
County Council Report 67 
6 June 2014 
 

 West Sussex County Council – Annual Meeting 
 
 
11 April 2014 
 
At an Annual Meeting of the County Council held at 10.30 a.m. on Friday, 
11 April 2014, at Chichester College, Chichester, the members present being: 
 

Mrs A J Jupp (Chairman) 
 
Mr W E Acraman 
Mr D H Barling 
Mr L H Barnard 
Mrs E A Bennett 
Mr P J J Bradbury 
Mr M J Brown 
Mr I J R Buckland 
Mr R D Burrett 
Mr P C Catchpole 
Mr P J Circus 
Mr M R Clark 
Mr D G Crow 
Dr N P S Dennis 
Mrs E M Evans 
Mr P C Evans 
Mrs C M Field 
Mr M J Glennon 
Ms M L Goldsmith 
Mr P A D Griffiths 
Mrs P A Hall 
Mr P D High 
Mr S R Hillier 
Mr J C Hunt 
Ms S James 
Mrs A F Jones, MBE 
Mr G L Jones 
Mr M G Jones 
Ms D M K Kennard 
Mrs E Kitchen 
Mr P K Lamb 
Mr R A Lanzer 

Mr G V McAra 
Mr P G Metcalfe 
Mrs M E Millson 
Mrs J S Mockridge 
Mr J A P Montyn 
Mrs S R Mullins 
Mr S J Oakley 
Mr J J O’Brien 
Mr F R J Oppler 
Mr C G Oxlade 
Mr L W Parsons 
Mr A Patel 
Mr A P Petch 
Mr N F Peters 
Mrs J E Phillips 
Mr B J Quinn 
Mr J G Rae 
Mrs A M Rapnik 
Mr J L Rogers 
Mr R Rogers 
Mr B A Smith 
Mrs B A Smith 
Mr A C Sutcliffe 
Mr B W Turner 
Mr G M Tyler 
Mrs D L Urquhart 
Mr S G Waight 
Dr J M M Walsh, KStJ, RD 
Mr B R A D Watson, OBE 
Mr L S Wickremaratchi 

 
Chairman 
 
1 Mr Peters, the Vice-Chairman of the Council, took the chair for the election 

of Chairman of the County Council. 
 
Election of Chairman 
 
2 The Vice-Chairman stated that he had one nomination for the office of 

Chairman of the Council, that of Mrs Amanda Jupp.  Mrs Jupp was elected  
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Chairman of the Council for the ensuing year. 

 
3 Mrs Jupp made the prescribed declaration of acceptance of office and took 

the chair. 
 
Election of Vice-Chairman 
 
4 The Chairman stated that she had one nomination for the office of Vice-

Chairman of the Council, that of Mr Nigel Peters.  Mr Peters was elected 
Vice-Chairman of the Council for the ensuing year. 

 
5 Mr Peters made the prescribed declaration of acceptance of office. 
 
Apologies and attendance 
 
6 Apologies were received from Mrs Arculus, Mr Barrett-Miles, Mrs Brunsdon, 

Mr Cloake, Mrs Duncton, Mr R J Oakley, Mr Sheldon, Mr Smytherman and 
Mr Whittington.  Mr Oppler arrived at 11.00 a.m.  Mr Tyler gave his 
apologies for the afternoon session.  Mr Smith gave his apologies and left 
at 3.00 p.m. 

 
125th Anniversary of the County Council 
 
7 The Chairman reported that 2014 marked the 125th anniversary of the 

County Council, the inaugural meeting having taken place on 4 April 1889. 
 
Transformation Director 
 
8 On behalf of members the Chairman welcomed Gill Steward, the new 

Transformation Director, to her first Council meeting. 
 
Director of Children’s Services 
 
9 The Chairman reported that Stuart Gallimore, the Director of Children’s 

Services, was leaving the Council later in April.  Members thanked 
Mr Gallimore for his contribution to children’s services at the Council and 
wished him every success for the future. 

 
Interests 
 
10 Members declared interests as set out at Appendix 1. 
 
Minutes 
 
11 It was agreed that the minutes of the Ordinary Meeting of the County 

Council held on 14 February 2014 (pages 3 to 41) be approved as a 
correct record. 
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Review of Proportionality 
 
12 The County Council was reminded of its statutory duty to review the 

proportionality on its committees annually and noted a paper on the 
application of the proportionality rules, together with a table showing the  
allocations of seats among Committees (pages 42 and 43).  There had 
been no changes to the proportionality on committees since the last 
report. 

 
13 Resolved - that the review of proportionality on committees be agreed. 
 
Notification of Appointment of Cabinet Members and Deputies to Cabinet 
Members 
 
14 The County Council was reminded that the Leader was required each year 

to give notice to the Council of her appointments to the Cabinet and 
allocation of Cabinet portfolios, together with the appointment of Deputies 
to Cabinet Members.   

 
15 The Council noted that Ms Goldsmith had given notice to the County 

Council of her appointments for the ensuing year, as set out on page 44. 
 
Appointments 
 
16 Schedules setting out the nominations for the re-appointment of the 

chairmen, vice-chairmen and members of Select Committees and non-
Executive committees and substitutes were circulated. 

 
17  The schedules were agreed as set out at Appendix 2 attached. 
 
Cabinet and Written Questions 
 
Written Questions 
 
18 Questions and answers pursuant to Standing Order 15(2), as set out at 

Appendix 3, were circulated.  Members asked questions on the answers as 
set out at Appendix 3. 

 
Cabinet Member Question Time 
 
19 Members asked questions on the Cabinet Members’ reports (pages 45 to 

50), as set out at Appendix 4. 
 
Leader’s Question Time 
 
20 Members questioned the Leader on matters currently relevant to the 

County Council, as set out at Appendix 4. 
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Adoption of the West Sussex Waste Local Plan 
 
21 The County Council was asked to approve the adoption of the West Sussex 

Waste Local Plan, in the light of a report by the Cabinet Member for 
Highways and Transport (pages 51 to 53) and two appendices consisting 
of the main modifications recommended by the Inspector and  the Draft 
West Sussex Waste Local Plan. 

 
22 Resolved -  
 

That the West Sussex Waste Local Plan, incorporating the main 
modifications recommended by the Inspector and other minor changes, as 
set out at Appendix 2 to the report, be adopted. 

 
Governance Committee: Scheme of Members’ Allowances 
 
23 The County Council was asked to approve a change to the mileage rate in 

the Scheme of Members’ Allowances, in the light of a report by the 
Governance Committee (page 54). 

 
24 Resolved -  
 
 That the mileage rate be the AA rate, adjusted to remove the 2p allowance 

for car parking and tolls, giving a current mileage rate of 57.25p per mile, 
with members continuing to be able to claim separately for those, to take 
effect from 1 April 2014. 

 
Governance Committee: Local Enterprise Partnership Joint Committee 
Arrangements 
 
25 The County Council was asked to approve the establishment of a Local 

Enterprise Partnership Joint Committee, in the light of a report by the 
Governance Committee (pages 55 to 57). 

 
26 Resolved -  
 

(1) That the establishment of the Coast to Capital Joint Committee, for 
the exercise of approval of the Strategic Economic Plan as detailed 
in paragraphs 3 to 9 of the report, be approved; 

 
(2) That the Head of Law and Governance take all measures necessary 

for or incidental to the implementation of the proposal, and the on-
going management and administration of the Committee; and 

 
(3) That the Head of Law and Governance amends the Council’s 

Constitution to reflect the establishment of the Committee. 
 
Governance Committee: Changes to the Constitution 
 
27 The County Council was asked to approve changes to Standing Orders in  
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relation to the procedure for recorded votes and changes to the 
constitution and terms of reference of the West Sussex Health and 
Wellbeing Board, in the light of a report by the Governance Committee 
(pages 58 to 62). 

 
28 Resolved -  
 

(1) That Standing Order 36(1) be amended to require recorded votes at 
a meeting of the County Council considering the budget on both the 
budget recommendations and any amendments, as set out at 
Appendix 1 to the report; 

 
(2) That Standing Order 36(1) be amended to specify that the number 

of members of a committee required for a recorded vote should be a 
quarter of the appointed members or three members of the 
committee, whichever is the greater, as set out at Appendix 1 to the 
report; and 

 
(3) That the revised constitution and terms of reference for the Health 

and Wellbeing Board, as set out at Appendix 2 to the report, be 
approved. 

 
Notices of Motion 
 
Notice of Motion by Mr M G Jones 
 
29 At the County Council meeting on 14 February 2014 the following motion 

had been moved by Mr M G Jones, seconded by Mr Lamb, and referred to 
the Cabinet Members for Corporate Relations and for Finance for 
consideration.  A report by the Cabinet Members was included with the 
agenda (page 63). 

 
‘This Council recognises the trend for companies to employ workers on low 
pay, causing many to have the need to claim from the Housing and benefit 
systems. 
 
West Sussex County Council resolves to ask the Cabinet Member for 
Corporate Relations to sign up to the Living Wage campaign and its 
principles, by instructing council officers to take the steps necessary to be 
accredited with the Living Wage Foundation as a Living Wage Employer.  
 
West Sussex County Council therefore also resolves to ask the Cabinet 
Member for Finance to ensure that all contractors entering into future 
agreements with this Council agree to pay at least the level set by the 
Living Wage Foundation as the Living Wage. 
 
In this we recognise the Council’s current contracts will need to be 
investigated, with the intention to ensure that living wage levels are 
consistently achieved when those contracts are due to be renewed.  All 
future contracts made by the Council will be subject to this policy.’ 
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30 The motion was put to a recorded vote under Standing Order 36(1). 
 
 (a) for the motion – 12 
 

Mr Buckland, Dr Dennis, Mr M G Jones, Mr Lamb, Mrs Millson, Mrs Mullins, 
Mr Oppler, Mr Oxlade, Mr Quinn, Mr R Rogers, Mrs Smith and Dr Walsh. 
 
(b) against the motion – 37 
 
Mr Acraman, Mr Barnard, Mrs Bennett, Mr Bradbury, Mr Brown, Mr Burrett, 
Mr Catchpole, Mr Circus, Mr Clark, Mrs Evans, Mr Evans, Mrs Field, 
Ms Goldsmith, Mr Griffiths, Mr High, Mr Hillier, Mr Hunt, Mrs Jupp, 
Ms Kennard, Mrs Kitchen, Mr Lanzer, Mr McAra, Mrs Mockridge, Mr Montyn, 
Mr S J Oakley, Mr O’Brien, Mr Patel, Mr Peters, Mrs Phillips, Mr Rae, 
Mrs Rapnik, Mr J L Rogers, Mr Turner, Mrs Urquhart, Mr Waight, 
Mr Watson and Mr Wickremaratchi. 
 
(c) abstentions – 10 
 
Mr Barling, Mr Glennon, Mrs Hall, Ms James, Mrs Jones, Mr G L Jones, 
Mr Metcalfe, Mr Parsons, Mr Petch and Mr Sutcliffe. 

 
31 The motion was lost. 
 
Notice of Motion by Dr Walsh 
 
32 The following motion was moved by Dr Walsh and seconded by 

Mrs Millson. 
 

‘This Council notes: 
 

• 1 in 6 people will experience a mental health problem in any given 
year. 

• The World Health Organisation predicts that depression will be the 
second most common health condition worldwide by 2020. 

• Mental ill health costs some £105 billion each year in England alone. 
• People with a severe mental illness die up to 20 years younger than 

their peers in the UK. 
• There is often a circular relationship between mental health and 

issues such as housing, employment, family problems or debt. 
 

This Council believes: 
 

• As a commissioning authority we have a crucial role to play in 
improving the mental health of everyone in our community and 
tackling some of the widest and most entrenched inequalities in 
health. 

• Mental health should be a priority across all the council’s functions, 
from public health, adult social care and children’s services and 
planning.  
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• All councillors, whether members of the Executive or Scrutiny and in 

our community and casework roles, can play a positive role in 
championing mental health on an individual and strategic basis. 

 
This Council resolves: 

 
To ask the Cabinet Member for Adult Social Care and Health, on behalf of 
the County Council, to sign the Local Authorities’ Mental Health Challenge 
run by Centre for Mental Health, Mental Health Foundation, Mind, Rethink 
Mental Illness, Royal College of Psychiatrists and YoungMinds. 

 
The Cabinet Member for Adult Social Care and Health is asked to commit 
to: 

 
(1) Appoint an elected member as ‘mental health champion’ across the 

council; 
 
(2) Identify a ‘lead officer’ for mental health to link in with colleagues 

across the council; 
 
(3) Follow the implementation framework for the mental health strategy 

where it is relevant to the council’s work and local needs; 
 
(4) Work with our partners to reduce inequalities in mental health in our 

community; 
 
(5) Work with the NHS to integrate health and social care support; 

 
(6) Promote wellbeing and initiate and support action on mental health; 
 
(7) Tackle discrimination on the grounds of mental health in our 

community; 
 
(8) Encourage positive attitudes to mental health in our schools, 

colleges and workplaces; and 
 

(9) Proactively engage and listen to people of all ages and backgrounds 
about what they need for better mental health.’ 

 
33 The motion was referred to the Cabinet Members for Adult Social Care and 

Health and for Community Wellbeing for consideration. 
 
Notice of Motion by Mr Burrett 
 
34 The following motion was moved by Mr Burrett and seconded by 

Mr Barling. 
 

‘This Council recognises the value of the work carried out by the West 
Sussex Local Assistance Network, whereby funding is made available to a  
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network of voluntary and community groups which then take on 
responsibility for providing short-term crisis support for people in need. 
 
By February 2014 the West Sussex Local Assistance Network had assisted 
5,582 individuals, couples and families, many of whom are unable to work 
due to long-term health conditions, or are in work but on a low income, 
waiting for their first pay cheque, or waiting for a job to begin.  
 
This fund is a fine example of cost-effective preventative early intervention 
and therefore the Council expresses its dismay at the Government’s recent 
decision as part of the Local Government Finance Settlement to withdraw 
£180m of funding nationwide for Local Assistance Networks by 2015/16, 
meaning that authorities such as West Sussex will have to make a decision 
on whether or not to fund their Local Assistance Networks locally, 
representing an unfunded new burden of around £1.24m per annum for 
this Council. 
 
The Council therefore resolves to ask the Leader to write to the Secretary 
of State for Communities and Local Government asking the Government to 
reconsider its decision to withdraw this funding, and to seek support 
directly from West Sussex MPs in this regard.’ 
 

35 The motion was carried as set out above. 
 
Notice of Motion by Mr Glennon 
 
36 The following motion was moved by Mr Glennon and seconded by 

Ms James. 
 
‘This Council resolves to adopt the principle that all West Sussex county 
councillors should undertake to speak, write and vote on behalf of their 
constituents without fear of discipline wielded by party whips.  Inevitably, 
membership of a political party requires members to respect their party’s 
values and to honour pre-election manifesto pledges.  However, should 
party policy ever conflict with the interests of local residents, this council is 
asked to resolve that local members should always act in their residents’ 
interests, unfettered by whipping or party political coercion.’ 
 

37 An amendment was moved by Mr Acraman and seconded by Dr Walsh as 
set out below. 

 
‘This Council resolves to adopt the confirms its continuing principle that 
all West Sussex County Councillors should undertake to speak, write and 
vote on behalf of their constituents without fear or favour of discipline 
wielded by party whips.   
 
Inevitably, membership of a political party requires members to respect 
their party’s values and to honour pre-election manifesto pledges.   
 
However, should party policy ever appear to conflict with the interests of  
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local residents, this council confirms is asked to resolve that local 
members have always been expected to represent should always act in 
their residents’ interests at both the local and county-wide level, 
unfettered by whipping or party political coercion. 
 
This Council reaffirms its adherence to ‘The General Principles of 
Public Life’ as promulgated by the Nolan report, which are given 
below: 
 

The General Principles of Public Life 

Selflessness 

1. Members should serve only the public interest and should never 
improperly confer an advantage or disadvantage on any person. 

Integrity 

2. Members should not place themselves in situations where their 
integrity may be questioned, should not behave improperly and 
should on all occasions avoid the appearance of such behaviour. 

Objectivity 

3. Members should make decisions on merit, including when making 
appointments, awarding contracts, or recommending individuals for 
rewards or benefits. 

Accountability 

4. Members should be accountable to the public for their actions and 
the manner in which they carry out their responsibilities, and should 
co-operate fully and honestly with any scrutiny appropriate to their 
particular office. 

Openness 

5. Members should be as open as possible about their actions and 
those of their authority, and should be prepared to give reasons for 
those actions. 

Honesty 

6. Members should not place themselves in situations where their 
honesty may be questioned, should not behave dishonestly and 
should on all occasions avoid the appearance of such behaviour. 

Leadership 

7. Members should promote and support these principles by 
leadership, and by example, and should act in a way that secures or 
preserves public confidence.’ 
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38 The amendment was put to a recorded vote under Standing Order 36(1). 
 
 (a) for the amendment – 58 
 

Mr Acraman, Mr Barling, Mr Barnard, Mrs Bennett, Mr Bradbury, Mr Brown, 
Mr Buckland, Mr Burrett, Mr Catchpole, Mr Circus, Mr Crow, Dr Dennis, 
Mrs Evans, Mr Evans, Mrs Field, Mr Glennon, Ms Goldsmith, Mr Griffiths, 
Mrs Hall, Mr High, Mr Hillier, Mr Hunt, Ms James, Mrs Jones, Mr G L Jones, 
Mrs Jupp, Ms Kennard, Mrs Kitchen, Mr Lamb, Mr Lanzer, Mr McAra, 
Mr Metclafe, Mrs Millson, Mrs Mockridge, Mr Montyn, Mrs Mullins, 
Mr S J Oakley, Mr O’Brien, Mr Oppler, Mr Oxlade, Mr Parsons, Mr Patel, 
Mr Petch, Mr Peters, Mrs Phillips, Mr Quinn, Mr Rae, Mrs Rapnik, 
Mr J L Rogers, Mr R Rogers, Mrs Smith, Mr Sutcliffe, Mr Turner, 
Mrs Urquhart, Mr Waight, Dr Walsh, Mr Watson and Mr Wickremaratchi. 
 
(b) against the motion – 0 
 
(c) abstentions – 2 
 
Mr Clark and Mr M G Jones. 

 
39 The amendment carried. 
 
40 The motion, as amended and set out above, was carried. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Chairman 
 

The Council rose at 4.58 p.m. 

 



Minutes - Appendix 1 

County Council Report  
6 June 2014 
 

77 

 

 
Agenda Item No. 1 - Interests 
 
Members declared interests as set out below.  All the interests listed below were 
personal but not pecuniary or prejudicial unless indicated.  All members declared a 
personal interest in item 11 on the agenda on the report of the Governance 
Committee on the Scheme of Members’ Allowances and Expenses.  
 

Item Member Nature of Interest 

Items 9 Question Times Mr S J Oakley Member of Chichester District 
Council 

Item 9(a) Written question 
8 

Ms James Member of Hambrook and 
Chidham Parish Council 

Item 9(a) Written question 
10 

Ms James Member of Hambrook and 
Chidham Parish Council 

Item 9(b) CMQT paragraph 
2 (future of local councils) 

Mr Bradbury Member of Mid Sussex 
District Council 

Mrs Jones Member of Mid Sussex 
District Council 

Item 9(b) CMQT paragraph 
4 (Carers Support West 
Sussex) 

Mr Catchpole Spouse employed by Carers 
Support Service 

Item 9(b) CMQT paragraph 
6 (dementia framework) 

Mr Griffiths Registered carer of person 
with dementia 

Item 9(b) CMQT paragraph 
18 

Mr S J Oakley Member of Tangmere Parish 
Council which has been in 
receipt of an Operation 
Watershed grant 

Item 9(b) CMQT paragraph 
19 

Mr S J Oakley Member of Better Roads 
Programme Steering Group 

Item 10 Adoption of Waste 
Local Plan 

Mr Barling Solicitor to Shoreham Port 

Mr Bradbury Member of Mid Sussex 
District Council 

Mr S J Oakley Member of Chichester District 
Council 

Item 12 Local Enterprise 
Partnership Joint 
Committee 

Mr S J Oakley Member of Chichester District 
Council 
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Item Member Nature of Interest 

Item 14 (a) Notice of 
motion on Living Wage 

Mr Bradbury Member of Mid Sussex 
District Council 

Mr Lamb Member of Crawley Borough 
Council 

Item 14 (a) Notice of 
motion on Living Wage 
(cont) 

Mr S J Oakley Member of Chichester District 
Council 

Item 14 (b) Notice of 
motion on Mental Health 

Mr Bradbury Member of Mid Sussex 
District Council 

Mr S J Oakley Member of Chichester District 
Council 

Item 14 (c) Notice of 
motion on Local Assistance 
Network 

Mr Bradbury Member of Mid Sussex 
District Council 

Mr Burrett Personal Interest as a trustee 
of Crawley Open House, 
which distributes Local 
Assistance Network funds on 
behalf of the County Council 

Mr S J Oakley Member of Chichester District 
Council 

Item 14 (d) Notice of 
motion on use of Party 
Political Whips 

Mr Bradbury Member of Mid Sussex 
District Council 

Mr Circus Shareholder in Johnson Press 
which owns the County Times 

Mr S J Oakley Member of Chichester District 
Council 
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11 April 2014 
 
1. Written question from Mrs Smith for reply by the Chairman 

 
Question 
 
A number of other local authorities allow local residents to raise questions and 
issues of concern direct to full council meetings in an open forum.   
 
Would the Chairman indicate if she is prepared to request that the Governance 
Committee considers the provision of a public 30-minute session, to occur 
immediately prior to the commencement of each County Council meeting, to allow 
members of the public or pressure groups to address the council for five minutes 
on any subject with the County Council’s remit? 
 
Answer 
 
I am not persuaded that this would be a reasonable course of action to pursue at 
the present time and I list below the reasons for this response.  
 
• Individual members are able to take up issues from the public and can ask 

questions on behalf of their constituents at any time; not only at full Council 
meetings but also directly to Cabinet Members, Committee Chairmen or senior 
officers. 

• Members of the public are able to raise questions at County Local Committee 
meetings, where many local issues are addressed.  These are accessible and 
effective opportunities for local people to voice their concerns or opinions. 

• Residents can always request a meeting with a member or attend any 
committee if they so wish.   

• There is a sound system in place where petitions from the public or pressure 
groups have reasonably low thresholds allowing them to trigger debates or 
responses from Cabinet Members, Select Committees or the Leader.  Petitions 
have also been used to good effect at full Council meetings. 

• Members of the public would need to travel to Chichester in person in order to 
put a question to full Council which could be a disadvantage for some people 
who live further away. 

 
I understand that this issue has been considered by the Governance Committee 
on two previous occasions – in 2002 and 2004 – but was rejected both times. 
However, should a sufficient number of members feel that this is worth 
considering again, then I am happy to ask officers to prepare a report for 
consideration by the Governance Committee.  If any members would like this to 
be reconsidered, please could I ask that they contact me by email. 
 
Supplementary Question 
 
As the last time the issue was discussed is 10 years ago in 2004 could the matter 
be reconsidered by the Governance Committee? 
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Supplementary Answer 
 
As I said in the written answer, if members feel the issue should be considered 
again they should contact me. 
 
 
2. Written question from Ms James for reply by the Cabinet Member for 

Children – Start of Life 
 
Question 
 
Worcestershire County Council has recently approved plans that will enable the 
council to ask parents to contribute towards the costs of a child in care where 
circumstances allow. 
 
(a) Can the Cabinet Member confirm the current number of children in care in 

West Sussex? 
 
(b) Can the Cabinet Member confirm the cost of the service? 
 
(c) Has the Cabinet Member considered the introduction of such a policy in 

West Sussex? 
 
Answer 
 
(a)  609 (31 March 2014) 
 
(b) 2014/15 annual budget for placement costs: 

 
In-house foster care £5.279m 
Agency foster care  £4.407m 
In-house residential £5.124m 
Agency residential  £7.619m 

 
(c) The County Council has considered introducing a policy in the past and I will 

keep the situation under review.  While as a matter of principle making a 
charge on those parents who are unwilling to look after their child seems 
appropriate it is fraught with practical difficulties.  Some authorities who 
have introduced such a policy have subsequently withdrawn it.  This is 
because the cost of administration, and prosecution for non-payment, 
means it can cost more than is ultimately raised in fees.  It can perversely 
make it harder for our staff to be able to work with parents to get children 
home. 

 
Supplementary Question 
 
Does the Cabinet Member agree that in some cases there will be parents who 
want to pay a contribution?  Does the County Council provid a mechanism for 
promoting that kind of contribution from parents for their children in care? 
 
 



Minutes - Appendix 3 

County Council Report  
6 June 2014 

83 

 
Supplementary Answer 
 
The County Council does not provide a mechanism to allow money to be reclaimed 
at the current time.  Taking children into care is often a difficult and sometimes 
adversarial process and I therefore so not wish to impose a charge.  However, I 
will monitor the process in Worcestershire to see how successful it is and whether 
any problems are encountered. 
 
Additional Questions 
 
Additional questions were asked by Mr Bradbury, Mr Glennon, Mr Griffiths and 
Mr Parsons. 
 
In response to a question from Mr Glennon, the Cabinet Member agreed to 
investigate a potential revenue figure from charging so that the viability of a 
potential scheme could be considered. 
 
 
3. Written question from Mr G L Jones for reply by the Cabinet Member for 

Children – Start of Life 
 

Question 
 
Following the announcement of the Deputy Prime Minister last year that from 
September 2014 schools will be required to provide free school meals to infant 
pupils: 
 
(a) Can the Cabinet Member provide an update on planning and preparations 

for the introduction of this policy in schools in West Sussex?  Has the 
universal infant free school meals capital allocation of funding provided by 
central government been sufficient for required improvements to facilities 
at maintained schools? 

 
(b) There has been concern expressed regarding the calculation of the pupil 

premium allocation, which previously had been based on the number of 
pupils eligible for free school meals.  Please can the Cabinet Member 
confirm how he is working with the Government to clarify the calculation of 
the pupil premium from September? 

 
(c) Can the Cabinet Member confirm if guidance for schools has been issued 

relating to the nutritional standards expected of the free meals and if there 
is a requirement that the meals are hot?  

 
(d) Can the Cabinet Member confirm that free meals will only be provided to 

those pupils opting into the scheme and provision will not be made for 
those pupils who bring a packed lunch to school? 

 
Answer 

(a) Catering arrangements for the majority of primary schools in West Sussex 
are provided through third party contractors providing hot meals through 
‘Steamplicity’.  Meals are delivered to schools, cooked under steam  
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pressure, served and cleared away by the contractors.  Few West Sussex 
primary schools have full kitchen facilities to cook and serve meals.  The 
County Council has set up a project to deliver Universal Free School Meals 
(UFSM) in partnership with schools and contractors.  Kitchen and equipment 
audits are underway and are due for completion by early April to inform 
capital expenditure priorities.  During April a contract will be let to carry out 
the necessary kitchen modifications.  It is too early to say whether the 
budget is sufficient; it is unlikely to meet all of the aspirations of schools 
and so there will be a need to prioritise to meet requirements. 

 
A formal decision on whether to expand the scope of the current contract 
arrangements to meet the requirements of the Government legislation for 
UFSM is in the Forward Plan and will be taken by the Cabinet Member in 
June 2014.  The aim is to complete the kitchen works by early August.  The 
County Council is working with its contractors to identify food requirements 
for the 1 September to minimise risks to the food supply chain.  Schools will 
be provided with advice and updates via web pages dedicated to UFSM.  
The contractors are in the process of agreeing their recruitment and 
training plans for new staff. Orders for light equipment, cutlery and 
crockery will commence during April. 

 
(b) The Government is quite clear about the calculation methodology.  The 

disadvantage pupil premium grant (£1,300 per eligible primary pupil, £935 
per eligible secondary pupil) is allocated on the basis of the number of 
pupils who are currently eligible for free school meals, or who have been 
eligible in the last six years.  Eligibility is determined by parents’ receipt of 
specified benefits.   Schools are required to use the grant on expenditure 
that will improve educational outcomes for pupils at risk of under 
achievement, particularly those eligible for free meals.  
 
There is a risk that the provision of the UFSM for pupils aged four, five and 
six from September 2014 may mean that there is a disincentive for parents 
with children in this age range and who are in receipt of the specified 
benefits to register with local authorities to verify their eligibility. This could 
be a problem nationally.  Over a period of time this would impact on the 
pupil premium grant that schools receive.  
 
As part of its plans to introduce the UFSM, the County Council will 
encourage eligible parents to continue to register with the local authority in 
view of the benefits to their children and the support that schools can 
provide.  The County Council will also encourage schools to consider 
incentives to encourage parents to continue to register their eligibility, such 
as a contribution towards school uniform for example. 

 
(c) The County Council ensures that all of its school meal providers are 

compliant with the current government school food standards.  The 
standards are due to be changed in January 2015 and are currently subject 
to public consultation.  The County Council has supplied feedback to the 
Government on the proposed new standards and is working with catering 
contractors to ensure compliance by January 2015.  Chartwells, the County 
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Council’s largest catering provider, is aiming to roll out the new standards 
by September 2014 to coincide with the introduction of the UFSM service.  

 
Six schools (Westbourne Primary, Aldingbourne Primary, Ferring CE 
Primary, Kingslea Primary, Walberton & Binstead CE Primary and 
Southwater Junior Academy) affected by the UFSM will be providing a cold 
packed meal.  During a previous hot meal project in 2006 these schools 
opted not participate in the project and convert areas within their schools 
for hot meals.  However, several have recently been visited by the County 
Council at their request to discuss the provision of hot meals and 
possibilities are being explored subject to funding availability.  The 
Government does not require that a hot meal is provided from 1 September 
2014. 

 
(d) Yes, I can confirm this.  The County Council will be providing to schools a 

parent survey shortly after the Easter holidays so that the potential take up 
from 1 September can be identified.  This will inform the basis for the 
volume of meals to be provided by the contractor and will minimise food 
waste and inform lunch time arrangements. 

 
Supplementary Question 
 
What provision has been made by the County Council to deal with the increase in 
waste at schools from packaging and also any surplus food? 
 
Supplementary Answer 
 
Schools operate their own composting arrangements to deal with surplus food.  I 
will find out how the trays are recycled and respond to Mr Jones. 
 
Additional Questions 
 
Additional questions were asked by Mr McAra, Mrs Millson and Mr Smith. 
 
In response to a question from Mr McAra about a primary school in his division 
and whether there were any grants available for the reinstatement of school 
kitchens, the Cabinet Member said that he would find out the position with regard 
to the school and let him know. 
 
 
4. Written question from Mrs Mullins for reply by the Cabinet Member for 

Children – Start of Life  
 
Question 
 
West Sussex County Council’s Catering Service has been responsible for providing 
a school meal service, to the Special Schools in the county, for many years.  Many 
pupils at Special Schools have complex dietary needs, with wide spread and often 
unusual food allergies, many need special diets, others are tube fed and some 
have severe choking complications.  This service has been and always will be, 
very demanding and extremely specialised and has, up until now, relied on the 
expertise, experience and wide ranging knowledge, of the staff, working in these  
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schools, where they have become an integral part of each school’s environment 
and community.  Known and trusted by teachers, parents and pupils alike. 
 
With its aim of becoming a ‘commissioning’ authority, the County has decided to 
out-source the school meals’ service, to a private contractor.  Could the Head of 
Children’s Services therefore answer the following questions? 
 
(a) How many specialist catering companies have actually made compliant bids 

for the out-sourcing of the Special Schools meals service? 
 

(b) How many members of the County Council catering service are affected by 
the changes? 
 

(c) How many of these workers have/or will transfer to the new employer by 
TUPE? 

 
(d) As the initial contract is to be for five years, what provision is being made if 

the contractor finds it cannot, or does not, fulfil the requirements? 
 

(e) Given the very specialised and complicated nature of this service, would it 
be possible for the contract to be granted on a trial basis? 
 

(f) What time scale and support has been given to Special Schools who wish to 
investigate operating their own service, in house? 

 
(g) As the provision of school meals is seen to be integral to the provision of 

the curriculum, in Special Schools, what has been specified in the contract, 
with regard to this aspect? 

 
(h) As the new contractor will be servicing several schools and possibly using 

‘cook/chill’ meals, what guarantee has been given, by the new contractor, 
as to the quality and nutritional standards, of the meals they provide?  A 
vital consideration for these particular pupils. 

 
(i) How many Special Schools in West Sussex have decided to make their own 

arrangements, for providing their pupils with hot meals? 
 
(j) Are there any ‘hidden’ costs within this change, to the Special Schools 

involved, i.e.:  kitchen modification, new equipment required, redundancy 
payments, etc.? 

 
(k) How will the new contract affect the price that is charged to parents whose 

children are not applicable for free school meals, now and in the future? 
 
(l) What type and length of consultation has taken place, prior to the change, 

with Special School Head Teachers, Parents and the expert and experienced 
members of the West Sussex catering team, who have operated this very 
demanding and specialised service,  over many years? 

 
Answer 

(a) There was one compliant bid. 
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(b) 40 staff working in 10 kitchens. 
 
(c) It is anticipated all 40 will transfer. 

 
(d) The County Catering Services team will ensure there is robust management 

and monitoring of the contract any issues will be addressed early.  The 
contractor has a wide range of experience delivering catering to Special 
Schools and understands the importance of the service.  However, if there 
were serious issues, the service could be managed in-house for a short time 
to ensure service continuity.  This is a very unlikely scenario. 

 
(e) No.  The advert was for five years with a possible two-year extension, to 

remain compliant the contract must be offered for this period. 
 
(f) The announcement of the intention to review the service was made in 

September and officers have been working with Special Schools via their 
head teacher and governor representative since then to source a contractor 
who can deliver the service to all 11 schools.  There has been one enquiry 
to run the service in-house which officers will work through with the school 
and assess the feasibility of running their own service. 

 
(g) This is covered by two clauses in the contract.  The contractor will 

 ‘Work in partnership with the schools to promote a healthy attitude to food 
and nutrition through a broad education curriculum.  This could mean 
helping to develop or improve the schools food policy and, support schools 
to implement a healthy eating policy where health promotion is integrated 
into school life as part of a drive to promote health and improve educational 
standards’. 
 

(h) This service will not be cook and chill.  The Special Schools have 
commercial kitchens, fresh food will be made on site, and it was implicit in 
the contract that this must remain extant through the duration of the 
contract. 
 

(i) One school, Littlegreen, has made their own catering arrangements for 
some years. 

 
(j) There are no hidden costs. 
 
(k) There will be no change to the price charged to parents. 
 
(l) The Special Schools were first consulted in September at the same time as 

catering staff were informed.  The head teacher from Oak Grove and a 
governor from Fordwater have been the Special Schools’ liaison since 
September.  This was at the request of Special Schools’ head teachers and 
they have had considerable input into the development of the specification, 
have been invited to meet potential contractors, attend tasting sessions and 
to visit a working kitchen in East Sussex.  Due diligence included visits to a 
number of Special Schools in West Sussex and Glyne Gap school in East 
Sussex where the service is being delivered by the proposed contractor as 
set out below.  This gave me the opportunity to talk to staff, contractor and 
pupils and the feedback was extremely positive. 
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 Oak Grove College, Worthing on 15 November 
      Palatine school, Worthing on 4 March 
 Manor Green college, Crawley on 2 April 
 Glyne Gap Special School, Bexhill on 31 March 
 
I also attended the start of the Special Schools heads’ executive on 22 January. 
 
Supplementary Question 
 
Does the Cabinet Member agree that when commissioning services formerly 
carried out by the County Council, it is important to take notice of those members 
of staff who have provided the services over many years? 
 
Supplementary Answer 
 
The views of all kitchen staff were sought.  However, it should be noted that they 
will continue to provide the meals albeit while working for a different company. 
 
Additional Question 
 
An additional question was asked by Mrs Millson. 
 
 
5. Written question from Dr Walsh for reply by the Cabinet Member for 

Children – Start of Life 
 
Question 
 
I wish to ask the following questions regarding The Littlehampton Academy: 
 
(a) Has any engagement with the Woodard Academy Trust taken place either 

before the publication of the Ofsted report on The Littlehampton Academy, 
and if so on what dates and with what outcomes? 

 
(b) In view of the summary dismissal of the then Principal and Academy Council 

(including the Cabinet Member and myself) by the Woodard Academy Trust, 
without a shred of published evidence, can the Cabinet Member advise what 
the co-sponsorship with the County Council means in practice, and what 
regular communications and discussions take place? 

 
(c) In view of the fact that of the five secondary Academies across England run 

by Woodard Academy Trust, four have had their Principals, all appointed by 
Woodard initially, recently dismissed, together with two Academy Councils 
(formerly governing bodies), and at least three of the schools placed in 
Special Measures, does the Cabinet Member accept that the Department for 
Education should initiate an enquiry into whether Woodard Academy Trust 
is a suitable body to run Academies? 

 
(d) Will the Cabinet Member seek to have an early meeting with Lord Nash, the 

Academies Minister, to discuss all these concerns? 
 



Minutes - Appendix 3 

County Council Report  
6 June 2014 

89 

 
(e) Will the Cabinet Member seek early answers to the questions and dossier of 

evidence recently presented by the former Academy Council to Ofsted, and 
share all the evidence with Lord Nash? 

 
(f) What is the approximate amount of money paid to Woodard Academy Trust 

for their management of The Littlehampton Academy? 
 
(g) Can the Cabinet Member advise who are the new members of The 

Littlehampton Academy advisory group, and how they were selected and 
appointed? 

 
Answer 
 
(a) I am unaware of any direct engagement with the Woodard Academy Trust 

subsequent to or as a result of the publications of the inspection report, 
other than the subsequent correspondence I refer to below in (d).  

 
(b) When the original academy agreement was established, the process and 

requirements were different to the current arrangements.  At that time the 
County Council was a co-sponsor, but Woodard Academy Trust was the lead 
sponsor.  The degree of engagement with sponsor has not been effective, 
although the County Council is currently redrafting a memorandum of 
understanding outlining how West Sussex would wish to work with all 
sponsors and academies.  This will build on the initial memorandum of 
understanding drafted in consultation with academy sponsors, which forms 
part of the Learning Improvement Strategy of the County Council. 

 
(c) It is a matter for the Department for Education to ensure that academies – 

Trusts and Sponsors - are held to account for their performance.  I am of 
course interested in making sure outcomes for all young people in all West 
Sussex are the best that they can be, and I intend to discuss this with Lord 
Nash during the meeting I have requested with him and the Woodard 
Academy Trust (see (d) below). 

 
(d) I wrote to Lord Nash earlier this month and have requested a meeting with 

him and the Woodard Academy Trust to discuss how we can work more 
effectively together to ensure there are the operational and governance 
procedures in place at The Littlehampton Academy so that public trust is 
maintained and standards are improved. 

 
(e) The former Academy Council have also sent this information directly to Lord 

Nash, and I have drawn his attention to this in my letter. 
 

(f) The County Council has not paid any money to the Trust for their 
management of the Academy. 

 
(g) The County Council has not been formally informed who the members of 

the Advisory Group are nor how they are appointed.  This information 
should therefore be requested from The Littlehampton Academy or 
Woodard Academy Trust. 
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Supplementary Question 
 
In view of the unjustified and un-evidenced sacking by Woodard Trust of the 
Principal and the Academy Council, will the Cabinet Member raise the matters at 
his meeting with Lord Nash?  What fees, if any, have been paid by the 
Department for Education? 
 
Supplementary Answer 
 
The aim of the meeting with Lord Nash and Woodard is to find a clear way forward 
for all sponsors as to the effective engagement of a local authority in the 
improvement and monitoring of academies in the county.  I have not yet had 
advice as to whether the Department for Education has paid any fees but I will let 
Dr Walsh know in due course. 
 
Additional Question 
 
An additional question was asked by Mr Buckland. 
 
 
6. Written question from Mrs Millson for reply by the Cabinet Member for 

Corporate Relations 
 
Question 
 
Can the Cabinet Member please give me a breakdown of the costs of the whole 
project to refurbish members’ facilities at County Hall, including: 
 
(a) Provision of members’ facilities on the 1st floor; 
 
(b) The new lighting in the old Members’ Room; 
 
(c) The refurbishment of the Ladies’ toilets on the Ground floor and the 

redecoration of the adjacent room; and  
 
(d) The provision of reproduction photographs from the Record Office on the 

walls of the main foyer and the Ladies’ Room? 
 
(e) Can he further clarify what consultation was undertaken with members who 

use the facilities before the refurbishment was undertaken to ensure that 
the new facilities supported members’ needs? 

 
(f) Can he re-assure the Council that, before any future refurbishments of 

members’ facilities are undertaken, the views of all members will be 
sought? 

 
Answer 
 
(a) The provision of the new members’ facilities on the first floor, which 

included moving existing furniture, fixtures and fittings from the previous 
office into the new rooms, was completed by the internal Facilities  
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Management (FM) team; there were no additional costs.   The serious leak 
in the minority leaders room over the Christmas period resulted in the room 
needing to be redecorated.  The cost of the repair and redecoration 
including the drying out with dehumidifiers was £2,025.  

 
(b) The cost of the new lighting in the old Members’ Office was £1,757, and was 

done as part of a wider programme to update lighting across County Hall. 
 
(c) The refurbishment of the ladies’ toilets on the ground floor (these are 

facilities available to the public not just for members’ use), plus the 
redecoration of the adjacent room, cost £18,800. 

 
(d) The cost of the 16 reproduction photographs for the walls of the foyer and 

other areas was £485.  The photographs were fixed by the internal FM 
team. 

 
(e) The consultation about the change in the member accommodation was 

carried out through Group Leaders and the County Chairman.  Initial plans 
were provided at the beginning of July and an informal briefing/tour 
arranged for those members who had raised concerns which was held on 
4 September (while members were on-site for a Member Development 
event).  Revised plans were shared with Group Leaders (and the County 
Chairman) on 8 November prior to a notification being sent to all members 
of the arrangements later that month.       

 
(f) I welcome the views of all members when making proposed changes to 

accommodation and will ensure they are considered before works are 
commissioned.    

 
Supplementary Question 
 
Given that neither the Group Leaders nor female members were consulted about 
the refurbishment of the ladies toilets, could the Cabinet Member tell me who was 
consulted? 
 
Supplementary Answer 
 
My understanding is that for the refurbishment as a whole Group Leaders were 
consulted.  I was unaware that Group Leaders were not consulted about the ladies 
toilets and I will look into why that was the case. 
 
Additional Questions 
 
Additional questions were asked by Mr Glennon and Mrs Smith. 
 
 
7. Written question from Mr Acraman for reply by the Cabinet Member for 

Highways and Transport 
 
Question 
 
The ‘Dark Skies’ initiative is designed to decrease the amount of light pollution  
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that pointlessly shines upwards having a negative effect on our vision of the stars 
in the night sky, wastes energy and can harm wildlife. 
 
I appreciate that the on-going street lamp replacement program by the County 
Council takes cognisance of the need to avoid unnecessary spilling of light and 
that is to be welcomed.  However my question is to ask what other actions, 
whether of a public relations nature or of a physical nature, the county is taking to 
promote Dark Sky policies and actions by all parties in the county whoever 
perceive the need to turn on a light. 
 
Answer 
 
Dark Skies is a positive environmental initiative the County Council can broadly 
support and which ought to be considered when delivering the day-to-day 
business of the council.  The County Council must, of course, strike an appropriate 
balance between the cost and benefit of any action, while prioritising the safety 
and security of its communities.  You are quite right that the on-going work to 
replace street lighting is being carried out to the latest nationally agreed 
standards so communities benefit from appropriate and safe lighting and less 
energy is wasted.   
 
The Street Lighting PFI includes a requirement to replace 80% of all street lights.   
The new replacement equipment has a more modern design with better light 
control and so reduces the light spill which helps reduce the negative impact on 
dark skies.  In addition, all replacement lighting in the County Council area 
covered by South Downs National Park will use LED lanterns.  This type of light 
has even better light control and is used here in recognition of the National Park’s 
aspiration to promote Dark Skies. 
 
Historically West Sussex has operated part night lighting in many areas, which 
reduces energy costs by switching off street lamps between midnight and 5 a.m.  
As part of the renewal programme the County Council is considering further areas 
to which this might be extended, which would have the associated benefit of 
reducing the glow from these urban areas. 
 
The South Downs National Park Authority (SDNPA) is currently undertaking night 
sky mapping work to determine which areas within its boundary might eligible for 
International Dark Skies Reserve Status.  The County Council would support an 
SDNPA application for reserve status in principle, as this aligns with the Council’s 
objectives around the maintenance and protection of its historic and natural 
environment and landscapes. 
 
Supplementary Question 
 
Can I ask the Leader what PR activities the County Council is doing outside the 
county’s own facilities to promote the dark skies initiatives? 
 
Supplementary Answer 
 
I will raise the issue as part of a larger discussion on ‘sense of place’ that is on-
going with borough and district councils. 
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8.  Written question from Ms James for reply by the Cabinet Member for 

Highways and Transport 
 
Question 
 
Parking enforcement in West Sussex is the responsibility of the County Council. 
The powers for on-street parking enforcement have been delegated to district and 
borough councils acting as agents to the County Council.   
 
(a) Can the Cabinet Member please confirm the number of on-street parking 

enforcement officers currently employed by Chichester District Council?  
 
(b) Can he further confirm what performance measures are in place to assess 

the performance of enforcement officers? 
 
(c) Can the Cabinet Member confirm the schedule that is in force in Chichester 

District, and in particular: 
 
(d) Can the Cabinet Member confirm the frequency of patrol visits to areas in 

the Bourne Division? 
 
(e) What input does the Cabinet Member have in the Parking Operational Plans 

(POPs) established by district and borough councils; and 
 
(f) How does he ensure that these Plans take account of development 

proposals in Local Plans? 
 
Answer 
 
The County Council is the parking enforcement authority for on-street parking but 
not for other local authority car parks.  The County Council has delegated on- 
street parking enforcement to borough and district councils as its agents. 
 
(a) Chichester District Council (CDC) currently employs 13 Civil Enforcement 

Officers (CEOs) on a shift rotation basis.  The CEOs employed by CDC cover 
29 car parks across 300 square miles of the Chichester District together 
with the associated road network. 

 
(b) All CEOs are qualified through an industry standard and nationally 

recognised training programme, all have daily briefings to discuss current 
enforcement issues and share local intelligence, and all are part of the CDC 
staff appraisal process which closely monitors performance and efficiency 
on a regular basis.  CEOs are not measured on ticket issue rates. 

 
(c) CDC does not publicise its route schedule, which is dynamic and changes 

regularly, but it has confirmed that all areas of Chichester District are 
covered.  Routes are varied according to seasons and are intelligence-led. 

 
(d) CDC has confirmed that a CEO has visited the Bourne area for three full 

days in the week commencing 31 March and that CEOs regularly visit the 
area.  Please contact CDCs Parking Services Team for more details. 
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(e) The Cabinet Member does not have direct input to the production of Parking 

Operational Plans (POPs) which are dealt with at an operational level by 
borough and district councils. 

 
(f) POPs are based on current requirements, but may be varied if development 

proposals in Local Plans come to fruition, and significantly influence 
enforcement requirements. 

 
Supplementary Question 
 
Can the Cabinet Member confirm that all the hubs in the Bourne area will receive 
on-going support in resolving parking hotspots and that the number of 
enforcement officers is adequate for the future given the considerable new 
housing proposed for the area? 
 
Supplementary Answer 
 
The County Council has delegated the parking enforcement function to district 
councils and therefore the questions should be raised with Chichester District 
Council.   
 
 
9.  Written question from Mrs Smith for reply by the Cabinet Member for 

Highways and Transport 
 
Question 
 
I thank the Cabinet Member for his responses to my recent correspondence 
concerning the condition of the highway network in Crawley and the listing of 
reported pothole problems on roads in the Town.  I regret however, your refusal 
to agree to meet me for a personal inspection.  I am very grateful to the Asset 
Manager who did accompany me to see the dreadful condition of Crawley roads in 
general and some in particular.  
 
The roads listed below were not included on the listing. 
 
(a) Please can the Cabinet Member provide an update on the results of 

investigations and any proposed work on the following:  
 
• Walnut Lane, Langley Green 
• Langley Drive, Langley Green 
• Brock Road, Langley Green  
• Town Barn Road, West Green 

 
(b) With regard to the listing of pothole problems please can the Cabinet 

Member confirm what inspections have taken place,  
 

(c) Any works identified as necessary; and  
 

(d) What priority ranking has been applied to the roads?  
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(e) Can the Cabinet Member confirm which problem roads in Crawley are being 

brought forward to the current years Integrated Works Programme (IWP) 
for resurfacing?  

 
(f) How does he assess which roads should be expedited in the Integrated 

Work Programme (IWP); and  
 
(g) What reassurance can he provide to local residents that those roads 

‘pencilled-in’ to future years programmes will have repair work undertaken 
to them, at the very least, to ensure they are safe?  

 
Answer 
 
As members are aware, roads across West Sussex have suffered deterioration 
over the last few years due to successive bad winters.  As a result the County 
Council has announced that it is looking to invest an extra £30m over the next 
two years to help improve the resilience of unclassified roads.  Additionally it has 
received £3.5m from the Government to help damage suffered as a result of the 
wet winter which will be put towards damage suffered to classified roads. 
 
In response to the specific questions: 
 
(a) 

• Walnut Lane, Langley Green – has been identified for patching this year 
and surfacing next year 

• Langley Drive, Langley Green – has been identified for patching this 
year and consideration for surfacing in the Better Roads programme 

• Brock Road, Langley Green – has been identified for patching this year 
and surfacing next year 

• Town Barn Road, West Green – surfacing being considered within the 
Better Roads Programme 

 
(b) and (c)  
 

There are still six ‘find and fix’ pothole patrol gangs working across the 
county, costing approximately £75,000 per month.  Two are working from 
each Area Highways Depot, repairing 1000+ potholes per week, which has 
now exceeded 15,000 since the beginning of the year.  In Crawley 1,201 
pothole enquiries have been received and a total of 1,927 potholes (12.8% 
of the total figure) have been repaired since the New Year. 

 
(d), (e) and (f)  
 

Highways manage a long-term programme which is based primarily on 
condition and hierarchy with some environmental factors (e.g. location of 
schools, hospitals etc.) which they had started to reprioritise before the 
winter.  They have also now to take account of further damage suffered this 
winter.  Some roads in the west of the county have only become free from 
surface water in the last few weeks (the Fernhurst, Compton, Charlton and 
Chilgrove areas).  As a consequence, Highways have to further reprioritise 
to take account of this work.  Unfortunately, until the foundations of some 
these roads dry out, Highways will be unable to fully determine what needs  
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to be done.  So far Highways have identified £12m of this year’s Better 
Roads programme and have set aside £3m to deal with some of the un-
determined work of which they are aware. Crawley includes 7.7% of the 
county’s road network but 10.6 % of the identified Better Roads Programme 
has been allocated to schemes in Crawley.  
 

(g) Highways aim to keep all roads as safe as possible through the repair of 
potholes and other defects where identified.  The County Council’s 
contractor, Balfour Beatty, is currently operating at a 98% performance 
level repairing identified defects. 

 
Supplementary Question 
 
Can the Cabinet Member confirm the criteria used to expedite the resurfacing of 
roads and to bring matters forward in the Integrated Works Programme in the 
light of revelations in the Crawley News that twice as much money has been spent 
on potholes in Chichester than in Crawley? 
 
Supplementary Answer 
 
The report in the Crawley News is incorrect as the figures are for the whole of 
Chichester district, which has nearly four times the length of roads in Crawley 
borough.  Crawley receives more per kilometre than any other district.  The 
information on criteria used for prioritisation will be made available on-line later 
today for members. 
 
 
10. Written question from Ms James for reply by the Cabinet Member for 

Residents’ Services   
 
Question 
 
I submitted a question to the meeting of Council in October 2013 regarding the 
discharging of untreated sewage into Chichester Harbour from Thornham Waste 
Water Treatment Works (WwTW).  I asked the Cabinet Member for Highways and 
Transport to confirm how he could use his contacts at Southern Water and the 
Environment Agency to help effect a reduction in these discharge levels.  The 
Cabinet Member responded by explaining that Environmental Health at Chichester 
District Council were leading on the matter. 
 
Since this time unacceptable levels of sewage discharge are continuing from 
Thornham WwTW, with a recent example from February 2014 seeing 83 hours of 
untreated sewage discharge into the Harbour over a five-day period.  I would like 
to call on the Cabinet Member for Residents’ Services to help the local residents of 
Chichester Harbour by making representations to Southern Water, the 
Environment Agency and using their influence to lobby OFWAT for a review of the 
level of untreated sewage entering Chichester Harbour.  
 
(a) Can the Cabinet Member confirm that he is aware of this problem and can 

he quantify the level of concern he has on the impact of escalating levels of 
untreated sewage discharge affecting both the outdoor environment for  
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Chichester Harbour and industry dependent on the water quality within 
Chichester Harbour? 

 
(b) Does the Cabinet Member acknowledge that this is an issue of on-going 

concern to local residents?  
 
(c) Will the Cabinet Member please confirm that he will investigate this issue on 

behalf of local residents and use the influence of the County Council to work 
with Southern Water and the Environment Agency to improve the situation 
through, for example, promoting the construction of increased holding tank 
capacity at Thornham WwTW.   

 
(d) Will he use his influence to seek a timeframe by which these infrastructure 

improvements will be made at Thornham WwTW?  
 
Answer 
 
(a) The Cabinet Member is aware of the discussion about this issue at County 

Council on 18 October 2013.  Although the discharge of untreated sewage is 
of concern, is not the responsibility of the County Council; it is a matter for 
the Environment Agency which is responsible for pollution prevention under 
the environmental permitting regime.   

 
(b) The Cabinet Member is not aware of on-going concerns being raised by 

local residents.  As explained in October 2013, the Environmental Health 
Department at Chichester District Council is leading on this matter; the 
authority is working with Southern Water, the Environment Agency, 
Chichester Harbour Conservancy, and Natural England on this matter.  
Accordingly, any representations from local residents are likely to have 
been directed to the District Council. 

  
(c) As explained above, the Environmental Health Department at Chichester 

District Council is leading on this matter and there is no need for the 
County Council to investigate the matter.  Furthermore, as explained 
above, the County Council has no remit to do so as it is not responsible for 
controlling the discharge of untreated sewage. 

 
(d) See (c) above. 
 
Supplementary Question 
 
Does the Cabinet Member agree that residents expect all tiers of local government 
to support them and that the County Council should be giving more direction in 
lobbying the other agencies to find a solution? 
 
Supplementary Answer 
 
The issue is not a responsibility of the County Council and, even if it were, it is 
important not to duplicate effort. 
 
Additional Question 
 
An additional question was asked by Mr Parsons. 



Minutes - Appendix 4 

County Council Report 
6 June 2014 

 

98 

 
Agenda Item No. 9(b) - Cabinet Member Question Time 
 
Members asked questions on the Cabinet Members’ reports as set out below.  In 
instances where a Cabinet Member undertook to take follow-up action, this is also 
noted below. 
 
Leader 
 
The Leader answered questions on the following paragraphs. 
 
Paragraph 1, Coast to Capital, from Mr Patel. 
 
Paragraph 2, future of local councils, from Mr Bradbury and Mr Glennon. 
 
Paragraph 3, West Sussex Members of Parliament, from Mr Barling, Mrs Millson, 
Mr S J Oakley and Dr Walsh. 
 
In response to a request from Dr Walsh about the discussion on the A27 campaign 
group, the Leader agreed to keep Dr Walsh informed. 
 
Cabinet Member for Adult Social Care and Health 
 
The Cabinet Member answered questions on paragraph 6, dementia framework, 
from Mr Griffiths, Mrs Jones and Dr Walsh. 
 
Cabinet Member for Children – Start of Life 
 
The Cabinet Member answered questions on paragraphs 8, Think Family 
Partnership Board, from Mr Bradbury and Mr Griffiths. 
 
Cabinet Member for Community Wellbeing 
 
The Cabinet Member answered questions on the following paragraphs. 
 
Paragraph 11, West Sussex Community Safety Agreement, from Mrs Urquhart. 
 
Paragraph 12, NHS health check, from Mr Circus, Ms James and Mr Tyler. 
 
Cabinet Member for Corporate Relations 
 
The Cabinet Member answered questions on paragraphs 14, engagement with 
communities, from Mrs Evans. 
 
Cabinet Member for Finance 
 
The Cabinet Member answered questions on the following paragraphs: 
 
Paragraph 15, property investment, from Mrs Mullins and Mrs Phillips. 
 
Paragraph 16, savings target, from Mr Watson. 
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Paragraph 17, additional expenditure incurred due to severe weather, from 
Mr Clark, Mr Hunt and Mr Parsons. 
 
The Cabinet Member agreed to let Mr Parsons know the estimated overall cost to 
the County Council of the severe weather over the winter once it was available. 
 
Cabinet Member for Highways and Transport 
 
The Cabinet Member answered questions on paragraph 19, Better Roads 
programme, from Mr Hillier, Mr Hunt, Mrs Millson and Mr S J Oakley. 
 
In response to a request from Mrs Millson, the Cabinet Member agreed to let her 
know progress on the establishment of ‘road rentals’. 
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Agenda Item No. 9(c) - Leader’s Question Time 
 
The Leader answered questions from members on the following topics: 
 
Air pollution in south east England, from Mrs Millson. 
 
In response Mrs Millson’s question about the recent air pollution and action being 
taken by the County Council in conjunction with borough and district councils to 
address the issue, the Leader said that she would put it on the agenda for the 
next meeting of County Joint Leaders and also lobby via the South East Strategic 
Leaders’ Forum. 
 
Fire prevention measures for the elderly, from Mr Burrett and Mrs Urquhart. 
 
In response to a request from Mrs Urquhart, the Leader said she would write to 
the local press to urge them to support the campaign to heighten the awareness 
of elderly people in relation to fire safety and home fire safety checks. 
 
Ofsted inspections at schools, from Mr Quinn. 
 
In response to a request from Mr Quinn in relation to the variable quality of Ofsted 
inspections, the Leader said she would speak to the Cabinet Member for Children 
– Start of Life. 
 
Taste Food festival, from Mrs Evans. 
 
Road spend in Chichester versus Crawley, from Mr M G Jones. 
 
Bus cuts in Sompting, from Mr Parsons. 
 
Proposed withdrawal of national provisions for members’ pension funds, from 
Ms James. 
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