
Unconfirmed minutes – subject to change at next meeting. 
 
Worthing County Local Committee 
 
19 November 2014 – At a meeting of the Committee held at 7.00 pm, St Paul’s, 55 
Chapel Road, Worthing. 
 
Present: Mr High (Chairman), Mr Cloake, Mrs Hall, Mr R Oakley, Mr J Rogers, Mr R 
Rogers, Mr Smytherman (Vice Chairman), Mr Turner and Mr Waight.  
 
 
Chairman’s Welcome 
 
41. The Chairman welcomed members and the public to the meeting. 

 
Declarations of Interest 
 
42. Mr Smytherman declared a personal interest as a Member of Worthing Borough 
Council and as Worthing Town Crier under contract with Worthing Town Centre 
Initiative. 
 
43. Mr J Rogers declared a personal interest as a trustee of Heene Community 
Centre relating to the Community Initiative Fund application 393/W and as an 
attendee of Worthing Cycle Forum relating to Community Initiative Fund application 
444/W. 
 
44. Mr R Rogers declared a personal interest as Chairman of the Maybridge 
Keystone Centre and a friend of The Lions in relation to the Community Initiative Fund 
applications. 
 
Minutes 
 
45.  Resolved – That the minutes of the meeting of the Committee held on 10 June  

2014 be approved as a correct record and that they be signed by the Chairman. 
 

46. The Committee noted concerns raised about the allocation of S106 funding for 
sustainable transport. 
 
Urgent Matters 
 
47. The Chairman agreed that a late Authority Governor application could be 
considered at agenda item 9. 
 
Progress Statement 
 
48. The Committee noted the report that contained updates on issues raised at 
previous meetings and those pertinent to the Worthing area. 
 
Worthing 20 mph Consultation 
 
49. The Committee received a report by the Executive Director of Communities and 
Public Protection that outlined the results of the recent public consultation (copy 



appended to signed minutes.  Peter Lawrence, Principal Community Officer, 
introduced the report and drew the Committees attention to the agenda update sheet 
(copy appended to signed minutes).  Mr Lawrence highlighted that 13,000 
households, 22.2% of the Worthing population, had responded. 
 
50. The Chairman invited a representative from both the 20s Plenty and 20s 
Pointless campaign to address the meeting.  
 
51. The 20s Plenty campaign made the following points: 

• That holders of public office should act and make decisions impartially, fairly 
and on merit without bias and based on the best evidence. 

• The consultation Frequently Asked Questions provided no information on the 
benefits of the 20mph and included a suggestion that bus services might be 
negatively effected. 

• The Consultation Steering Group included two individuals active in the 20’s 
Pointless campaign and the CEO of Compass busses but only one member of 
20’s Plenty and no representatives for children, the elderly or those with 
disabilities. 

• Half the comments received were negative as people didn’t know about the 
scheme or the benefits. 

• The decision is not impartial, fair or without bias. 
• Would challenge the decision vigorously and the consultation. 
• The consultation was flawed. 
 

52. The 20s Pointless campaign made the following points:  
• The 20s Plenty campaign wanted a vote on whether Worthing wanted a blanket 

20mph speed limit.  The consultation had taken place and the public voted 
overwhelmingly against it. 

• This would be a democratic decision with the people of Worthing deciding. 
• There had been a fair campaign on both sides. 
• Was not proper to pull holes in the consultation and was offensive to the 

democratic principal of the Committee. 
• Firmly expressed view and a majority ‘no’ vote in all profiles. 
• No mandate for a 20mph speed limit and no argument for implementation. 

 
53. The Chairman invited comments from the floor.  The following comments were 
made: 

• Worthing has one of the worst accident records and 20mph scheme could 
potentially have improved this record. 

• Questioned whether the 20mph speed limit would comply to the EU directive 
that would mean that speed humps and chicane’s would need to be installed at 
a phenomenal cost.   

• Queried how the scheme would be policed?  Residents with speed guns?  The 
Chairman responded that if the scheme were progressed then questions of 
enforcement and speed control measures would be addressed. 

• Felt that the benefits and negatives of the scheme should have been brought to 
people’s attention. 

• Tied vote in under 18s was telling and the results varied greatly across 
Worthing. 

• 88 organisations nationally had supported 20s Plenty 
• The Police were the road safety experts that would have to deliver bad news 

and stand up in court.  The Police do not endorse 20mph schemes unless there 



is a danger, round schools for example.  The scheme needed to be self-
enforcing because the police would not intervene.  

• People would not drive at 20mph; they drive relating to the character of the 
road 

• A blanket 20mph scheme in Islington increased the average speed 
• Worthing Cycle Forum queried whether a pilot scheme could be introduced in 

Worthing Pier as it had the highest ‘yes’ response.  They also asked that if the 
scheme was not progressed whether anything would be done to address issues 
in dangerous roads.  The Chairman informed the meeting that local members 
would be provided with a street by street breakdown of the results.  If people 
felt there was an issue in their road the Chairman urged them to contact their 
local member. 

• Urged the Committee to spend any S106 money earmarked for the scheme on 
sustainable transport, particularly the extension of the National Cycle Route 2 
that currently ended on the seafront on George V Avenue. 

 
54. The Chairman then invited comments from members of the Committee who 
highlighted the following: 

• Extended thanks to officers for work on the comprehensive consultation 
• Good example of the County Council giving residents a chance to have their say 

and responding to that. 
• Every consultation is flawed to an extent as people can be influenced by one 

side or the other but are able to decide for themselves whether it is a good or 
bad idea and come to an informed decision. 

• Committee maintained throughout that the scheme had to have demonstrated 
community support and it did not at this time. 

• Individual roads were excluded for good reasons and speed checks will need to 
be carried out before anything is progressed. 

• Urged residents to speak to their local member if they had an issue in their 
road and any ideas on how to tackle the problem. 

• Majority of residents had said no and the Committee could not vote against 
that. 

 
55. Resolved – that the Committee: 
 

(i) Noted the result of the consultation; 
(ii) Agreed not to progress the proposed introduction of a town-wide 20 mph 

speed limit in Worthing at this time and; 
(iii) That the proposal would remain on the Community Issues list for 

potential future prioritisation should significant public support be 
demonstrated. 

 
 ‘talk with us’ Open Forum 
 
56. A number of questions had been raised prior to the meeting regarding the new 
Bohunt Academy.  The Chairman gave an update to the meeting.  The following points 
were highlighted: 
 The County Council was seeking to finalise a proposal for sharing the sports 

ground that sets a balance between the requirements of Bohunt School for 
Physical Education, the other hirers of the Manor Sports ground and the on-
going need of the community to have a space for recreational use. 



 Speculation in the absence of a proposal had been unhelpful but it was hoped 
that the proposal would be finalised in the nest week. 

 A process and timescale for consultation and subsequent decision making would 
also be finalised in the near future. 

 The consultation would include a public drop-in event and would be well 
publicised so that all affected had the opportunity to comment. 

 Ultimately Worthing Borough Council as landowner has the power to decide 
over future use of the sports ground. 

 
57. Worthing Cycle Forum extended an open invitation to the new Principal 
Community Officer for the Worthing area to attend their meetings. 
 
58. A resident questioned whether the current Highways contract with Balfour 
Beatty required the contractor to repair every defect in the road they are working in 
and whether the County Council was considering a policy change for pothole repairs 
following Surrey County Council’s change in approach to repairs.  Instead of patching 
Surrey County Council now carried out an extensive repair that is guaranteed for 20 
years.  East Sussex County Council had invested in a lease contract for a pothole 
repair vehicle instead of crews.   
 
59. The Chairman responded that monitoring of repairs was carried out and that 
the County Council had twice received additional funding from Central Government for 
pothole repairs.  The County Council had also set up the ‘Better Roads’ program to 
invest £30m in bringing the counties roads up to an acceptable standard. 
 
60. A representative of the Ilex Conservation group questioned whether there had 
been any progress in replacing the sign to reflect the classification of Titnore Lane.  
The Chairman responded that an update would be given at the next meeting. 
 
61. A representative for Transition Town Worthing showed the Committee a Travel 
Information Pack that had been produced by another council and contained 
information on car sharing, walking and cycling and questioned whether a similar 
information pack could be produced for Worthing.  The Chairman was supportive of 
the idea and as the local member offered to meet with the gentleman and discuss it 
further. 
 
62. A prospective parent of the new Bohunt Academy questioned what was being 
done to ensure that the sponsor stays in board given the negative press and how the 
consultation could be deemed ‘fair’ when parents will not know whether their child has 
a place until March 2015.  Mr Turner, the local member, reassured the parents that 
there will be a drop-in event in Broadwater and encouraged every parent to attend if 
their child may be attending the academy.  The Council recognised the strength of 
feeling surrounding the academey but this was a good news story as Bohunt School in 
Liphook is rated ‘Outstanding’ by OFSTED and has excellent GCSE results. 
  
 
Community Initiative Funding 
 
63. The CLC received the report on Community Initiative Funding from the Director 
of Law, Assurance and Strategy (copy appended to the signed minutes). 

 
64.     Resolved – That 



 
1. funding for the following applications be approved: 

 
 393/W Heene Community Association, £2,500, towards the costs of building a 

buggy park. 
 
 404/W Superstar Arts, £1,482.56, towards the cost of producing a CD, website 

design and printing costs. 
 
 406/W Breathing Spaces, £4,550 towards the costs of landscaping the garden 

at the New Tyne Centre. 
 
 440/W East Worthing Community Association, £3,375, towards the costs of a 

storage shed. £4,500 had been requested but the Committee agreed to provide 
75% of the funding and suggested that the users that would benefit should 
provide the remaining 25% off the funding. 

 
 444/W Worthing Cycle Forum, £1,000, for cycling safety gear to be distributed 

via schools. 
 

2. That the following applications be declined: 
 
 405/W Offington Counselling Services, £1,600, towards costs of specialist 

training because this is a revenue cost for staff training and as such is outside 
the funding criteria.  

 
 439/W West Sussex Parents & Carers Forum, £1,500, towards events costs - 

including venue hire, refreshments and gifts.  The majority of this application 
fell outside of the funding criteria.  Additionally the organisation has significant 
funds in their bank account. 

 
 445/W Friends of Durrington School First School, £1,500 towards the costs of  

Christmas Tree, lights and electricians costs.  The Committee were not 
supportive of funding the cost of a tree and delivery when the tree would only 
be on site for a matter of weeks. 
 

65. The Committee noted that £2,500 had been awarded via the Urgent Action 
Procedure to Bartie Presents (Tide of Light Children’s Parade and Firework Festival) 
towards the costs of craft materials for the parade. 

 
Appointment of Authority School Governors 
 
66. Members received a report by the Director of Communities Commissioning 
(copy appended to the signed minutes) regarding the appointment of Authority School 
Governors. 
 
67.    Resolved - That:  

 
1.  the following appointments be made: 
 

Appointments under the 2007 Regulations 



 Mr Dennis Stephenson to Downsbrook Middle School for a three year term 
 
 Mrs E Cook to Oak Grove College for a four year term. 

 
 Mr Michael Cloake to Heene First School for a four year term. 

 
Nominations under the 2012 regulations  
 
 Mr David Ashley to Lyndhurst Primary School for a four year term 

 
2. the following appointment under the 2007 Regulations was declined: 

 
 Ms Alison Gilby to Thomas A’ Becket Middle School for a four term because the 

school were in the process of reconstituting. 
 

Date of Next Meeting 
 
68. The next meeting of the Committee would take place on Wednesday 14 January 
2015 at a venue to be confirmed. 
 
The meeting ended at 9.03pm 
 
 
 
 
Chairman 
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