
 West Sussex County Council – Annual Meeting 
 
 
13th May 2011 
 
At an Annual Meeting of the County Council held at 10.30 a.m. on Friday, 
13th May 2011, at County Hall, Chichester, the members present being: 
 

Mr M W G Coleman (Chairman) 
 
Mr W E Acraman 
Mrs P A C Arculus 
Mr L H Barnard 
Mrs E A Bennett 
Mr B K Blake 
Mr G G Blampied 
Dr H S Bloom 
Mr P J J Bradbury 
Mr D N Britton 
Mr M J Brown 
Mrs H A Brunsdon 
Mr R G Burgess 
Mr R D Burrett 
Mr P C Catchpole 
Mrs C A Coleman 
Mr B K Coomber 
Mr D G Crow 
Mr D R Deedman 
Dr N P S Dennis 
Mr J E Doyle 
Mr C P Duncton 
Mr R B Dunn 
Mr T M E Dunn 
Mr P C Evans 
Mrs C M Field 
Ms M L Goldsmith 
Mr P A Graysmark 
Mr P A D Griffiths 
Mrs A B Hall 
Mr B Hall 
Mr M N Hall 
Mr W J Hellawell 
Mrs N J Hendon 
Mr M P S Hodgson 

Mr P E Jones 
Mrs S Knight 
Mr R A Lanzer 
Mr J Livermore 
Mr S E McDougall 
Mrs A F Mills 
Mrs M E Millson 
Mrs J S Mockridge 
Mr J A P Montyn 
Mr J J O’Brien 
Mr F R J Oppler 
Mr C G Oxlade 
Mr N F Peters 
Mr A S Rice 
Mrs I C Richards 
Mr R Rogers 
Mrs H J Ross 
Mr D P Sheldon 
Mr D J Simmons 
Mr A R H Smith 
Mrs B A Smith 
Mr R J Smytherman 
Mr C H Stevens 
Mr G M Tyler 
Mrs D L Urquhart 
Mrs N J Waight 
Mr S G Waight 
Dr J M M Walsh, RD 
Mr B R A D Watson, OBE 
Mr P C Wells 
Mrs E M Whitehead 
Mr D R Whittington 
Mr F T Wilkinson 
Dr C E Wilsdon 

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

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

Chairman of the Council, that of Mr Mike Coleman.  Mr Coleman was 
elected Chairman of the Council for the ensuing year. 

 
3 Mr Coleman made the prescribed declaration of acceptance of office and 

took the chair. 
 
4 Members expressed their thanks to Mr Mark Dunn, the outgoing Chairman.  
 
Election of Vice-Chairman 
 
5 The Chairman stated that he had one nomination for the office of Vice-

Chairman of the Council, that of Mr Mick Hodgson.  Mr Hodgson was 
elected Vice-Chairman of the Council for the ensuing year. 

 
6 Mr Hodgson made the prescribed declaration of acceptance of office. 
 
Apologies and attendance 
 
7 Apologies were received from Mrs Jupp and Mr Quirk.  Mrs Coleman gave 

her apologies for the afternoon session.  Mr R B Dunn was absent for the 
afternoon session. 

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

Council held on 11th February 2011 (pages 3 to 35) be approved as a 
correct record. 

 
Review of Proportionality 
 
10 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 36 and 37).  There had 
been no changes to the proportionality on committees since the last 
report. 

 
11 The Chairman asked members to note a minor correction in that the 

number of voting co-opted members on the Health Overview and Scrutiny 
Committee mentioned in the footnotes to the report should read seven 
rather than four and therefore the figure in brackets in the table for the 
total number of members on the Committee should read 17 rather than 
14. 
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12 Resolved - that the review of proportionality on committees, subject to the 

correction set out in minute 11, be agreed. 
 
Notification of Appointment of Cabinet Members and Deputies to Cabinet 
Members 
 
13 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 between the members of the Cabinet, 
together with the appointment of Deputies to Cabinet Members.   

 
14 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 38. 
 
Appointments 
 
15 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.  Mrs Millson advised 
that Dr Wilsdon was the Liberal Democrat nomination to fill the vacancy for 
a substitute in the Planning Committee. 

 
16  The schedules were agreed as set out at Appendix 2 attached. 
 
Petitions 
 
17 The Council agreed to waive Standing Order 14(1) to allow a change to the 

order of business so that the petition set out below could be debated in the 
morning session. 

 
Don’t Cut Us Out: Speaking out for the Vulnerable 
 
‘We the undersigned reject West Sussex County Council’s current approach 
of targeting vulnerable people to make budget cuts, and call on the County 
Council to reverse its decisions to change eligibility thresholds and close 
Day Centres. 
 
We dispute the need for cuts to services for vulnerable people, noting that 
the national deficit could be wiped out if the overall taxation system is 
made fairer and policies which bring about growth and get people into jobs 
are adopted.  We call on the County Council to review the budget it passed 
on February 11th, use its Reserves, and cut non-essential expenditures 
which do not negatively impact on vulnerable people, public services or 
staff.’ 

 
18  Mr Charles Boughton-Leigh, co-founder and now Chairman of the Ferring 

Country Centre for disabled people and a leader of the ‘Don’t Cut Us Out’ 
campaign, addressed the Council for five minutes in support of the 
petition. 

 
County Council Report  63
22nd July 2011 



Minutes 

 
 
19  The Council debated the petition.  A resolution was moved by Dr Walsh 

and seconded by Mrs B A Smith as set out below: 
 
 ‘This Council notes the petition delivered by the Don’t Cut Us Out group 

and the strength of feeling in West Sussex about cuts being made to 
funding and services used by vulnerable people. 

 
This Council wishes to see a Working Party set up, with immediate effect, 
made up of Don’t Cut Us Out representatives and relevant County 
Councillors. 

 
 This Working Party should review alternatives to Eligibility and Day Centre 

cuts, and return back to the next Full Council meeting in July, with 
Recommendations.  Meanwhile the Cabinet Member is requested to 
“pause” recent Council decisions on adult social care eligibility and multi-
purpose day centres.’ 

 
20 The resolution, as set out above, was put to a recorded vote under 

Standing Order 36(1). 
 
 (a) For the resolution - 22 
 
 Mr Deedman, Dr Dennis, Mr Doyle, Mrs A B Hall, Mr B Hall, Mr Hellawell, 

Mrs Knight, Mr McDougall, Mrs Millson, Mr Oppler, Mr Oxlade, Mr Rice, 
Mrs Richards, Mr Rogers, Mrs Ross, Mr Sheldon, Mr A R H Smith, 
Mrs B A Smith, Mr Smytherman, Dr Walsh, Mr Wells and Dr Wilsdon. 

 
 (b) Against the resolution - 45 
 
 Mr Acraman, Mrs Arculus, Mr Barnard, Mrs Bennett, Mr Blake, 

Mr Blampied, Dr Bloom, Mr Bradbury, Mr Britton, Mr Brown, Mrs Brunsdon, 
Mr Burgess, Mr Burrett, Mr Catchpole, Mrs C A Coleman, 
Mr M W G Coleman, Mr Coomber, Mr Crow, Mr Duncton, Mr T M E Dunn, 
Mr Evans, Mrs Field, Ms Goldsmith, Mr Graysmark, Mr Griffiths, 
Ms Hendon, Mr Hodgson, Mr Jones, Mr Lanzer, Mr Livermore, Mrs Mills, 
Mrs Mockridge, Mr Montyn, Mr O’Brien, Mr Peters, Mr Simmons, 
Mr Stevens, Mr Tyler, Mrs Urquhart, Mrs N J Waight, Mr S G Waight, 
Mr Watson, Mrs Whitehead, Mr Whittington and Mr Wilkinson. 

 
 (c) Abstentions - 2 
 

Mr R B Dunn and Mr M N Hall. 
 
21 The resolution was lost. 
 
22 A resolution was moved by Mrs Field and seconded by Dr Bloom as set out 

below: 
 

‘That this Council recognises and has taken account of the difficulties of 
the residents affected by service change but must share responsibility for 
addressing the national deficit.  That this Council will maintain its  
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commitment to the fair reassessment of people’s needs, it will maintain its 
commitment to an innovative preventative programme, but also that it 
must reaffirm the budget that it set in February.’ 

 
23 The resolution was carried. 
 
Cabinet and Written Questions 
 
Written Questions 
 
24 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 
 
25 Members asked questions on the Cabinet Members’ reports (pages 39 to 

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

County Council, as set out at Appendix 4. 
 
West Sussex Waste Plan and draft Minerals and Waste Development 
Scheme 2011-15 
 
27 The Cabinet Member for Environment and Economy moved the report on 

the West Sussex Waste Plan and draft Minerals and Waste Development 
Scheme 2011-15 (pages 47 to 51) together with the draft Minerals and 
Waste Development Scheme 2011-15. 

 
28 Resolved -  
 

(1) That preparation of a West Sussex Waste Plan commences; and  
 
(2) That the draft Minerals and Waste Development Scheme 2011-15 

(as set out at the Appendix to the report) be submitted to the 
Government for approval. 

 
Policy and Resources Select Committee: The Select Committee Work 
Programme 2011/12 
 
29 The Council considered the Select Committee Work Programme for the 

coming year (pages 52 to 57).   
 
30 Resolved -  
 

That the Select Committee work programme 2011/12, attached at 
Appendices 1 and 2 to the report, be approved. 
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Notice of Motion by Mr Smytherman 
 
31 The following motion was moved by Mr Smytherman and seconded by 

Mr Rice: 
 

‘West Sussex County Council: 
 

(1) Welcomes the announcement in the Budget on 23rd March 2011 
that councils in England will be given extra money, on top of the 
£100 million announced in February, to spend on repairing potholes, 
meaning an extra £2.6 million will now be available in this year’s 
council budget for pothole repairs in West Sussex. 
 

(2) Notes the significant investment has already been made this year to 
improve road safety and maintain West Sussex highways 
infrastructure, including £2 million for pothole repairs and a further 
£753,000 for carriageway patching. 
 

(3) Resolves that, given the potential safety, health, congestion relief, 
noise reduction and quality of life benefits, the Deputy Leader and 
portfolio for Highways and Transport be requested to reserve some 
money to introduce 20mph speed restrictions in non-major routes in 
residential areas throughout Worthing as a pilot for West Sussex. 
 

(4) Asks the Deputy Leader and portfolio for Highways and Transport 
to: 
 
(a) instruct officers to present options to speed up the 

identification and repair of potholes, using reports from 
residents and condition surveys to ensure that these funds are 
applied in an efficient and cost effective manner, with a view 
to ensuring that the defects and deteriorating roads are 
tackled at the earliest opportunity; and 

 
(b) publish information on the Council’s website by 30th 

September 2011 showing where this extra money has been 
spent.’ 

 
32 The motion was referred to the Deputy Leader and portfolio for Highways 

and Transport for consideration. 
 
 
 
 
 
Chairman 
 

The Council rose at 3.05 p.m. 
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Agenda Item No. 1 - Interests 

 
Members declared interests as set out below.  All the interests listed below were 
personal but not prejudicial unless indicated.   
 

Item Member Nature of Interest 

Item 9(a) Written Question 2 
- youth service budget 

Mr Oxlade Member of steering 
committee for Oriel and 
Bewbush youth centres 

Item 9(a) Written Question 3 
- working hours of learning 
support assistants 

Mr Oxlade Chair of Governors at 
Waterfield School, Bewbush 
and Governor of Three 
Bridges School, Three 
Bridges 

Item 9(a) Written Question 6 
- Registration Service 

Mr Smytherman Member of Worthing 
Borough Council 

Dr Bloom Salaried GP in Crawley, lead 
GP appraiser for NHS West 
Sussex and Member of the 
Council of the Royal College 
of General Practitioners 

Item 9(b) CMQT paragraph 1 
(Shadow Health and 
Wellbeing Board) 

Mrs Millson Membership of County 
Councils Network 

Dr Walsh Member of Arun District 
Council and Littlehampton 
Town Council 

Item 9(b) CMQT paragraph 
17 (Transition of Youth 
Facilities) 

Dr Wilsdon Member of the Management 
Committee of The Beacon 
Youth Centre Hassocks 

Item 9(b) CMQT paragraph 
18 (Academy Status) 

Mr Bradbury Governor of Warden Park 
School 

Item 11 West Sussex Waste 
Plan and draft Minerals and 
Waste Development Plan 
2011-15 

Dr Walsh Member of Littlehampton 
Harbour Board 
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13th May 2011 
 
1. Written question from Mrs Millson for reply by the Cabinet Member for 

Adults’ Services 
 
Question 
 
At the beginning of April the Adults’ Services Select Committee was asked to 
consider and endorse the objectives and approach to outsourcing the Regaining 
Independence Support Service (RISS) by integrating it with the external provision 
of home care.  I understand that it is now proposed that the procurement project 
for the external provision of home care should be cancelled.  Furthermore, 
evidence from the Department of Health suggests that an organisation should not 
provide both reablement and traditional home care in one area.  Therefore a 
provider cannot provide both services in the same area of West Sussex. 
 
I am very concerned about these proposals; particularly the speed of change, the 
externalisation of such a new service and the potential difficulty of maintaining 
good relationships between occupational therapists retained in house and care 
providers employed by the independent sector. 
 
(a) Can the Cabinet Member reassure me that he is talking to other local 

authorities including Hertfordshire County Council, who I understand have 
experienced difficulties in this area, and advise the Council of the optimum 
number of providers he envisages would provide the reablement service 
following the procurement exercise? 

 
(b) Can the Cabinet Member explain how the outsourced service will be 

monitored in order to ensure that the customer experience of the Regaining 
Independence Service will be at least as good as the service currently 
provided in house? 

 
Answer 
 
(a) The timeline of the project is to complete the outsourcing by autumn 2011. 

This is as follows: 
 

• Complete soft market testing and research from other local authorities 
and providers by mid-June 2011 

• Begin the tender process in July 2011 
• Complete and evaluate the process by October 2011 
• Transfer service to the new provider in October/November 2011 

 
The pace of the process follows advice from West Sussex County Council 
Procurement and evidence from other authorities, such as Hertfordshire 
County Council that this timeline will be achieved.  By outsourcing this 
service the County Council would increase the focus on prevention whilst 
continuing to make efficiency savings, and develop capacity across the 
county that will in time enable all residents to enjoy the opportunity to 
access reablement. 
 
As part of this new service the assessment role undertaken by occupational  
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therapists would therefore retain control of the prescription for 
rehabilitative input and support.  There will be strong communication links 
between the in-house Occupational Therapy (OT) team and the successful 
care providers. There will be a two way flow of information regarding 
customers and best practice; this will be through weekly meetings, and 
clearly defined reporting channels.  As part of the procurement process OT 
and the providers will develop strong professional protocols ensuring that 
the service delivers a quality and value for money service.  As for all 
contracts for care services, this will be kept under review. 

 
The optimum number of providers has yet to be decided.  This decision will 
be made by June 2011.  At present the team is undertaking research with 
local authorities and providers to develop the best business model for the 
service.  It is not anticipated that we will be working with more than 12 
providers. 

 
The project team is speaking to a number of authorities including 
Hertfordshire (who have a reablement service that is with an independent 
provider), Hampshire, East Sussex, Brighton & Hove and a number of 
London Boroughs.  The project also undertook work with the Care Services 
Efficiency Delivery (as part of the Department of Health).  The team has 
issued a questionnaire to providers of care to help with the development of 
the specification for a reablement service and this will shape the service 
model.  

 
The County Council has used the best practice developed by other 
authorities, as well as any lessons learned to help the project achieve its 
outcome. It can be confirmed that following best practice evaluation, no 
provider can or will deliver both domiciliary care and reablement service in 
the same local area.  

 
(b) There will be two main strands to the monitoring system that will work in 

parallel: 
 

(i) In terms of monitoring, this will be undertaken by the contracts team 
and will be reviewed in the same way as current home care 
contracts. There will be a robust contract with a clear specification 
and specific performance indicators and measurements, along with 
sufficient incentives to help both the provider and the County Council 
continue to develop this service over time.  The procurement process 
will ensure that the monitoring system will be of the highest quality, 
monitor value for money and will closely and continuously monitor 
those services that are supplied. 

 
(ii) The Occupational Therapists will undertake a professional 

reassessment/review of the customer experience to ensure that their 
planned outcomes have been met.  As with the in-house service, 
customers will also be offered the opportunity to complete customer 
satisfaction surveys that will be reviewed as part of the contract. 
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Supplementary Question 
 
Can the Cabinet Member confirm whether there will be a report to the Select 
Committee on how the scheme is working to enable members to raise any 
remaining concerns? 
 
Supplementary Answer 
 
Yes, there will be a report to the Adults’ Services Select Committee in due course. 
 
2. Written question from Mr Oxlade for reply by the Cabinet Member for 

Children and Families  
 
Question 
 
How will the additional £1,000,000 of savings to the youth service budget for this 
coming financial year impact on current staff figures for 2011/12?  This Council 
should be aware that youth service teams have been through an incredibly painful 
and stressful 12 months, can the Cabinet Member reassure the Council that 
everything will be done to ensure youth service staff will not have to endure 
another 12 months of uncertainty about their employment? 
 
Answer 
 
Youth Services were able to plan for the savings target and made the required 
additional staff reductions during 2010/11 as part of the existing organisational 
changes therefore no additional staff reductions are required in 2011/12 to meet 
this target.  Currently there are savings of £296,000 to be found in 2011/12 in 
relation to reductions in the Youth Justice and health grants.  It is proposed that 
these will largely be found through vacancy management across the service. 
 
In 2012/13 there is a savings target of £700,000 and a potential loss of grant 
funding following the proposed changes to the duty for local authorities to provide 
Information, Advice and Guidance Services (Connexions).  This will require the 
service to make further reductions in staffing during 2011/12 in preparation for 
the budget reductions in 2012/13.  The service will ensure that staff groups and 
contract holders are consulted promptly about how, and when, those reductions 
will be achieved. 
 
Supplementary Question 
 
Does the Cabinet Member know the number of ‘Connexions’ staff who may lose 
their jobs? 
 
Supplementary Answer 
 
The early intervention grant is still to be agreed by the Government so, as yet, the 
effect on the service is not known.  The grant may be wholly removed which 
would leave responsibilities for the County Council to deliver on reduced funding 
(the Connexions contract is currently £2.8m).  I will let Mr Oxlade and all 
members know the numbers of staff affected once the grant information is 
available. 
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3. Written question from Mr Oxlade for reply by the Cabinet Member for 

Education and Schools  
 
Question 
 
In one Crawley school, learning support assistants or teaching assistants are 
being asked to work longer hours for the same salary.  Is this due to cuts to 
budgets and will this become more common in other West Sussex schools? 
 
Answer 
 
School governing bodies make their own decisions about staffing levels based on 
their detailed knowledge of their specific circumstances.  The County Council is 
not in a position to comment on why a particular school has made the decisions it 
has. 
 
Supplementary Question 
 
Has the Cabinet Member heard of any other schools which are making similar 
decisions? 
 
Supplementary Answer 
 
I have not heard but the decisions are for the governing bodies to make. 
 
4. Written question from Mrs B A Smith for reply by the Cabinet Member 

for Education and Schools  
 
Question 
 
Since the Age of Transfer in Crawley 2003/04 Langley Green Primary School, 
Crawley has been waiting for a promised New Build.  The much heralded and 
excellent entrance for the new school was opened by the then Cabinet Member 
last year.  Children in this deprived division of West Sussex, now have to walk 
through a wooden walk way to enter the school.  Despite many suggested and 
whispered hopes that Phase 2 and 3 of the new school would come forward we are 
now well into the new financial year and no clear answers have been given.  Can 
the Cabinet Member give me a clear answer as to when the school will be built 
and when the children of Langley Green can expect a school that is fit for 
purpose? 
 
Answer 
 
The Cabinet Member for Education and Schools has agreed the allocation of £8.5m 
in 2011/12 to meet the highest capital maintenance priorities in schools, funding 
allocations to meet design costs for five priority projects to meet future basic need 
from growth in pupil number from new and existing houses and approved 
£500,000 to the basic needs project at St Mary’s CE Primary School, Pulborough. 
 
These approvals follow consultation with a panel of headteachers and reflect the 
Coalition Government’s decision to prioritise schools’ capital funding in 2011/12 to 
meet basic need and major capital maintenance.  It is also noted that the  
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Coalition Government has moved away from ‘supported borrowing’ and recognised 
the greater need of West Sussex in these areas, meaning that at least 35 schools 
should benefit from heating, roof or replacement window schemes that will keep 
schools operational. 
 
Officers will ensure that local members receive information about these schemes.  
These allocations mean that schemes that were deferred in January 2010 due to 
the need to reprioritise grant should be addressed over the next two to three 
years.  As an example of this the Cabinet Members have agreed that the project 
to replace the keystage 1 buildings at Langley Green Primary School in Crawley 
with a new purpose-built accommodation at an estimated cost of £4.5m should 
now proceed with a start on works in 2011/12.  The Cabinet Member for Education 
and Schools has also agreed that Mid Sussex Special School keystage 4 and 5 
provision should be based at the current Newick House site in Burgess Hill, the 
site supported by the existing school teachers and the temporary Governing Body 
on educational grounds. 
 
Supplementary Question 
 
Can the Cabinet Member tell the Council about the programme in place for the 
long-overdue build which will be welcomed by children, staff and parents? 
 
Supplementary Answer 
 
I am delighted to have been able to secure funding for the majority of the phases 
of the build which is a significant step forward for the school.  I hope that the 
work will be completed for 2012. 
 
5. Written question from Dr Wilsdon for reply by the Cabinet Member for 

Education and Schools  
 
Question 
 
I would like to thank the Cabinet Member for the useful summary of the rules 
underlying school admissions and appeals that he has recently circulated to 
members. 
 
(a) Can the Cabinet Member state whether it is the policy of this Council that 

there should be enough places in our schools so that children are able to 
attend their local school 

 
(i) in the case of infant/primary aged children 

 
(ii) in the case of secondary aged children. 
 
Would he agree that local school capacity is particularly important within 
villages where allocation of children to schools outside the village separates 
children from their friendship groups and causes unnecessary travel? 

 
(b) Would he also agree that a particular problem arises with Church of England 

primary schools where the school is effectively the community school but 
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exercises church rules over admissions and has independent control over 
capacity?   

 
(c) How many Church of England primary schools have insufficient capacity to 

meet the demand for places from local children for September 2011?  
 
(d) Would he undertake to investigate the problems identified and negotiate 

with the Church of England Diocese and take any other appropriate 
measures? 

 
Answer 
 
(a) The County Council has a statutory duty to provide a school place for every 

West Sussex parent who requests one.  The wish of the County Council 
would be to accommodate children in their local school, where this meets 
the expressed preference of the parent and a place is available within the 
capacity of the school.  However, this is not always possible, especially in 
times of population growth where the demand for places exceeds the 
current capacity of the school.  To provide an additional class with the 
associated capital and resource costs would not be an effective use of public 
resources. In such circumstances a place will be offered at the parent’s next 
preference or, if this is not possible, at the nearest alternative school with 
space available.  This applies to all phases of education but the challenges 
are greatest where the legislation around Infant Class size (ICS) applies, 
restricting numbers to a maximum of 30 per class teacher. 

 
 The County Council recognises the impact on families where a place is not 

available in a local village school.  Fluctuating numbers in year-group 
cohorts within villages combined with the need to comply with the ICS 
legislation can make provision of local places for local children harder to 
achieve. 

 
(b) Church of England schools can be controlled or aided.  Those that are 

controlled are subject to the West Sussex oversubscription criteria for 
community and controlled schools and do not therefore have faith as a 
criterion.  Certainly when a school is both aided, therefore able to set its 
own oversubscription criteria, and the local school serving a catchment 
area, this can change the order of places offered.  Most aided schools with a 
catchment area prioritise those children living in the catchment above those 
living outside the area who are members of the faith.  Consequently 
catchment remains a high priority but the ranking within this category will 
recognise those of the faith first rather than just applying the straight-line 
distance from home to school. 
 
The local authority planning of places and expansion of capacity, where the 
Governing Body is the admissions authority for the school as for 
Academies, aided and foundation Church Schools, is always subject to 
negotiation with the school (and diocese where appropriate).  This does 
present challenges.  These will increase as the number of schools who are 
their own admission authority increases. 

 
(c) County Council records show that six Church of England primary schools  
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with catchment areas were oversubscribed from within their catchment area 
at allocation for September 2011.  Four of these are controlled schools and 
therefore subject to the West Sussex over-subscription criteria in which 
faith plays no part and two are aided schools with their own over-
subscription criteria.  

 
(d) The County Council will be looking to continue to work with the Catholic and 

Church of England dioceses to plan as effectively as possible for growth in 
demand.  Both dioceses are represented on the West Sussex Planning 
Places Board and the West Sussex Admission Forum.  The County Council 
has a very good relationship with these bodies.  However, it must be 
recognised that their priorities will differ from those of the County Council 
and be primarily to those of the faith. 

 
Supplementary Question 
 
I am pleased that the County Council wishes to accommodate children in their 
local school but does the Cabinet Member agree that the policy of encouraging all 
schools to become academies will cause increasing problems for parents in placing 
children in local schools? 
 
Supplementary Answer 
 
Academies have the right to make their own admissions policies.  However, the 
County Council is responsible for co-ordinating admissions and ensuring that there 
is fair access for parents and that there is an equitable way of dealing with 
excellent schools. 
 
Additional Question by Mrs Knight 
 
Will the Cabinet Member look at the situation in Hurstpierpoint where, because of 
the small size of the local school in the village, a number of residents have to send 
their children to Burgess Hill?  This results in a cost because some of the schools 
in Burgess Hill are not outside the three-mile area. 
 
Answer to Additional Question 
 
I am meeting the school next week to take a more strategic look at the issues and 
find a solution. 
 
Additional Question by Mr Rogers 
 
In the north west of my division there is likely to be a development of about 700 
homes.  As the schools in the area are already oversubscribed can the Cabinet 
Member tell me whether preparations are being made to increase the number of 
places? 
 
Answer to Additional Question 
 
I am confident that the County Council is meeting the strategic place 
requirements arising from the five-year projections for the county and am working  
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with the borough and district councils to plan ahead.  I will provide a written 
response to Mr Rogers on his specific query. 
 
6. Written question from Mr Smytherman for reply by the Cabinet Member 

for Public Protection   
 
Question 
 
I understand following an informal briefing to members of the Worthing County 
Local Committee that under the asset management project within the ‘Better 
Together’ Programme, Worthing Registry Office is to close in September but that 
residents will still be able to register births, deaths and marriages in the town as 
County Council staff will transfer to Portland House in Worthing town centre which 
has been vacated by Worthing Borough Council staff that have relocated to Adur 
Civic Centre in Shoreham. 
  
I would be grateful if the Cabinet Member could provide all members with the full 
details about this project. 
 
Answer 
 
As part of the asset management project within the ‘Better Together’ programme 
an opportunity has arisen to relocate the Registration Service offices from their 
current location at Centenary House, Durrington to a more central location at 
Portland House in Worthing, a building operated by Worthing Borough Council.  
Portland House is close to the main Library in Worthing and is much more central 
for the residents of Worthing than the current offices at Centenary House, 
Durrington.  This provides a much more accessible town centre location, for the 
registration of births and deaths, giving notice of marriage and also provides 
improved accommodation for our customers and staff.  The relocated facility will 
provide accommodation for three registration service delivery points.  Opening 
hours and capacity will remain unchanged. 
 
Worthing Borough Council has already vacated large areas of Portland House as it 
seeks to rationalise accommodation and this relocation will enable the area 
currently occupied by the Registration Service in Centenary House, Durrington to 
be used as part of County Council’s work in parallel with national government to 
map assets and improve the efficient use of buildings.  The County Council is 
currently working with Worthing Borough Council to facilitate this move which will 
happen before September 2011 but at present no firm date has been set.  The 
initiative has the support of the Leaders of both the County Council and Worthing 
Borough Council.  I see this move as being positive for both our customers and 
staff, making the service more accessible. 
 
The Registration Service registers over 28,000 births and deaths and conducts 
over 2,500 marriages and civil partnerships each year.  The service operates from 
12 locations across the county and offers ceremonies at over 80 outside venues 
including the purpose-built Register Office in Crawley.  In addition, the 
Registration Service provides nationality checking services and Citizenship 
Ceremonies for residents applying to become British Citizens.  Income from these 
functions covers the costs of operating the service.  This move will enable the  
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service to continue to deliver a high quality and cost effective service to the public 
in partnership with Worthing Borough Council. 
 
I am also intending to set up a working party to examine how we can promote 
West Sussex as the wedding venue of choice and bring more wedding and civil 
partnership ceremonies into our county.  I will be giving members more 
information about this but would be interested to hear from any members who 
would like to be involved with this enterprise. 
 
Supplementary Question 
 
I would like to take part in the working party if possible.  Can the Cabinet Member 
give an assurance that Adur District Council as well as Worthing Borough Council 
would be represented as they play an important part in the accommodation 
strategy in that area? 
 
Supplementary Answer 
 
I will involve as many partners as possible in the working party.  I am happy to 
accept Mr Smytherman’s offer to take part and would ask any other members who 
would like to take part to contact me. 
 
Additional Question by Dr Walsh 
 
Can the Cabinet Member tell me if there will still be the ability to conduct 
marriages and civil partnerships at Portland House? 
 
Answer to Additional Question 
 
No, but I hope that there will be a much wider choice of venues across the county. 
 
Additional Question by Dr Bloom 
 
I believe the figure for births registered under-represents the number of births in 
the north of the county as many are registered in Surrey.  Does the Cabinet 
Member agree that that this could be solved by a separate midwifery unit in 
Crawley? 
 
Answer to Additional Question 
 
That is an interesting point. 
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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, Shadow Health and Wellbeing Board, from Dr Bloom and Mrs Millson. 
 
Paragraph 2, Coast to Capital Local Enterprise Board, from Mrs Whitehead. 
 
Paragraph 3, Annual Diversity Conference, from Mr Oxlade. 
 
Deputy Leader and portfolio for Highways and Transport 
 
The Deputy Leader answered questions on the following paragraphs 
 
Paragraph 4, improvements required on the A27, from Mr Rogers, Dr Walsh and 
Mr Wilkinson. 
 
In response to a request from Mr Wilkinson for some of the HGVs which went 
through Storrington to be diverted, the Deputy Leader said that he would do what 
he could but observed that if the problems of the A27, which were the 
responsibility of the Highways Agency, were solved, this would also solve the 
problems of the A283. 
 
Paragraph 5, English National Concessionary Fare Scheme, from Mrs Arculus. 
 
Paragraph 6, contact for maintenance and improvement of the highways, from 
Mr O’Brien and Mrs B A Smith. 
 
In response to a question from Mrs Smith, the Deputy Leader confirmed that in 
future the County Council would only pay once for a pothole to be filled.  He would 
let Mrs Smith know how much it cost to refill potholes under the current contract. 
 
Paragraph 7, subsidised bus routes, from Dr Dennis. 
 
Cabinet Member for Adults’ Services 
 
The Cabinet Member answered questions on paragraph 10, Wellbeing Hubs, from 
Mr Sheldon and Dr Walsh. 
 
In response to a request from Mr Sheldon, the Cabinet Member agreed to provide 
members of the Adults’ Services Select Committee with an update on the 
timetable in relation to the hubs and corresponding services which were due to 
open by September. 
 
In response to a question from Dr Walsh, the Cabinet Member said that he would 
provide Dr Walsh with information about how access to drop-in centres would  
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work for people with disabilities or with learning difficulties.  He also agreed to 
provide Dr Walsh with the contact details for the Arun Wellbeing Hub. 
 
Cabinet Member for Children and Families (Lead Member for Children’s 
Services) 
 
The Cabinet Member answered questions on the following paragraphs: 
 
Paragraph 15, day nurseries, from Mr B Hall and Mrs Mockridge. 
 
Paragraph 17, transition of youth facilities, from Mrs Brunsdon, Mr M N Hall and 
Dr Walsh. 
 
In response to a question from Dr Walsh about the lack of contact with 
Littlehampton Town Council, the Cabinet Member said that he would ensure that 
they were contacted. 
 
Cabinet Member for Education and Schools 
 
The Cabinet Member answered questions on paragraph 18, academy status, from 
Mr Bradbury, Mr Burgess, Mr B Hall, Mrs A B Hall, Mr Hellawell, Mr Smytherman 
and Dr Wilsdon. 
 
In response to a request from Mr Bradbury, the Cabinet Member agreed to look 
into the situation at Warden Park School where, at a meeting of the governing 
body to consider the decision on academy status, the NUT (which had been invited 
to address the meeting) had threatened the governing body with strike action if 
they went ahead with an application for academy status. 
 
In response to a question from Mr Hellawell, the Cabinet Member said he would 
look into what would happen in terms of cost if the County Council had to 
intervene following the failure of an academy or its sponsor. 
 
Cabinet Member for Finance and Resources 
 
The Cabinet Member answered questions on paragraph 22, accommodation 
strategy, from Mr Burrett, Mr B Hall, Mrs Knight and Mrs Millson. 
 
In response to a question from Mrs Millson, the Cabinet Member agreed to let her 
know how the reception and contact point for HM Revenue and Customs would be 
created in the main foyer at County Hall North. 
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Agenda Item No. 9(c) - Leader’s Question Time 
 
The Leader answered questions from members on the following topics: 
 
Cost of membership of the Local Government Association and whether it was 
value for money, from Mr T M E Dunn. 
 
Briefing of Members of Parliament to ensure they gave out the correction 
information about County Council services to residents, from Mr Wells. 
 
Order of business on Council agendas in relation to petition debates, from 
Mr Acraman. 
 
In response to Mr Acraman’s query about whether it would have been better to 
hold the petition debate after question time so that the members of the public 
attending the meeting for the petition would have heard questions on the range of 
functions of the County Council, the Leader said that she would discuss the matter 
with the County Chairman who was responsible for managing the Council 
meetings. 
 
BBC Radio Sussex report on a West Sussex village’s claims that the BBC television 
programme ‘The Vicar of Dibley’ was responsible for low numbers of candidates 
standing for election to parish councils, from Mr Oxlade. 
 
Request for confirmation that no attempt would be made as part of cuts to road 
safety to change the policy of school crossing patrols across West Sussex, from 
Dr Wilsdon. 
 
Order of business on Council agenda in relation to petitions, from Mr Stevens. 
 
Total annual cost of running County Local Committees, from Mr B Hall. 
 
In response to Mr Hall’s question about the total annual cost of running the 
County Local Committees (CLCs) and whether the money would be better spent 
on front line services like vulnerable adults, the Leader agreed to let him know the 
cost but stressed the importance of the CLCs as a way of connecting local 
communities with the democratic process. 
 
Cost of external consultants, from Dr Walsh. 
 
In response to Dr Walsh’s question about how much the County Council had spent 
on outside consulting fees in each of the last two years, and for the forthcoming 
year and on what projects, the Leader said that she would let him have the 
information but stressed that some consultancy costs were due to the Council no 
longer having internal services such as architectural services. 
 
On-line survey on the ‘Big Society’, from Mrs B A Smith. 
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