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DIVISION: ALL  
 

SUMMARY OF ISSUE: 

 
Surrey County Council Councillors receive funding to spend on local projects that 
help to promote social, economic or environmental well-being in the neighbourhoods 
and communities of Surrey. This funding is known as Members’ Allocation. 
 
For the financial year 2015/16 the County Council has allocated £10,296 revenue 
funding to each County Councillor. This report provides an update on the projects 
that have been funded since April 2015 to date. 
 

RECOMMENDATIONS: 

 
The Local Committee (Mole Valley) is asked to note: 
 

(i) The Members’ Allocation applications received and amounts spent, where 
indicated, as set out in Annex 1 of this report. 

 

REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATIONS: 

 
The allocation of the Committee’s budgets is intended to enhance the wellbeing of 
residents and make the best possible use of the funds. Greater transparency in the 
use of public funds is achieved with the publication of what Members’ Allocation 
funding has been spent on.  
 

 
1. INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND: 

 
1.1 The County Council’s Constitution sets out the overall Financial Framework for 

managing the Local Committee’s delegated budgets and directs that this funding 
should be spent on local projects that promote the social, environmental and 
economic well-being of the area. 

1.2 In allocating funds councillors are asked to have regard to Surrey County Council’s 
Corporate Strategy 2015-20 Confident in Surrey's Future that highlights three themes 
which make Surrey special and which it seeks to maintain: 

 Wellbeing; 

 Economic prosperity; 

 Resident experience 
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1.3 As with all expenditure by the Council, spending of members’ allocations should: 

 Be directed to activities for which the County Council has legal powers; 

 Meet demonstrable local needs; 

 Deliver value for money, so that there is evidence of the outcomes achieved; 

 Be consistent with County Council policies; 

 Be approved through a process that is open and transparent, consultative, 
accountable, and auditable; 

 Where appropriate, allow opportunities to be taken to pool funds with partner 
organisations. 
 

1.4 Member Allocation funding is made to organisations on a one-off basis, so that there 
should be no expectation of future funding for the same or similar purpose. It may not 
be used to benefit individuals, or to fund schools for direct delivery of the National 
Curriculum, or to support a political party. 

 
 
 

2. RECENT PROJECTS: 

 
 
2.1 Two examples of projects that have received funding: 

 

 
 
 

Leigh Drainage Project 
 
£1,000 was given to Leigh Parish Council by County Councillor Helyn Clack.  
Many of the drains, ditches and culverts in the Parish are either blocked or not 
able to cope with the volume of water at certain times.  The purpose of the 
project is to identify the main problem spots, advise parishioners if necessary, 
and support them in clearing the build up of silt and debris.  The problem has 
increased since the floods during the winter of 2013, when Flanchford Bridge 
was damaged, and this has highlighted the need to review the drainage within 
the parish which is being done in consultation with Surrey Highways. 
 

 

RideLondon Leatherhead Leaflet 
 
County Councillor Tim Hall gave £400 towards the Ride London Leatherhead 
leaflet.  This leaflet was created for local residents and visitors regarding the 
Prudential Ride London event which took place on 2 August 2015.  The leaflet 
had detailed information about how users can access Leatherhead town centre, 
where they can park, what businesses will be open, where they can watch the 
action, and what roads will be accessible and when. 
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3. ANALYSIS: 

 
3.1 All the bids detailed in Annex 1 have been assessed by the Community Partnerships 

Team as meeting the County Council’s required criteria and referred to the local 
county councillor for support.  

 
 

4. OPTIONS: 

 
4.1 The Committee is being asked to note the applications that have already been 

received. 
 
 

5. CONSULTATIONS: 

  
5.1 In relation to new applications the local councillor will have discussed the bid with the 

applicant, and Community Partnerships Team will have consulted relevant Surrey 
County Council services and partner agencies as required. 

 
 

6. FINANCIAL AND VALUE FOR MONEY IMPLICATIONS: 

 
6.1 Each project detailed in this report has completed a standard application form giving 

details of timescales, purpose and other funding applications made. The county 
councillor proposing each project has assessed its merits prior to the project’s 
approval. All bids are received and scrutinised by officers in the County’s Community 
Partnership Team. We also contact officers from other services and departments for 
advice if we require additional information or specialist knowledge to assess the 
suitability of projects. We ensure that bids comply with the Council’s Financial 
Framework which contains the financial rules and regulations governing how 
Members’ Allocations funding can be spent. 

 
6.2 The current financial position statements detailing the funding by each member of the 

Committee are attached at Annex 1.  Please note these figures will not include any 
applications that were received after the deadline for this report. 
 

 

7. EQUALITIES AND DIVERSITY IMPLICATIONS: 

 
7.1 The allocation of the Members’ Allocation and Local Committee’s budgets is intended 

to enhance the wellbeing of residents and make the best possible use of the funds. 
Funding is available to all residents, community groups or organisations based in, or 
serving, the area. The success of the bid depends entirely upon its ability to meet the 
agreed criteria, which is the same for all projects. 

 
 
8. LOCALISM: 

 
8.1 The budgets are allocated by the local members to support the needs within their 

communities. 
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9. OTHER IMPLICATIONS: 

 
Area assessed: Direct Implications: 

Crime and Disorder No significant implications arising from 
this report 

Sustainability (including Climate Change 
and Carbon Emissions) 

No significant implications arising from 
this report 

Corporate Parenting/Looked After 
Children 

No significant implications arising from 
this report 

Safeguarding responsibilities for 
vulnerable children and adults   

No significant implications arising from 
this report 

Public Health 
 

No significant implications arising from 
this report 

 
 

10. CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS: 

 
10.1 The spending proposals put forward for this meeting have been assessed by officers 

in the Community Partnerships Team, against the County standards for 
appropriateness and value for money within the agreed Financial Framework. 

 
 

11. WHAT HAPPENS NEXT: 

 
11.1 Payments to the organisations have, or will be paid to the applicants, and 

organisations are requested to provide publicity of the funding e.g. posters, leaflets, 
articles in newsletters. We also require evidence that the funding has been spent 
within 6 months e.g. receipts, photos, invoices. 

 
 

 
Contact : Sue O’Gorman, Local Support Assistant, sue.ogorman@surreycc.gov.uk   
 

Consulted: 

 Local Members have considered and vetted the applications 

 Community Partnership Team have assessed the applications 
 

Annexes: 
Annex 1 – The breakdown of spend to date per County Councillor. 
 

Sources/background papers: 

 All application forms are retained by the Community Partnerships Team 
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