potential and move towards a positive future.

Through its Steps2Work programme, the charity says it  has supported hundreds of young people into employment,
education, training and volunteering.

“Everyone faces challenges in life, and sometimes young people need someone to help them find their way forward. The 5
Peaks Challenge is a fantastic opportunity for the Surrey community to come together, take on a personal challenge and
help  young people  build  confidence and achieve their  goals,”  said  Rachel  Perez-Lofty,  Fundraising and Marketing
Manager.

The  bespoke  orienteering  route  offers  participants  the  chance  to  challenge  themselves  while  enjoying  Surrey’s
countryside, whether walking alone, with friends or as part of a workplace team.

“The Surrey 5 Peaks Challenge really is an adventure not to be missed. I speak from experience. Expert organisation,
stunning Surrey Hills countryside, the challenge of the five peaks, fresh air and the chance to meet other walkers all
combine to make the day something very special.

“By taking part, you will be helping support vulnerable young people and families across Surrey. You really can make a
difference,” said Teresa, a long-time Surrey 5 Peaks walker.

Surrey Care Trust is encouraging people of all abilities to take part, whether they are experienced walkers or simply
looking for a new challenge.

The event takes place on Saturday 12 September 2026, following a route from Shamley Green to Wootton and back to
Shamley Green.

To register, visit:

https://www.surreycaretrust.org.uk/event/charity-challenge-event-surrey-5-peaks-challenge-2026/

Surrey Care Trust supports people across Surrey to overcome barriers, build skills and create better futures through
mentoring, education, training and community support.

Surrey Care Trust

Epsom Foodbank warns of summer holiday pressure
as donations fall
1 July 2026

Families facing the school summer break are increasingly worried about affording extra meals and snacks for children,
according to Good Company Surrey, which says donations to its foodbank operation are down by 20 per cent compared
with the same period last year.

In its latest newsletter, the charity said that while many people look forward to the holidays, the approaching break can
bring anxiety for families already struggling financially.

Dafne, Good Company’s Operations Manager, said the concern was not simply about the cost of food during the weeks
away from school, but also the additional expense of preparing for a new school year.

She wrote: “For many of the families and individuals we support, however, the approaching summer holidays are not
associated with a well-earned break or time away. Instead, they bring anxiety about providing extra meals and snacks
during the long school holiday, guilt over what they cannot afford to give their children, and worry about the additional
costs that come with preparing for a new school year.”

The charity, which incorporates Epsom and Ewell Foodbank, said foodbanks and partner organisations can only meet
demand where essential supplies are available. It appealed for donations, saying that even small contributions could help
ensure local people did not go without during the summer.

The newsletter also highlighted wider support offered through Good Company’s network. Epsom Pantry held its first peer-
support meeting for parents of neurodiverse children on 10 June. Three members attended the initial session, which was
intended to reduce isolation and allow parents to share information about services and activities. Another meeting is
planned.

Good Company’s three Advice Cafés — at St Barnabas in Epsom, Merland Rise in Tadworth and Leatherhead Community

https://www.surreycaretrust.org.uk/event/charity-challenge-event-surrey-5-peaks-challenge-2026/
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Hub — recently met to develop their work. The service says it has supported nearly 2,200 clients in the past two years,
with benefits and grants, debt, and the cost of living among the main reasons people seek help.

The newsletter also carried a personal account from Sharon, a member of the Banstead Pantry Steering Committee, who
described the pantry as a place where people could obtain affordable food but also find advice, companionship and a non-
judgemental environment.

She said: “Banstead Pantry is a community that works within the local community, it is a real life line, it is a place where
you can be yourself regardless of background and situation.”

Good Company is also encouraging residents to support its work through fundraising challenges. Jonathan Lees, the
charity’s founder and Managing Director, is due to cycle 100km in Ride Reigate on 12 July, while Run Reigate follows on
20 September, offering 5km, 10km and half-marathon routes.

The charity’s newsletter says donations, volunteering and community fundraising all remain important as it prepares for
increased pressure over the school holidays.

Lionel Blackman

Former Epsom job centre worker hopes to question
next PM in Parliament
1 July 2026

A local marketing entrepreneur seeking Conservative parliamentary selection once went on television’s Blind Date with
the woman who later became Andy Burnham’s wife — and was working at Epsom Jobcentre by the time the programme
was screened.

The story was reported by The Sunday Times on 28 June 2026 in an article by chief news correspondent Rosamund Urwin.

Will Harris was chosen by Marie-France “Frankie” van Heel on Cilla Black’s ITV dating show in 1992. Van Heel was then
studying at Cambridge University and was already in the early stages of a relationship with Burnham, the Mayor of
Greater Manchester and former Labour Cabinet minister.

According to The Sunday Times, Burnham gave his blessing for van Heel to appear on the programme. She selected “Will
from Surrey” from three unseen contestants.

Harris, then 21, was studying English at Nottingham University. He told the newspaper that he had spotted posters
seeking Blind Date contestants and decided to audition on impulse.

“I had never watched Blind Date — I’m not a big TV guy — but I just thought it would be fun to go on a date and a
holiday,” he recalled.

By the time his appearance was broadcast, however, Harris had apparently taken a job at a Jobcentre in Epsom. The
article reports that he referred to himself as “signing John Major’s unemployment dole”.

The pair were sent to Gibraltar for their television date and spent about three days there, including visiting the Barbary
macaques, dining together and filming sequences for a later programme.

Harris said there was no romantic spark. He described van Heel as “clever and cool” and said they got on well, but
compared the atmosphere to being with a sister rather than on a conventional date.

The programme-makers later asked them to return for a follow-up, apparently believing the original encounter had not
produced enough drama. Harris said that he found the idea uncomfortable, particularly when production staff urged him
to say that van Heel was cold and lacking fashion sense.

He declined a further appearance. Harris said Cilla Black later told him: “Sorry, Will, it’s just good TV.”

Van Heel married Burnham in 2000 and the couple have three children.

Harris’s later career, as described in The Sunday Times, was separate from van Heel’s. He became marketing director of
the Conservative Party in 2003 and later met van Heel and Burnham again in a House of Commons bar after both had
been sent on the same training course.

The report says Harris now runs Bridge F61, an AI-powered business intended to help private-equity firms assess the
marketing strategies of companies they may wish to acquire. He is also seeking selection as a Conservative parliamentary
candidate.

Sam Jones – Reporter
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Guildford clean air zone rejected
1 July 2026

A clean air zone will not be coming to Guildford after councillors accepted a report saying the costs would outweigh the
benefits of such a scheme.

Guildford Borough Council’s cabinet was presented with a report into measures to stem the level of harmful air pollution
in the town.

The possibility of a clean air zone for Guildford was raised in a draft air quality action plan, although it sparked concerns
over its potential economic impact on the town.

Councillor Merel Rehorst-Smith said: “A clean air zone scored highly as a measure capable of delivering air quality
improvements within a relatively short timeframe. 

“However,  it  was  recognised  that  introducing  a  clean  air  zone  would  have  significant  implications  for  residents,
businesses, and visitors, and therefore a detailed economic feasibility assessment was commissioned before any decision
could be made.” 

Clean air zones have become increasingly common in cities and towns across Britain over the past few years, many of
which see high-polluting vehicles charged a small fee for entering the area.

However, some schemes opt for traffic control measures instead of charges on motorists.

The London Ultra Low Emission Zone is one of the best known examples, which sees vehicles that do not meet emission
standards billed £12.50 to drive within its borders.

A feasibility study into a possible Guildford clean air zone found that such a measure could bring significant costs, and
instead recommended targeted interventions in pollution hotspots and incentives for active travel.

It was considered by the council’s overview and scrutiny committee earlier this month, where report lead Dr Margarethe
Theseira told councillors: “The reason a clean air zone or low emission zone is not proportionate to local need is that the
air quality is very much concentrated on one site, at Park Street. 

“And so it made a broader scheme disproportionate in scale and cost. There are alternative measures you can do to
improve air quality at Park Street.”

The research found that Park Street saw especially high levels of pollution as vehicles are forced to drive uphill before
being held at traffic lights.

Better traffic management and engineering solutions were floated as options to alleviate nitrogen dioxide spikes in the
area rather than a blanket clean air zone for the entire town.

Councillor Rehorst-Smith said: “The study concludes that a clean air zone would not be a proportionate or economically
justified intervention for addressing the air quality issues identified. 

“Instead, the study implements a package of targeted measures focused on promoting active and sustainable travel,
improving traffic management, and delivering local mitigation measures.”

Guildford Borough Council’s cabinet resolved to note the conclusions and recommendations of the feasibility report.

Councillors also agreed to report its findings to the Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs and report back
on a revised draft Air Quality Action Plan within six months.

James Moules Local Democracy Reporter

Park Street Guildford (Credit: Google Maps)
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Link  road  to  Leatherhead  recycling  centre
disruption
1 July 2026

The critical link road to Leatherhead Recycling Centre is likely to be subjected to weeks of “inevitable” disruption while
“long awaited” repairs take place.

It comes as the costs more than double as the details of all the work needed to fix the pothole-filled road, that has seen a
spike in the number of insurance claims and complaints, became clear.

The original budget had been just over £300,000, Mole Valley District Council’s June cabinet heard, but that has now
leapt to £700,000. 

The road is owned by the district council with third party access rights to Surrey County Council and Thames Water –
which Mole Valley expects will help with the costs. 

The county council has already agreed but Thames Water has yet to make its decision.

The project, will widen the road to allow for easier movement, a full resurface, and improved drainage to stop problems
with standing water that plague the road.

Councillor Keira Vyvyan-Robinson (Liberal Democrat: Leatherhead North) said: “Everyone who uses the recycling centre
will be fully aware of the condition of the road, largely caused by the heavy use by heavy vehicles, but the result is that
there are significant potholes, often standing water and the result of that is an increased number of insurance claims and
complaints.”

She added: “It’s an investment that I hope residents across Mole Valley will welcome.”

It is likely that any work carried out will be done by Surrey Highways before the end of the financial year. 

It is expected to last for six to eight weeks – with a traffic management plan, understood to be temporary traffic lights in
place while it is carried out, once given full council approval.

Cllr Keira Vyvyan-Robinson: “Given the very poor state of the road, given the increasing complaints, the recommendations
(which will still need to be approved by council) is to proceed.

“It is inevitable that there will probably be a certain level of disruption.”

Cllr Andrew Matthews (Liberal Democrat: Bookham East and Eastwick) Park said: “It’s been long awaited, it’s going to
make the access road up and down to the tip but also for the other users of that road, much safer and easier. ”

Chris Caulfield Local Democracy Reporter

Related reports:

Leatherhead ruined recycling road repair

North Leatherhead Access Road (image Google)
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