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To the Councillors of Spelthorne Borough Council 
 
I hereby summon you to attend a meeting of the Council to be held remotely via Skype for 
Business video conferencing on Thursday, 22 October 2020 commencing at 5.00 pm for 
the transaction of the following business.  
 

 
Daniel Mouawad 
Chief Executive 
 
Councillors are encouraged to wear their badge of past office at the Council meeting. 
 
Councillors are reminded to notify Committee Services of any Gifts and Hospitality offered 
to you since the last Council meeting so that these may be entered in the Gifts and 
Hospitality Declaration book.  
 
 
 
 



 

 AGENDA  

Description Page nos. 

1.   Apologies for absence  

 To receive any apologies for non-attendance. 
 

 

2.   Minutes  

 To confirm as a correct record the minutes of the Council meeting held 
on 30 July 2020 and the extraordinary meetings held on 10 and 24 
September 2020. 
 

21 - 54 

3.   Disclosures of Interest  

 To receive any disclosures of interest from Councillors in accordance 
with the Council’s Code of Conduct for Members. 
 

 

4.   Announcements from the Mayor  

 To receive any announcements from the Mayor. 
 

 

5.   Announcements from the Leader  

 To receive any announcements from the Leader. 
 

 

6.   Announcements from the Chief Executive  

 To receive any announcements from the Chief Executive. 
 

 

7.   Items carried over from the Council meeting held on 30 July 2020  

 The following items of business were carried over from the Council 
meeting held on 30 July 2020. 
 

 

a)   Motions - 30 July 2020  

 1. To consider a report from the Monitoring Officer (to follow) on the 
following Motion which was proposed at the meeting held on 30 July 
2020 and in accordance with Standing Order 28.2, was adjourned 
without discussion, to the next ordinary meeting of the Council: 

 
“The Leader said he would be more inclusive when he was elected and 
yet has not demonstrated this so under Standing Order 28.2, I propose 
a variation to Council Standing Order 8.3 little f.   I move the following: 
 
8.3 little ‘f’ be amended to prevent the Leader assigning all the Outside 
Bodies to his own party as opposed to the councillors best suited to 
carry out these roles.”  

Proposed by Councillor R.A. Smith-Ainsley  
Seconded by Councillor D. Saliagopoulos 
 

To Follow 



2. There were two Motions outstanding from the meeting held on 30 
July 2020, however Motion 3 was withdrawn by the proposer 
following the meeting. The remaining Motion reads: 

 
Motion 4. 
 
“The House of Commons Public Accounts Committee published its 
report on Local authority investment in commercial property on 13th July 
2020.  The Council notes the following conclusions arising from the 
report: 

 That in the view of the PAC, Spelthorne Borough Council borrowing 
from the Public Works Loans Board since 2016 has been excessive 
and undertaken against DHCLG and CIPFA guidance. 

 That in some authorities there have been failings in transparency, 
with decision making by small groups and inadequate scrutiny. 

 
The Council resolves to take the following actions in response to the 
PAC report:  

 To require greater member involvement in all future investment 
related decisions above a defined transaction value. 

 To make available to members full information on significant 
portfolio expenditures, lettings and contractual amendments within 
14 days of the decision. 

 To revise accounting structures to clearly separate the property 
investment portfolio from other Council activities and to make this 
segmentation transparent in future reporting to members. 

 To establish portfolio performance measures and risk management 
parameters to be reported periodically to members. 

 
The details of these actions are to be agreed by the Leader's Property 
Investment Task Group and submitted to the Council for ratification.” 

Proposed by:  Cllr Lawrence Nichols 
Seconded by: Cllr Bernie Spoor 
 

b)   Questions on Ward Issues  

 The Leader or his nominee to answer questions from Councillors on 
issues in their Wards, in accordance with Standing Order 15. 
 
There were two Ward issue questions outstanding from the meeting 
held on 30 July 2020: 
 
1. Question from Councillor I.T.E. Harvey 

Regarding the Lendy Memorial 

 Who exactly at the Council engaged this expert? 

 Who is this expert? What qualifications does he or she have? 

 Is this expert sufficiently knowledgeable about west African and 
southern African 19th century history so as to be able to make a 
valid judgement on the Lendy Memorial? 

 
 
 

 



2. Question from Councillor D. Saliagopoulos 
“I would like to make Council aware that the Riverside area within my 
Ward needs some attention please. There is a stretch of River walk 
which runs from Penton Hook Lock towards Staines Town. For those 
of you who know, we also have the large grassed area called 
“Silvery Sands” which has housing fronting this large open area.  
 
Until the unfortunate onset of the Virus Pandemic, this area was 
clean, free of dog fouling (thanks to the fabulous campaign 
organised by Councillor Joe Sexton a couple of years ago) and the 
bins never overflowed. Now, people leave plastic bags of litter, litter 
has been left on the grass and riverside area. One weekend there 
were hundreds of empty beer cans, all cleared up by local residents. 
 
I have to recognise the work that my fellow Councillor, Michelle 
Gibson, who lives on the river, does every day to keep the area 
clean. Many residents are also doing this. 
 
Every day there have been gatherings of people, all enjoying the 
River and it has been nice to see children out in the fresh air 
enjoying themselves. However, there’s always a but isn’t there? The 
area is now blighted by empty legal hi canisters, little small silver 
phials about the length of a cigarette. The users of these drugs must 
surely come from the nightly hoards of young people who 
congregate at Silvery Sands. I actually feel very sorry for those 
residents whose properties face directly onto this lovely area. Some 
have actually taken to putting up high fences and I have even heard 
of complete strangers walking through residents’ gardens.  
 
Crime is also on the rise with several properties being broken into. 
Litter, as I have mentioned and dog fouling is on the increase. 
Inconsiderate parking is rife. Two roads in particular, Penton Hook 
Road and parts of Wheatsheaf Lane are actually Private Roads - the 
residents pay for the upkeep of these roads, independently from the 
County Council. Visitors to the River In their cars were not respecting 
this.  
 
The biggest complaint I hear from residents is regarding cyclists. 
Why are these cyclists not understanding that Pelatons do not have 
right of way over pedestrians. There have been many near misses, 
dogs being hit, and many complaints about the general attitude of 
cyclists. So far I have personally witnessed 2 accidents. Cyclists 
should at least slow down for pedestrians and give way. At the 
weekend you might be mistaken for thinking that ‘would be’ entrants 
to the Tour de France were out practising! 
 
I therefore would like to hear from the Council how they will give 
some extra help to this area. What measures can be taken to put a 
stop to the continuous drug taking and loud noise at night? Are the 
Council willing to consider a zero tolerance policy towards 
youngsters doing this? Can we enforce a policy so that cyclists 
respect the River path and pedestrians? The Litter Campaign 
suggested by Councillors Rybinski and Sexton should start here! 



Finally, I want to make it clear. I am not against young people 
having a good time. As I mentioned earlier it is nice to see young 
people out and about enjoying themselves. What I am extremely 
concerned about, especially for the residents of Riverside & 
Laleham is that their day to day lives are being seriously disrupted 
and it is just not fair. 
 
I am sure Councillor Gibson would agree with me that we need to 
focus on our Riverside area to make it as nice as the River Areas in 
Lower Sunbury and Shepperton.” 

 

c)   General Questions  

 The Leader, or his nominee, to answer questions from Councillors on 
matters affecting the Borough, in accordance with Standing Order 15. 
 
There were 10 questions outstanding from the meeting held on 30 July 
2020.  
 
1. First Question from Cllr. R.W. Sider, BEM 
 
At the meeting of the full Council on the 18th of July 2019 I placed the 
following Motion before the Council. It was, ‘That Officers investigate 
whether it is feasible to enter into a reciprocal agreement with Surrey 
County Council for Spelthorne Borough Council to act on their behalf to 
remove Travellers encamped when on the highway and append such 
charges involved to Surrey’. It was seconded by Cllr Barnard. The 
motion was debated and the Leader of the Council said- quote - ‘I think 
it is something that we can ask officers to explore and then report back 
to the portfolio holder. On that basis I will support your motion and ask 
members to do likewise.’ The Motion was carried and it was Resolved 
‘That officers investigate whether it is feasible to enter into a reciprocal 
agreement with Surrey County Council for Spelthorne Borough Council 
to act on their behalf to remove Traveller encampments when on the 
highway, and append such charges involved to Surrey County Council.’  
 
My question is “It is now one calendar year since the foregoing 
resolution was debated and carried, and again Travellers have 
encamped in Old Charlton Lane, Shepperton, requiring officers from 
Surrey to deliver the relevant documentation to secure their removal. 
Can the Leader of the Council inform me what discussions with Surrey 
have taken place as required by the Motion of the 18th of July 2019, and 
what progress has been made in carrying out the requirements of the 
said resolution.” 
 
2. Second Question from Cllr. R.W. Sider, BEM 
 
“After a further invasion and encampment of Travellers in the borough 
in mid- summer last year, I requested that officers pursued through the 
legal means and through the courts, an injunction along the lines that 
had been secured by our neighbouring borough, which would prevent 
them entering Spelthorne on any occasion. After one year, can the 
Leader inform me of the progress that has been made by officers to 

 



secure such an injunction?” 
 
3. Question from Cllr. J. Sexton  
 
“At the Cabinet meeting on 15th July the Leader stated at the very 
beginning ‘Can I remind everyone that mobile phones should be 
switched off or set to silent mode’.   
 
When Cllr Attewell was reading one of her reports regarding 
homelessness she stopped and said ‘Sorry I’m reading this from my 
phone and someone just tried to call me.’  This was followed shortly 
after by another interruption with Cllr Attewell saying ‘Oh gosh I’m 
never doing this again, I am reading this from my phone and 
people keep ringing me.’  
 
Over 86 subscribers have now accessed the recording and it does not 
make the Spelthorne Council Cabinet look very professional. Will the 
Leader now ensure that Cabinet meetings are video recorded, as are 
the Planning Committee meetings, in order to ensure that Cabinet 
members can be seen to be giving the role they are undertaking the 
attention that it deserves.” 
 
4. Question from Cllr. K. Grant 
 
“Given the importance of the Environment portfolio to our Council 
priorities and the general wellbeing of Spelthorne and its residents, can 
the Leader please explain why this position has not been filled in the 
new Cabinet?  Can he begin to lay out his greener credentials that he 
expressed in his acceptance speech when elected Leader?” 
 
5. Question from Cllr. S. Dunn 
 
“The Leader of Surrey County Council has announced that he intends to 
make the whole of Surrey one Unitary Authority.  Can the Leader please 
advise us what communication or meetings have taken place to inform 
Spelthorne of these plans?” 
 
6. Question from Councillor B. Spoor 

 
“When is Spelthorne Council going to lead the way and put 40-50% of 
their planned accommodation as affordable, which will provide the 
impetus for developers to increase their share of affordable housing in 
their submissions? 
 
And in this context, will the Council also reconsider the Thameside 
House development, where no affordable housing is proposed?” 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



The responses to the following two questions from Councillor Nichols 
were provided to him after the meeting on 30 July 2020, at his request. 
The questions and responses will appear in the minutes of this meeting. 
 
7. First Question from Councillor L. Nichols 
 
“The Cabinet paper which was used to obtain approval for the purchase 
of the Oast House site contains an estimate of the number of housing 
units that can be built, and which underpins the cost effectiveness of the 
acquisition.  Could the Leader please explain why the Council is 
refusing to disclose this estimate to local residents?” 
 
8. Second Question from Councillor L. Nichols 

 
“Could the Leader please confirm whether the recently re-constituted 
Leader’s Task Group for the Local Plan will be looking again at the 
Green Belt site allocations?” 
 
9. Questions from Councillor I.T.E. Harvey 

 
1. Does the Leader still regard the Councils finances to be “in 

meltdown”? 

2. Does the Leader agree that our Property Investment Strategy has 
made a profound contribution to our finances and our ability to 
provide and protect services to residents without financial 
constraints, as exemplified by our unconstrained response to the 
COVID19 crisis? 

3. Can the Leader please explain why the following reports to 
Cabinet have been withdrawn / postponed, and advise what 
meetings have been cancelled or postponed during his 
leadership? 

 Asset Management Plan (this was originally scheduled to go 
to Overview and Scrutiny before Cabinet) 

 Annual Asset Investment Report 

 Community Asset Policy” 
 
10. Questions from Councillor J. Doerfel 

 

 How many applications for rent deferrals/rent remittals by 
commercial tenants has the Council received this year? 

 How many of these have been granted and how many of these 
have been refused? How manhy are still outstanding for 
decision? 

 Please provide us with information of the length of the rent 
periods for which rent will now not be paid by the companies in 
question (per company if the periods vary). 

 How much is the total Council income that will now not be 
received by the Council during the length of those periods (i.e. 
the periods during which rent will not be received) and that would 
otherwise have been due under the pre-COVID 19 rental 
contracts? 

 
 



8.   Questions from members of the public  

 The Leader, or his nominee, to answer any questions raised by 
members of the public in accordance with Standing Order 14. 
 
Note: the deadline for questions to be considered at this meeting is 12 
noon on Thursday 15 October 2020. 
 
At the time of publication of this agenda, 1 question was received  
 
Question from Mr Andrew McLuskey 
 
“Given the decision by the Secretary of State to authorise the 
construction of a new, unnecessary and potentially extremely disruptive 
pipeline from Southampton to Heathrow and given the council’s 
previous lacklustre response to the proposal will Spelthorne Council 
now commit to whole heartedly using all means possible to mount a 
strong legal challenge to the plan in the few weeks remaining which are 
available for this.” 
 

 

9.   Petitions  

 The Council has received a petition with 1800 signatories requesting 
that Spelthorne Borough Council and Surrey Police give their full 
assurance that:  
 
(1) The Lendy Memorial Lion will not be removed, dismantled, or 
toppled from its current location at Sunbury’s historical Walled Garden 
(The Walled Garden, Thames Street, Sunbury-on-Thames, TW16 6AB),  
 
(2) the heroic and valiant efforts of Charles Fredrick Lendy Captain R.A 
and Edward Augustus William Lendy, D.S.O, to which this memorial 
was erected, will not be marred with a plaque or sign bringing into 
disrepute their upstanding moral integrity, and 
 
(3) that the memorial will be protected by the police from the threat of 
vandals, thugs, and terrorists. 
 
The matter is referred to Council for consideration and a response.  In 
accordance with Standing Order 16.4 in the Constitution, the options 
available to Council are: 
 
(a) take the action the petition requests; or  
(b) not to take the action requested for reasons put forward in the 
debate; or  
(c) note the petition and keep the matter under review; or  
(d) if the content relates to a matter on the agenda for the meeting the 
petition be considered when the item is debated; or  
(e) the petition be referred to the Cabinet or Overview and Scrutiny 
Committee for further consideration. 
 
 
 
 

 



10.   Recommendations of the Cabinet  

 To consider the recommendations of the Cabinet from its meeting on 23 
September 2020 in relation to the following two items: 
 

55 - 56 

a)   Replacement of Spelthorne Leisure Centre  

 Reason for partial exemption 
Appendix 5 to the report contains exempt information within the 
meaning of Part 1 of Schedule 12A to the Local Government Act 1972, 
as amended by the Local Government (Access to Information) Act 1985 
and by the Local Government (Access to information) (Variation) Order 
2006 Paragraph 3 – Information relating to the financial or business 
affairs of any particular person (including the authority holding that 
information) and in all the circumstances of the case, the public interest 
in maintaining the exemption outweighs the public interest in disclosing 
the information because, disclosure to the public would prejudice the 
financial position of the authority in the tendering process for a 
developer to build the new leisure centre, allowing tenderers to know the 
Council’s estimated costs and budget for this development.  This in turn 
prejudices the Council by (i) distorting the tendering process and (ii) 
prejudicing the opportunity for the Council to get the most financially 
advantageous deal for building the new centre. 
 

57 - 90 

b)   Exempt Report - Victory Place Construction Costs - Key Decision  

 Reason for exemption 
This report contains exempt information within the meaning of Part 1 of 
Schedule 12A to the Local Government Act 1972, as amended by the 
Local Government (Access to Information) Act 1985 and by the Local 
Government (Access to information) (Variation) Order 2006 Paragraph 3 
– Information relating to the financial or business affairs of any particular 
person (including the authority holding that information) and in all the 
circumstances of the case, the public interest in maintaining the 
exemption outweighs the public interest in disclosing the information 
because, disclosure to the public would prejudice the financial position 
of the authority in agreeing final financial and contract terms with the 
preferred bidder. If the bids were to be made public then it may make 
the Council vulnerable to a renegotiation with the preferred bidder. 
 

91 - 100 

11.   Changing to a Committee system  

 To consider the report of the Monitoring Officer on a proposal for a 
change in the Council’s Governance arrangements. 
 

To Follow 

12.   Appointment of representative Trustees  

 To consider the reappointment of Council representative Trustees to the 
following charities: 
 
1. Ashford Sick and Needy Charity  

Mr A. Hatchman and Mr M. Mulford, each for a further four year 
period to October 2024. 
 

 



2. Ashford Relief in Need Charity 
Mrs M. Bushnell for a further four year period ending in October 
2024. 
 

3. Laleham Charities - Village Hall and Recreation Ground 
Mr C. Squire for a further four year period to expire October 2024. 

 

13.   Report from the Leader of the Council  

 To receive the report from the Leader of the Council on the work of the 
Cabinet at its meeting held on 23 September 2020. 
 

101 - 104 

14.   Report from the Chairman of the Licensing Committee  

 To receive the report from the Chairman of the Licensing Committee on 
the work of his Committee. 
 

105 - 106 

15.   Report from the Chairman of the Overview and Scrutiny Committee  

 To receive the report from the Chairman of the Overview and Scrutiny 
Committee on the work of her Committee. 
 

107 - 108 

16.   Report from the Chairman of the Planning Committee  

 To receive the report from the Chairman of the Planning Committee on 
the work of his Committee. 
 

To Follow 

17.   Motions  

 To receive any motions from Councillors in accordance with Standing 
Order 19. 
 
Note: The deadline for motions to be considered at this meeting was 
Monday 12 October 2020 and 6 were received: 
 
Motion 1 
The following amendments to the SBC Constitution are to be proposed. 
 
That the Constitution be amended as follows: 
 
Part 4 section (d) 
Financial Regulation B: Financial Planning 
Capital 
Authorisation of Capital Expenditure 
Para B24 be amended as follows 
‘Capital expenditure on a scheme not included in estimates or budgets 
may only be incurred after full evaluation of that scheme by the Leader 
(if under £20,000) or Cabinet (between £20,000 and £1million) Any 
proposed capital expenditure over £1 million must be evaluated and 
agreed by majority of Council Members'. 
 
The paragraph will continue as detailed- ‘This will include a 
statement………….’ 
 

 



A final sentence to be added: ‘This paragraph (B24) shall take priority 
over any other clause or paragraph within this Constitution that may be, 
or appear to be, in conflict.’ 
 
Para A38 be amended as follows: 
The Leader is authorised to approve a total supplementary expenditure 
in a year not exceeding 5% of the approved net revenue budget and 
£20,000 on any approved capital scheme. 
 
Part 4 section (c) 
Who May Make Cabinet Decisions 
Para 2.1 be amended as follows 
‘The arrangements for the discharge of Cabinet functions may be set 
out by the Leader. The Leader may, after full consultation and 
agreement of the majority of Cabinet members, provide for Cabinet 
functions to be discharged by: The list (a) to (g) 
 
Quorum 
Para 6.1be amended as follows: 
The quorum for a meeting of the Cabinet is 5. 
 
Proposed by Councillor T. Mitchell 
Seconded by Councillor R. Barratt 
 
Motion 2 
 
“Members will undoubtedly have noticed the growth in the number of 
small silver canisters lying around in our borough. These are Nitrous 
Oxide gas cylinders which are not being used for the purpose that they 
were manufactured but are being used by youngsters to give 
themselves an instant ‘high’.  
 
The gas does unfortunately have side effects. It is very dangerous to 
inhale nitrous oxide directly from the canister and doing it in an enclosed 
space is also very dangerous. If you take too much nitrous oxide you 
risk falling unconscious and/or suffocating from the lack of oxygen. 
People have died this way. 
 
This is a psychoactive drug and is covered by the 2016 Psychoactive 
Substances Act, which means it’s illegal to give away or sell. There’s no 
penalty for possession unless you’re in prison.  Supply and production 
can get you up to 7 years in prison, an unlimited fine or both. 
 
In order to try to protect our residents from the effect of this drug:- 
 
This Council resolves to:- 
 
a) Hold an advertising campaign to  

i) remind local businesses of the legislation regarding supply of 
these canisters.  
ii) remind parents/guardians of the harm that inhaling Nitrous Oxide 
from these cylinders will cause for their children. 

b) ask schools and youth organisations to highlight the dangers of 



inhaling Nitrous Oxide from these cylinders.  
c) use our JET team to carry out test purchases in the same way we do 
for licensed premises  
d) write to the Home Secretary to ask that the Psychoactive Substances 
Act be reviewed to remove loopholes which prevent prosecutions and 
increase fines for illegal importation and sale.”  
 
Proposed by Councillor R.A. Smith-Ainsley 
Seconded by Councillor I.J. Beardsmore 
 
Motion 3 
 
“This Council notes: The publication by Government of the White Paper, 
Planning for the Future on 6 August 2020, which set out proposals on 
reforms to the planning process for the future. 
 
This Council believes: 
1. That existing planning procedures, as currently administered by our 

own team, allow for local democratic control over future 
development, and give local people a say in planning proposals that 
affect them.  

2. That proposals for automatic rights to build in growth areas, and 
increase permitted development rights, risk unregulated growth and 
unsustainable communities. 

3. That local communities must be in the driving seat on shaping the 
future of their communities, and local determination of the planning 
framework and planning applications play an important part in this 
process. 

 
And this Council resolves to: 
1. Take part in the consultation on the planning proposals, and to 

make representations against the proposals as outlined in this 
motion. 

2. Write to and lobby our Member of Parliament, urging him to oppose 
these proposals and to circulate the reply to members. 

3. Highlight its concerns over these proposals with the public and local 
residents. 
 

This Council is concerned that the proposals seek to: 
 
1. Reduce or remove the right of residents to object to applications near 
them. 
2. Grant automatic rights for developers to build on land identified for 
growth. 
3. Remove section 106 payments for infrastructure and their 
replacement with a national levy. 
 
The vast majority of planning applications are given the go ahead by 
local authority planning committees, with permission granted to around 
9 out of 10 applications. 
And research by the Local Government Association has said that there 
are existing planning permissions for more than one million homes that 
have not yet been started. 



This Council further notes: The Royal Institute for British Architects 
called the proposals shameful and which will do almost nothing to 
guarantee delivery of affordable, well-designed and sustainable homes. 
RIBA also said that proposals could lead to the next generation of slum 
housing. The reforms are opposed by the all-party Local Government 
Association, currently led by Conservative Councillors.” 
 
Proposed by Councillor B.B. Spoor 
Seconded by Councillor T. Fidler 
 
Motion 4 
 
“This Council recognises that the provision of affordable housing in 
Spelthorne is in extremely short supply, having delivered just 427 
affordable homes over a period of 10 years from 2009-2019. With a 
housing waiting list of over 2500 and an estimated annual level of 
affordable housing need of 459 per annum, it is imperative that we 
increase the supply of genuinely affordable homes for our constituents, 
as a matter of urgency. 
 
We are facing a national housing emergency exacerbated by the Covid-
19 pandemic. Thousands of people across the country are living without 
a permanent home and clearly, Spelthorne is no exception. 
 
In its final report on Affordable Housing, the Affordable Housing 
Commission has called on the government “to make affordable housing 
a national priority and to put it at the centre of a national housing 
strategy.” 
 
In line with this, this Council resolves to making the provision of 
affordable housing a critical priority and pledges: 
 

1. To provide at least 1000 affordable homes over a 5-year period from 
2021-2025. The difference between the number of affordable homes 
supplied by private developers and the pledge of 1000 homes, will be 
supplied by Spelthorne Council/Knowle Green Estates. The 
affordable homes will be built on brownfield sites and not on 
Greenbelt or Public Urban Open Spaces.  
 

2. That a minimum of 50% of housing on sites will be affordable where 
the development comprises 10 or more dwellings or the site is 0.5 
hectares or larger irrespective of the number of dwellings. 
 

3. To adopt the measurement of housing affordability as recommended 
by the Affordable Housing Commission, which states that the 
measurement of affordability should be at the point where rent does 
not exceed a third of household income.” 

 
Proposed by Councillor V. Siva 
Seconded by Councillor J. Doerfel 
 
 
 



Motion 5 
 
"According to the Royal College of Physicians an estimated 40,000 
deaths a year in the UK are linked to air pollution, with engine idling 
contributing to this. Engine idling can release 150 balloons worth of 
exhaust emissions in just one minute. 
  
As stated by the RAC “(t)hese fumes contain a number of harmful 
gasses including carbon dioxide, which is bad for the environment and 
contributes towards climate change, as well as a range of other harmful 
gasses including nitrogen dioxide, carbon monoxide and hydrocarbons 
which are linked to asthma and other lung diseases.” 
  
As a Council that wishes to improve air quality across the borough, this 
council herewith decides to:- 
  
a) Declare a Borough-wide “Clean Air and no idling zone” by 1st 
January 2021, 
b) encourage all residents and businesses to stop engine idling in the 
Borough through awareness-rising in Council publications, 
communications and as part of a general awareness campaign pointing 
out the harm of idling and that engine idling is already liable for a 
penalty notice under existing legislation,  
c) encourage and assist schools, businesses, and other partners in the 
Borough to highlight the health hazards and environmental impact of 
idling and to take measures to combat idling through signage and other 
measures, 
d) write to Surrey County Council urging the Council to proactively 
address and combat idling as a matter of urgency including through the 
implementation of a Traffic Regulation Order to this effect, increased 
use of custom signage, idling penalties and increased enforcement 
resourcing for monitoring of idling hotspots including in busy shopping 
areas, car parks, near schools and in residential areas. 
e) Write to the Government urging for a substantial increase in fines for 
stationary idling and repeat idling through legislative reform and 
statutory operational guidance to authorities. 
f) Work with other local authorities to learn from best practices and work 
together for legislative reform." 
  
Proposed by Councillor J. Doerfel 
Seconded by Councillor T. Lagden 
 
Motion 6 
 
Climate Emergency Motion 
  
Spelthorne Borough Council herewith 
 
1. declares a climate emergency immediately. 
2. decides to commission a detailed study by the end of this year 
identifying practical steps, precise targets and concrete courses of 
action that can achieve carbon neutrality as soon as possible, 
3. decides to network with other local authorities and the Local 



Government Association with a view to learning from best practices by 
other Councils that have adopted carbon neutrality targets and/or other 
measures mitigating the effects of Climate Change, 
4. decides to establish a Climate Change Citizens Assembly for 
residents to help address our climate emergency before the end of the 
year with the first meeting to be held remotely in January 2021. 
 
Proposed by Councillor J. Doerfel 
Seconded by Councillor V. Siva 
 

18.   Questions on Ward Issues  

 The Leader, or his nominee, to answer questions from Councillors on 
issues in their Wards, in accordance with Standing Order 15. 
 
Note: the deadline for questions to be considered at this meeting is 12 
noon on Thursday 15 October 2020. 
 

 

19.   General questions  

 The Leader, or his nominee, to answer questions from Councillors on 
matters affecting the Borough, in accordance with Standing Order 15. 
 
Note: the deadline for questions to be considered at this meeting is 12 
noon on Thursday 15 October 2020. 
 
At the time of publication of this agenda, 6 questions were received: 
 
Question 1 – Councillor Robin Sider BEM 
 
“Will the Leader and members of the council join me in congratulating 
the Council on being awarded the  ‘Silver Award ‘ as part of  the Ministry 
of Defence Employers Recognition Scheme, an award for organisations 
that pledge, demonstrate and advocate support to the Armed Forces 
community, and align their values with the Armed Forces Covenant. And 
will the council also note  the hard work undertaken by Kamal 
Mehmood, the council’s Armed Forces Partnership Manager and the 
Council’s  Communication team in order to achieve such a high and 
prestigious award.” 
 
Question 2 – Councillor Robin Sider BEM 
 
“The annual South and South east in Bloom competition is designed to 
encourage councils, residents and businesses to work together to 
improve the local environment and make towns and cities greener and 
cleaner for everyone. That said, will the Leader and all members of this 
council join me in congratulating Head of Neighborhood Services and 
her staff on achieving  a magnificent result by way of   Staines, Ashford 
and Sunbury cemeteries  all being  awarded gold, and the  Sunbury 
Walled Garden  also striking  gold in the Small Park category.” 
 
 
 
 

 



Question 3 – Councillor Dick Smith-Ainsley 
 
“In the announcements made by the Leader at his first council 
meeting on 30th July he stated the following regarding Task Groups:- 
 “Full details of this group (a Multi-Party Task Group on Governance) 
and all the other Task Group will be published in the next few days.” 
 
Since then all efforts to find out the details of these Task Groups has 
been met with a wall of silence.  
 
Why, two and a half months after he promised the details is the Leader 
deliberately withholding this information?”  
 
Question 4 – Councillor Dick Smith-Ainsley 
 
“Leader of Spelthorne Borough Council Cllr John Boughtflower has 
made various statements which have been published on the council 
web site.   
 
He stated on 17th August "When elected as leader, I promised that 
there would be an increase in cross-party working and, just over a 
month on, this administration is demonstrating that actions speak louder 
than words.” 
At the same time the Deputy Leader, Cllr McIlroy stated with regard to 
the New Local Plan working party "Not only will this be the first of the 
new administration's promised cross-party engagement groups but, as it 
regards the New Local Plan which is so important to residents, it is 
arguably one of the most significant working groups for our Borough. 
This group will lead the way to prove co-operative working over politics 
for the benefit of our residents.  
  
The emphasis on “co-operative working over politics for the benefit of 
our residents”  is significant. 
 
Can the Leader explain why he has decided to deliberately exclude 
every single member of the United Spelthorne Group, which is the 
second largest opposition group on the council from every one of his 
cross party working groups including the New Local Plan working party 
described by the Deputy Leader as “one of the most significant working 
groups for our Borough” and how can he justify that the group “will lead 
the way to prove co-operative working over politics for the benefit of our 
residents.” when everyone can clearly see that actions do indeed speak 
louder than words and that petty politics is front and centre of his 
working party selection criteria, over and above any thought about the 
benefits to our residents?” 
 
Question 5 – Councillor Helen Harvey 
 
“Following the recent ‘Lichfields’ report re housing needs across the 
country, if their new methodology is adopted then there will be a 
reduction in Spelthorne’s housing need requirement from 606 to 489 
homes per year (due, perhaps in part, to the effective lobbying of the 
MHCLG by Cllr Harvey, Cllr Beardsmore and Strategic Planning Officers 
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directly to the ministry commencing Nov 2019), this means c.1700 less 
residential units would be required to be built over the 15 year period of 
the new Local Plan.  In the recent consultation it was identified that 
c.1650 units would need to be accommodated on Green Belt, there is 
now seemingly no need to build on any Green Belt in Spelthorne.  
 
Given this, and widespread opposition from residents, will the ‘leader’ 
confirm that his new administration will remove any proposals to build 
on our Green Belt from the new Local Plan and furthermore any other 
developer application to build on our Green Belt will not be supported by 
Conservative members?”  
 
Question 6 – Councillor Helen Harvey 
 
“I am concerned by the apparent delays in progressing our key 
residential developments in particular at Ceaser Court II and Thameside 
House. I estimate that every month of delay costs the tax paying 
residents of Spelthorne c.£25k. How do you plan to recoup these losses 
and what action will you take to ensure that the Borough is not 
unnecessarily exposed to the anticipated increase in build costs post 
Brexit transition?” 
 
 

 


