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MEMBERS’ AND PUBLIC QUESTIONS 

 

 

4a  Members' Questions 

 

The deadline for Members’ questions was 12pm four working days before 
the meeting (29 January 2014).  
 
A copy of the questions received is attached. 
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4b  Public Questions 

 

The deadline for public questions was seven days before the meeting (28 
January 2014).  
 
A copy of the questions received is attached. 
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CABINET – 4 FEBRUARY 2014 
 

 PROCEDURAL MATTERS 
 
 
Members’ Questions 
 

Question (1) from Mrs Hazel Watson (Dorking Hills) to ask: 

 
In December 2013 and January 2014 parts of Surrey, including parts of my own Division, 
suffered severe flooding involving properties being flooded, in some cases people being 
rescued by the Surrey Fire and Rescue Service by boat, and some roads including major A 
roads being impassable as a result of flooding. 
 
What action is the County Council taking to work with the Environment Agency to reduce the 
risk of flooding in the future by improving flood defences in flood affected parts of Surrey? 
What action is being taken to improve the advance warning to residents so that they can 
take appropriate action to safeguard themselves, their properties and belongings? 
 
Can the County Council provide progress reports to County Councillors, including myself, 
whose Divisions have suffered flooding so that we can reassure local residents that action is 
being taken to tackle flooding in Surrey?  
 
 

Question (2) from Mr Tim Hall (Leatherhead and Fetcham East) to ask: 

 
At the Cabinet on 17th December 2013, the Cabinet Member for Communities promised to 
produce the Economic Impact Figures for Surrey and by District of the Ride London Surrey 
2013 Race. Could she please supply them. Also how those figures were calculated? 
 
 

Question (3) from Mr Tim Hall (Leatherhead and Fetcham East) to ask: 

 
Mole Valley District Council has agreed to "waive" their proportion of the Council Tax on 
those properties that were flooded in the recent storms, while the properties are empty. 
 
Will the County Council do the same? 
 
 

Question (4) from Mr Tim Hall (Leatherhead and Fetcham East) to ask: 

 
Could the Cabinet Member for Communities tell us how much Prudential PLC is sponsoring 
the Prudential Ride London Surrey in both 2013 and 2014? 
 
 

Question (5) from Mr Tim Hall (Leatherhead and Fetcham East) to ask: 

 
Could the Cabinet Member for Highways and the Environment give the latest updated 
figures for storm damage to Bridges and Other Structures from the recent Storms and 
Floods? 
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Question (6) from Mr Tim Hall (Leatherhead and Fetcham East) to ask: 

 
At both the Cabinet on 17th December, and the Meeting with Councillors on 20th November. 
The Cabinet Member for Communities stated erroneously that in the Cabinet in December 
2011, had agreed the 2013 Ride London Surrey Race. Would she re-publish the Minute and 
admit that she was as was pointed out at both meetings to her wrong. 
 
 

Question (7) from Mr Tim Hall (Leatherhead and Fetcham East) to ask: 

 
Sir Paul Beresford MP has stated publicly that he is working with the Leader of the County 
Council on the issues of Flooding. Could I ask how many meetings Sir Paul has had with the 
Leader on this subject if any?   
 
 

Question (8) from Mr Tim Hall (Leatherhead and Fetcham East) to ask: 

 
Could the Cabinet Member for Communities explain why the Route of the Ride London 
Surrey 2013 was not consulted on at all? And why the Route for 2014 was published before 
Consultations even started in certain communities such as Leatherhead? 
 
 

Question (9) from Mrs Hazel Watson (Dorking Hills) to ask: 

 
Mole Valley District Council has established a hardship fund for flood victims whose 
insurance does not cover double council tax. Will the County Council establish a similar 
hardship fund to refund the County Council's part of the Council Tax for flood victims who 
are forced to vacate their flooded homes and to live elsewhere to avoid them having to pay 
Council Tax on two properties? 
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CABINET – 4 FEBRUARY 2014 
 

 PROCEDURAL MATTERS 
 
 
Public Questions 
 

Question (1) from Mr Michael Connolly to ask: 

 
With regard to the new lamp posts in Surrey Villages, especially Parsonage Lane, Westcott 
RH4 3NL: 
i). Why do you consider all lamp posts in Surrey (towns and villages) should be urban in 

style? 
ii). Why were we not consulted about the style? 
iii). Why would different lamp posts (i.e. suitable for a village) cost any more? This is a 

village - not Sutton or Kingston or Surbiton! 
iv). Was there an environmental impact report? For instance, why were LED lights not 

used (90% cheaper to run)? 
v). Why do the lights pollute the houses and the streets (more power wasted)?  
vi). Why were they replaced (they seemed to work)?  
vii). After filling Dorking with unnecessary traffic lights, are you planning to urbanise all of 

rural Surrey? 
 
 

Question (2) from Mr Tim Jones to ask: 

 
Following Kay Hammonds statement at the Communities Select Committee meeting in 
January, where she said that "she had listened to the concerns of the Spelthorne residents, 
about the NEED for two appliances stationed in Spelthorne and that Option 5 was a result of 
her listening to those concerns," will she (and the Senior Management of Surrey Fire and 
Rescue Service) state, categorically, that they GUARANTEE, that they WILL provide a 
RELIABLE, COMPETENT, On-call crew 24 hours a day, 7 days a week, 365 days a 
year, albeit with the understanding that this is unlikely to be achieved 100% of the time, 
but they will GUARANTEE that if the availability drops below 90% (the stated success rate of 
Cranleigh's first appliance), they will recognise that Option 5 is NOT a feasible option and 
WILL reinstate 2 full time, wholetime appliances? 
 
 

Question (3) from Mr Jeremy Spencer to ask: 

 
Would the fire authority please advise what the annual spend on fire crews based in 
Spelthorne would be if option 5 is approved (ie one wholetime fire appliance and one on-call 
fire appliance) and advise how that compares with the total annual fire budget for 2013/14. 
This can then be compared with the number of rate payers in Spelthorne compared with the 
rest of Surrey to determine how heavily Spelthorne will be subsidising fire cover for the rest 
of Surrey? 
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