
Questions to the Leader:  
 
 
(1)   Formula E: Question asked by Councillor Osborn of the Leader of the Council – 
 
According to the 14th December 2014 Council statement, the first Formula E race 
was approved on the basis that: ‘the Heritage Lottery Fund concluded that the event 
was appropriate for Battersea Park’; that ‘it would not have an adverse effect on the 
Park’; that ‘disruption was kept to a very few days’; and that ‘organisers proposals 
include a speedy process for the installation’. 
 
However, the Heritage Lottery Fund post-event report said the race was not 
appropriate for the park. Residents reported that the adverse impact was far greater 
than planned, and that the disruption carried on for several weeks rather than days. 
The Health and Safety report showed major weaknesses in the set up which took 
great risks and compromised the safety of park users.  
 
Furthermore, local people were not consulted adequately beforehand, and were kept 
in the dark about the benefits to the Council. After the event, 62% of residents said 
they were opposed to future Formula E races in the park.  
 
Although some aspects could be improved for future events, it is clear that it would 
not be possible to improve the length of set up, or to mitigate the visual impact or the 
disruption to park users at a peak time. 
 
Given this, will the Leader listen to local residents’ concerns and use the break 
clause to ensure no future Formula E events take place in Battersea Park? 
 
Answer: 
 
Councillor Osborn has unfortunately confused two issues and possibly elected  
Members in the process. . It was the post-event Heritage Impact Assessment 
update, prepared by an independent consultant, that concluded ‘Loss of normal use 
of and access to the Park and its facilities, in varying degrees, over a three-week 
period is, in our view, unacceptable. Serious consideration may have to be given to 
whether the overall period of disruption could be reduced by an extended park 
closure either side of the race weekend, if the event is to continue to be held in 
Battersea Park.’ 
 
I stress that: 
a) this comment was not the view of the Heritage Lottery Fund (HLF) as Councillor 

Osborn states, nor was it concerned with the park’s heritage infrastructure; and 
b) this consultant’s comment was in the context of the consultant’s view that 

additional closure of the park might be preferable. 
 
Such additional closure of the entire park is not desirable and instead mitigation 
efforts suggested in Paper No. 15-445 will concentrate on closing off sections of the 
park during the build period. 
 



Contrary to Councillor Osborn’s belief, the HLF concluded, after a visit to the Park 
post-event, on 29th July 2015, that the heritage core of the Park appeared to have 
been unaffected by the racing.  The HLF made no further formal comment to Paper 
No. 15-445 when it was released to them. It is, therefore, incorrect for Councillor 
Osborn to say that the HLF reported that the race was not appropriate for the Park. 
They have said no such thing. 
 
In respect of health and safety, the Council appointed its own safety consultant who, 
while making several recommendations for improvements in future, also clearly 
stated: 
 
‘Finally it is the purpose of this report to highlight issues identified with the planning 
and implementation of the event along with area for improvement, in doing so it can 
often portray an illusion of an event besieged with problems as we seldom focus on 
the positives. Let us not lose sight of the fact that the event was delivered with, so far 
as we are aware, no major injuries or incidents.’ 
 
In reply to Councillor Osborn’s claims regarding inadequate consultation, a public 
meeting was held regarding the event and publicised through notices at the park’s 
gates. The committee report, Paper No. 14–651, was a public document that 
attracted considerable comment and thereafter the Council established a regular 
Consultation Forum and informative website on its preparations for the event. As part 
of the planning application process, 1,800 letters were produced for local residents. I 
note in his question that Councillor Osborn repeats disinformation from the local 
Labour website, that ‘after the event, 62% of local residents said they were opposed 
to future Formula E races in the park’. But let’s be quite clear about the maths: 62% 
of the 1,366 respondents to the Council’s survey expressed this view – not 62% of 
residents. That equates to 847 people. As a percentage of the Borough’s population 
of around 310,000, that is 0.27%,.somewhat distant from Councillor Osborn’s claim 
of 62%. 
 
As Councillor Osborn knows, this Council is facing unprecedented challenges to its 
finances. He and his colleagues are aware that the event offers substantial income 
to both the Council and the Park. It brought positive national and international press 
coverage of the event and the Borough and shows Wandsworth as supporting new 
technology which, longer-term, will influence the development of road-going electric 
cars and inner-city air quality. For these reasons, I maintain that the break clause 
should not be exercised for the coming two seasons. 
 
 
 

_______________________________ 

 
 
 
 
 
 



(2)   Investing Solutions 1: Question asked by Councillor Osborn of the Leader of 
the Council – 
 
Following the BBC exposé of Wandsworth paying millions of pounds to Investing 
Solutions, a letting agent which provided homes in shocking conditions, what action 
has the Council taken? 
 
Answer: 
 
Firstly, could I suggest that Councillor Osborn and his colleagues would be better 
served by establishing the actual facts of the matter before attempting to whip up a 
media storm based on limited details or any real understanding of the private rented 
sector or the rules regarding the administration of Housing Benefit.   Let me put the 
record straight here and present the facts.  Here’s hoping that some of these facts 
make it in to the Opposition’s frenzied communications about this, but I won’t be 
holding my breath.  
 
Prior to the BBC report Wandsworth’s Housing Benefit Service had already been 
aware of Investing Solutions for some time and had had regular contact with them 
regarding the administration of Housing Benefit claims for their tenants. Finance 
Officers have reviewed the detail of these claims and each and every one complies 
with Housing Benefit regulations.  
 
In investigating the administration of these claims it was also confirmed that the 
Benefits Service are already undertaking detailed checks on Investing Solutions 
claims, with most of Investing Solutions properties receiving a visit to confirm that the 
lettings arrangement is as stated on the application. This arrangement has been in 
place for sometime and was set up in agreement with the owner Mr Patel. 
  
The Council does not refer any people to this agency or its associated charity and 
does not work with them as a provider of temporary accommodation.  
 
The Private Sector Housing Team has received some complaints about properties 
provided by this organisation and the majority of these have been resolved when the 
lettings agency has been contacted. Our records show that formal action has been 
taken on four occasions in respect of the standard of accommodation that has been 
let to tenants. 
  
The company has recently made direct contact with the Council regarding these 
allegations strongly refuting their content and highlighting the service it provides to 
single homeless people who would not be housed by the council and who often 
struggle to find suitable accommodation due to a variety of factors. The owner of the 
company has expressed his willingness to meet officers to discuss any concerns 
they may have and this invitation has been accepted.  
 
More generally, we need to recognise that the private rented sector provides homes 
for at least a third of our residents, many of whom will be in receipt of Housing 
Benefit, and that it plays an important role in the overall supply of accommodation.    
 

_______________________________ 



 
(3)   Investing Solutions 2: Question asked by Councillor Lescott of the Leader of 
the Council – 
 
Can the Leader inform us: 
 
a)  How many clients has the Council referred to Investing Solutions? 
 
b)  During the current municipal year, how many complaints about specific 
 properties managed by Investing Solutions has the Council received from 
 councillors? 
 
c)  Since the story was reported by the BBC on 6th November, how many 
 complaints about specific properties managed by Investing Solutions has the 
 Council received from councillors? 
 
d)  Since the story was reported by the BBC on 6th November, how many 
 complaints about specific properties managed by Investing Solutions has the 
 Council received from tenants or members of the public? 
 
Answer: 
 
a)  The Council does not use this company or this charity as temporary 
 accommodation providers and we have only ever referred one person to 
 them; this was over 3 years ago in 2012.  
 
b)  A review of the Council’s databases has not shown any record of councillor 
 referrals in respect of the condition of properties managed by Investing 
 Solutions for  this current municipal year.  
 
c)  No specific reports concerning the property condition have been received 
 from councillors, but a number of general enquiries have been made about 
 what action the Council will take in respect of the BBC report.  
 
d)  One complaint was received on 27th November 2015 and this is currently 
 being investigated by officers.  
 
 
 

_______________________________ 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



(4)   Refugees 1: Question asked by Councillor Anderson of the Leader of the 
Council – 
 
What is the progress on each of the items agreed in the motion on refugees at the 
last Council meeting?    In particular, has the Government been in contact about this 
issue any further to request families are welcomed in Wandsworth, and what has the 
Council done to: 
 

 offer all appropriate support to the government initiative to welcome refugees 
from the Syria; 

 facilitate refugee support with existing education, housing immigration, 
employment, health arts and other services; and 

 work with London Councils to lobby the Government to increase the length of 
the funding and to ensure a strategic response? 

 
Answer: 
 
I can reassure Councillor Anderson that work continues on this. The Head of Policy 
and Communications and the Assistant Director of Housing and Community Services 
(Housing Services) recently attended a full briefing session hosted jointly by the 
GLA, who are helping to coordinate London’s response, and the DCLG. The session 
outlined the work that is still underway as Government seeks to expand the current 
resettlement programme. 
 
The Leader has written to the Deputy Mayor of London confirming its intention to 
play its part in London’s response to the refugee crisis.  Following the Autumn 
Statement, the Minister for Syrian refugees last week wrote to all local authorities 
confirming the levels of financial support that will be available to councils taking part. 
We are now looking at the detail of this. 
 
The refugee resettlement programme will run over multiple years. The Government 
rightly expects assurance from participating councils that housing, education and 
other support packages are in place before the refugee household is accepted. For 
example, support may mean help with English as a foreign language, dedicated case 
workers, health and mental health services and support to find work. The exact 
range of services will depend on a family’s needs, and we are working through the 
detail now to see how this could work, and to determine exactly how best 
Wandsworth can play its part. 
 
 
 
 

_______________________________ 

 
 
 
 
 
 



(5)   Windfall: Question asked by Councillor Hart of the Leader of the Council – 
 
If the Leader was gifted a considerable amount of money, for example £600,000, by 
an outside organisation for the use of a Wandsworth owned facility, how would he 
recommend it was spent to protect the most vulnerable people we have in 
Wandsworth? 
 
Answer: 
 
Councillor Hart will know that this Council provides a wide range of key services to 
support vulnerable children, adults and older people in our communities. Using 
Councillor Hart’s example of a £600,000 windfall payment, this could be invested to 
provide one of the following types of service:  
 

 32 annual foster care placements for children under 10 years old 

 16 nursing care places for older people 

 300 mental health day care placements 

 8 resident placements for adults with learning disabilities 
 
The list clearly does not end there.  But what it does do is demonstrate that this 
Administration is quite prepared to take tough decisions both now and in the future if 
it means protecting vital front line services that residents who live in all wards of our 
borough rely on. 
 
 

_______________________________ 

 
 
 
 
 
 
(6)   Residents Survey 1: Question asked by Councillor Daley of the Leader of the 
Council – 

(a) The latest Wandsworth residents survey paints an almost universally positive 
view of Wandsworth Council by its residents, in part due to a complete absence of 
challenging questions.   Can the Leader reveal, for example, the percentage of 
residents in Tooting that said they were satisfied with the cleanliness of their streets, 
or the percentage of people who are happy with the fact that the Noiseline is now 
closed several nights a week? 
 
(b) Will the Leader commit to using this survey as an opportunity for self-reflection 
and self-improvement in future years, rather than as a piece of propaganda? 
 
(c) Finally, as the majority of residents rejected the Council’s idea to start charging 
for garden waste, will the Leader confirm that he has no intentions to start charging 
for this service? 
 



Answer: 
 

(a) I thank Councillor Daley for acknowledging here that our residents have a 
very high regard for our services!  90% of residents are satisfied with their 
local neighbourhood as a place to live, and 87% are satisfied with the Council. 
A record which we believe to be amongst the best in the country. Is Councillor 
Daley really suggesting that we should not be asking residents about their 
views on where they live, the quality of the services they use and the 
amenities they enjoy? I’m sure that there are many residents in Councillor 
Daley’s own Ward who would disagree – or perhaps he knows best – typical 
old Labour dogma.  

 
In answer to the second part of this first question, Councillor Daley will know 
from his reading of the full report that we cannot present statistically robust 
figures for individual wards. Hence the Borough is divided into 7 clusters for 
robust analysis at the local level. Can I draw his attention to the part of the full 
report (bottom of page 19) which states: “Interestingly, there are no significant 
variations by Ward Cluster in the perceived quality of street cleaning in the 
local area.” 
 
No questions were included on the Noiseline – residents’ surveys like this 
simply cannot cover every single service; it focusses on those services and 
amenities that are used by the majority of residents every week. 

 
(b) Understanding residents’ views on services and reporting them for Member 

scrutiny is what this Administration does. It’s how we identify areas for 
improvement and areas of strength to build on. It helps us to quantify the 
magnitude of concern or satisfaction and make sure we respond appropriately 
and proportionately.  Maybe Councillor Daley would like to be specific about 
what part of this robust survey of residents’ views he thinks is propaganda? 

 
(c) In the current economic climate, it is necessary to look at other potential 

sources of revenue, as well as making efficiencies in service areas and it is 
these principles which underpin our approach to service delivery. Many 
London councils already charge for this service; the scope for charging for 
garden waste collection in Wandsworth is one of many areas to consider and 
the survey included a single question to gauge current opinion. Clearly the 
viability of such an initiative is dependent on many factors such as the amount 
of flatted accommodation or houses with gardens in an area. Councillor Daley 
can rest assured that any such initiative would involve full consultation with 
our residents.  

 
 

_______________________________ 

 
 
 
 



(7)   Residents Survey 2: Question asked by Councillor Lewer of the Leader of the 
Council – 
 
This Council has managed to make exponential savings over the last 4 years against 
our total cost base and has maintained our distinctively low rate of Council Tax. 
Does the Leader agree that the high satisfaction ratings in the residents survey show 
that our approach of protecting frontline services, finding innovative ways of working 
and keeping tax low, is a success? 
 
Answer: 
 
Quite rightly our residents tell us that they want services that are both of good quality 
as well as at the lowest possible cost.  I agree with Councillor Lewer that these latest 
results confirm that we are delivering exactly that.  
 
In the last four years we’ve delivered, for example, significant savings in our library 
service through market testing. This has allowed us to keep all our libraries open – 
unlike many boroughs who are closing theirs.  
 
As of this Autumn, we have two staff-led mutuals delivering the same high quality 
services to residents at a lower cost to the tax payer.  
 
We’ve restructured council departments, reducing senior management costs and will 
deliver further savings through our shared staffing endeavour with Richmond. 
 
This survey tells us that this has been done without significant impact on residents’ 
perceptions. 
 
I think that’s an unbeatable track record of great achievement – whist other local 
authorities are quick to throw their hands in the air, Wandsworth gets on and delivers 
efficiency after efficiency through forward thinking, innovation and a drive to do 
what’s best for local residents. 
 
 
 
 

_______________________________ 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



(8)   Town Hall Fat Cats: Question asked by Councillor Daley of the Leader of the 
Council – 
 
Wandsworth featured prominently in a recent list of "town hall fat cats…taking home 
huge pay packages despite presiding over slashed services". The report claimed 46 
Wandsworth Council employees earned more than £100,000 last year, with the top 
three individuals costing that taxpayer £354,452, £319,969 and £282,210. Does he 
think this is acceptable? 
 
Answer: 
 
Before replying to Councillor Daley’s question , I need to correct it factually. The 46 
staff quoted by the Tax Payers Alliance and the Daily Mail is not about earnings but 
cost to the Council; secondly, the figures are not last year but the year before, 2013-
14.  For both years, the actual numbers of staff as reported in the Council’s accounts 
earning over £100,000 is 31.  In 2013/14, those cases with a cost over £100,000 
included five with redundancy payments and in 2014/15, eight with such payments. 
These redundancy payments to which Councillor Daley refers in the figures quoted, 
are as a consequence of senior management restructurings which have made a 
significant contribution towards in excess of £100 million of savings that the Council 
has made since 2010. These payments represent contractual obligations.   As ever, 
it is important to see the relationship between taxpayer value and staff salaries. 
According to the same survey, the London borough with the highest number of staff 
earning more than £100,000 was Labour-controlled Haringey Council which 
employed half as many again as Wandsworth Council – in Haringey, 68 staff were 
paid over £100,000 last year. Haringey Council’s Band D Council Tax charge is 
£1184. 32. Wandsworth Council’s Band D Council Tax is £677.65. The contrast 
between taxpayer value in councils which over the long term are controlled by the 
Labour and Conservative parties, is as stark as ever.  
 
 
 
 
 

_______________________________ 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



(9)   Metropolitan Police: Question asked by Councillor Hart of the Leader of the 
Council – 
 
Does the Leader welcome: 
a)      the 18% reduction in crime rate across London; 
b)      the safeguarding the Metropolitan Police budget; and 
c)       the 30% increase in the budget to prevent terrorist and prevent terrorism? 
 
Answer:  
 
I very much welcome the reduction in crime in Wandsworth and indeed across 
London, and commend the Metropolitan Police on their achievement. I know that the 
Police would readily acknowledge that boroughs such as Wandsworth, with a highly 
proactive approach to crime prevention, have played a major part in helping to make 
London a safer city.    In the context of the terror threats we face, the Met 
appreciates the important role which neighbourhood policing plays, both in 
reassuring communities and maximising intelligence.    
  
I also very much welcome the Government’s Comprehensive Spending Review 
protection to Police budgets. It was disappointing that Labour’s Shadow Home 
Secretary, Andy Burnham, advocated cuts of up to 10% in Police funding, but 
thankfully the Government recognises the security threats that continue to face the 
country, and has demonstrated different and, I think, better priorities.  Nevertheless, I 
know the Met Commissioner understands the need to get best value from the 
continued Government investment in the service and that he will be looking for as 
many efficiencies as he can find.   

_______________________________ 

 
 
(10)   Terrorism in Wandsworth: Question asked by Councillor Gibbons of the 
Leader of the Council – 
 
How well prepared is Wandsworth for a major terror incident? 
 
Answer: 
It is important to underline that the immediate response to major incidents is the 
responsibility of blue light services; depending on the nature of the incident, council 
departments will play a supportive role to emergency services. Typically, the Council 
takes the lead in the subsequent recovery phase which is invariably over a longer 
time period, and can itself be highly complex. All of this is true for terrorist incidents. 
Council officers regularly carry out exercises to test and challenge our readiness for 
the changing nature of emergencies that can be faced in an inner city context. 
Following the Charlie Hebdo attack on 7th January 2015, Council officers developed 
a scenario to test preparedness for a major terrorist incident, involving relevant staff 
from across services. As a consequence of this exercise, systems and procedures 
were modified and strengthened in light of the learning. We continue to work with our 
partners in the emergency services to ensure we are as prepared for the unexpected 
as possible.   

_______________________________ 



 
(11)   Northern Line Extension: Question asked by Councillor Hanson of the 
Leader of the Council – 
 
Will the Leader join me in welcoming the news that major excavations are now 
underway to form the new Northern Line Extension and does he agree with the 
Mayor of London’s comment that this will act as a major spur to regeneration and 
growth in the area? 
 
Answer: 
 
I will gladly join my colleague in welcoming the excellent news that major 
excavations are now underway in relation to the Northern Line Extension (NLE). This 
will provide a major new rail extension serving the Borough and is seen as key to the 
regeneration that is now taking place in the Nine Elms Vauxhall Opportunity Area.  
With 20,000 new homes, the creation of 25,000 new jobs in the area and the 
creation of a major new town centre, the NLE will bring important new accessibility 
and travel opportunities to and from the area, which will now effectively become a 
new part of central London.  
 
The Council has played a key role in bringing the NLE to fruition, in contributing to 
the overall master planning of the opportunity area and working closely with the GLA 
and TfL in agreeing an innovative funding package that effectively means that there 
will be no public funding required for its construction. This is one of the first funding 
packages of its kind and is likely to be repeated for other infrastructure schemes.   
 
 
 

_______________________________ 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Questions to Cabinet Members and Chairmen of Committees: 

(12)    Formula E: Question asked by Councillor Jones of the Cabinet Member for 
Community Services – 

In light of Councillor Cook’s and Councillor Hart’s recent comments regarding the 
relatively small percentage of the Borough’s overall population who opposed 
Formula E (2,576 residents), can Councillor Cook tell me how many respondents 
would need to answer a Council consultation before he considered their opinion to 
be worthy of note?  
 
Answer: 
As now seems to be the norm on this issue, we have further confusion as the Labour 
Party have got their figures plain wrong and Councillor Jones needs to refer back 
more closely to Paper No. 15-445 on which she recently voted. The 2,576 
respondents to the so-called “Save Battersea Park” petition were not all Borough 
residents; indeed some were not even UK residents. A more appropriate figure to 
quote is the 1,366 respondents to the Council’s consultation survey. The 62% of 
those respondents who ‘disagreed or strongly disagreed’ with the event equals 847 
people. As a percentage of the Borough’s population of around 310,000, that is 
0.27% and I, for one, whilst recognising the strongly held opinions of this group 
would think it somewhat undemocratic for Members to be directed by such a figure. 
 

_______________________________ 

 
(13)   New Homes: Question asked by Councillor Sweet of the Chairman of the 
Planning Applications Committee – 
 
How many new properties across all tenures have been approved by the Planning 
Applications Committee since 1st January 2015 and how does this contribute to our 
ambitious and welcome goal, as part of the Wandsworth Housing Offer, to deliver 
18,0000 homes in ten years? 
 
Answer:  
I am proud of this council’s record of delivery. Since 1st January 2015, a staggering 
6,267 new homes have been approved in the Borough, including over 5,000 market 
homes and over 1,000 affordable homes.  This includes significant schemes such as 
the redevelopment of the Battersea Gasholder site to provide over 800 dwellings.  
Not all of these are new projects. For example,  permissions had previously been 
granted for 2,486 units on the New Covent Garden Market site. However, the new 
permission for 2,971 units represents an increase of 485 units on the previous 
scheme.  
Information as at 31st March 2015 indicated that there were 5,727 units under 
construction in the Borough and 13,522 units with planning permission but not 
started (including units on schemes where work had already started on earlier 
phases), with a further potential 14,000 units in the development pipeline 
(applications undecided and potential sites), indicating that the Council is well on 
track to meet the Borough’s ambitious housing targets. 

_______________________________ 



 
(14)    Balham Leisure Centre Creche: Question asked by Councillor Anderson of 
the Cabinet Member for Community Services – 

Is the Cabinet Member concerned about the current closure of Balham Leisure 
Centre creche and does he support it being moved to a more suitable room in the 
long term? 

It has been allowed to decline for years, not advertised, being moved to the back of 
the building and then removed altogether.  The current temporary accommodation is 
clearly not suitable and the creche has closed because of problems in the room.  
Parents rely on a drop-in facility in the Leisure Centre to be able to use this facility 
and the creche is a lifeline this crucial time. 

Answer: 
 
As part of the contract, PfPL proposed the closure of the crèche at Balham Leisure 
Centre and redeveloping the space into a purpose built studio to meet customer 
demand. In respect of these proposals it was noted that demand for the crèche was 
low, but PfPL would nevertheless still have flexible spaces which could 
accommodate crèche provision subject to need.   Having reviewed the usage of the 
crèche, PfPL have now confirmed that they are averaging less than 4 children per 
session per day, and at 34% capacity. With those numbers it is not a viable going 
concern and the use of a squash court for the crèche at Balham Leisure Centre, 
which was always only seen as a short term option, is to be ceased. It was therefore 
on business grounds that PfPL decided to close down the crèche. They are not 
contracted to provide child care facilities at every leisure centre and therefore the 
Council can not insist that they do so.   

PfPL have retained crèche facilities at Tooting, Latchmere, Putney and the 
Wandle.  The advertising for crèche facilities is consistent across the centres via the 
website, telephone enquiries and front line customer services information.   

There are a number of similar facilities in the surrounding area that are not fully 
utilised and these could easily take the very small number that can no longer use the 
crèche at Balham Leisure Centre. 

 

 

_______________________________ 

 

 

 

 

 



(15)    Carbon League Tables: Question asked by Councillor Mrs Torrington of the 
Cabinet Member for Community Services – 

A recent article in Recycling Waste World suggested that a better way to rank 
councils on the green credentials of their waste services would be to look at carbon 
contribution rather than overall recycling rate. Can the Cabinet Member tell us how 
Wandsworth would perform using this measure? 
 
Answer: 
 
The article in Recycling Waste World (see: http://www.recyclingwasteworld.co.uk/in-
depth-article/which-local-authorities-would-be-the-winners-and-losers-if-we-moved-
to-a-carbon-league-table-rather-than-the-traditional-recycling-table/86709/) was 
based on research conducted by one of the UK’s leading environmental 
consultancies, Ricardo-AEA. This research assessed the overall carbon impacts of 
household waste managed by local authorities, taking account not just of the 
element that is recycled but also the impacts of waste sent for disposal and energy 
recovery as well as the overall quantities of waste being managed. I would argue 
that this provides a better measure of environmental performance as it takes account 
of the benefits of waste reduction and diverting it from landfill to recover energy as 
well as the benefits of recycling. 
 
The research found that a typical tonne of household waste collected by 
Wandsworth Council is associated with a net carbon emissions equivalent saving of 
122kg. Most of this is attributable to recycling via the Council’s services and re-use 
via textile banks and the re-use service for household furniture and appliances now 
provided by Resco (formerly London Re-use). The saving compares very well with 
the median performing local authority which had a net emission of 463kg CO2 
(equivalent) per tonne of waste. 
 
In terms of rank performance, Wandsworth was placed 49th of 432 UK authorities, 
44th of 352 English authorities and second best of 33 London boroughs (incl. the 
City of London). As this indicator provides a more comprehensive overview of the 
Council’s green credentials by measuring the overall carbon impact as opposed to 
the narrower focus based purely on the recycling indicator I hope Councillor 
Torrington and all members will welcome this notable achievement.  
 
 
 
 
 

_______________________________ 
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(16)    Homelessness: Question asked by Councillor Hogg of the Cabinet Member 
for Housing – 

How many local households will spend Christmas in Wandsworth temporary 
accommodation? How many are families with children, and how many children are 
affected in total? 

Answer: 

There are currently 1,133 households in temporary accommodation, of which 1,003 
are families with children. There are currently 1,917 children in temporary 
accommodation. It is anticipated that the numbers at Christmas will be at a similar 
level. 

 

_______________________________ 

 

 

 

 

(17)    Housing and Planning Bill: Question asked by Councillor Thom of the 
Cabinet Member for Housing – 

Does the Cabinet Member welcome the Housing & Planning Bill and what are its 
implications for Wandsworth? 
 
Answer: 
 
Yes. I believe that the scope and ambition of this Housing and Planning Bill can only 
be welcomed and combined with the Spending Review settlement sets out a plan to 
deliver a step change in housing delivery.  
 
It is self evident that the only way to tackle affordability is to build more homes and it 
is for councils, housing associations and private developers to now step up to the 
plate and deliver, given the funding and policy framework the Government has and 
will put in place.  
 
I would draw your attention to these key elements of this plan to deliver:  
 

 doubling the housing budget from 2018-19, investing in estate regeneration and 
putting billons into new infrastructure; 

 delivering 400,000 affordable housing completions by 2020-21 including 
delivering 200,000 starter homes with £2.3bn committed to kick starting 
development of 60,000 Starter Homes; 

 extending the Right to Buy to housing association tenants who have up until now 
been excluded from having a real opportunity to own and making provision that 
for each of the homes sold it will be replaced as a minimum; and 



 accelerating housing supply by bringing forward further planning reform and 
supporting the availability of appropriate land for housing, including releasing 
public sector land.   

 
Starter homes will benefit our local residents looking to get on the property ladder. 
The Government’s support for estate regeneration will support our plans to improve 
many homes and living environments for our Council residents. The extension of the 
RTB will meet the aspiration to own and release assets for reinvestment. It is now 
down to us to respond to this Bill and the help given to kick start development in the 
Comprehensive Spending Review (CSR).  
 

I would say that whilst the Bill does make provision for councils to contribute to 
support Government housing manifesto commitments including to support a £1bn 
infrastructure fund and supporting the extension of the RTB to housing association 
tenants there are three things to note. Firstly, contributing councils will have funding 
identified to support development. Second that any contribution is likely to be 
reduced where councils have active development plans as we do. Third, I would 
expect that any funding contributed to support housing association RTB discounts in 
particular would result in benefit coming back to contributing councils, in this case, 
through nominations to homes that replace those sold and this is certainly what we 
will be seeking – something for something! 
 
Finally, I would draw your attention to the powers that will be given to councils to 
tackle and close down rogue landlords where their services and property are not up 
to scratch. This will also include powers to recover housing benefit where such 
identified rogue landlords continue to operate. Such powers, along with proposals 
that are being consulted on now, to extend licensing to all properties identified as 
operating as HMOs shows the comprehensive package of intervention that this 
Government is taking to tackle the very small number of landlords who do not 
operate to the standards expected and put their tenants at risk. New powers that no 
previous Governments were minded to legislate for, new tools available to councils 
to intervene where necessary to support and promote a diverse private rent sector. 
 
 
 

_______________________________ 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



(18)    Budget Problems at St George’s NHS Foundation Trust: Question asked 
by Councillor Ambache of the Cabinet Member for Adult Care and Health – 

 At the last Council meeting, the Cabinet Member told us that the St George’s NHS 
Foundation Trust were working to a forecast deficit of £46.2 million. He also said that 
‘Whilst these (referring to the core targets) are challenging, there is no evidence that 
performance has been negatively affected by the financial challenges facing the 
trusts.’ Can he update us on the following: 

a) What is the current forecast deficit for 2015-16; 
b) Despite the actions that the Cabinet Member reported to us at the last Council 

meeting, can he explain why the budget forecast has deteriorated; 
c) What actions are being taken to curb this large budget deficit for 2015-16; 
d) What will be the implications for patient care during 2015-16; and 
e) What further action has he taken to mitigate deterioration in St George’s NHS 

Foundation Trust services during the current financial year? 
 
Answer: 
 

(a) The current deficit forecast (as reported to the Trust Board on 3rd December) 
is £50.2 million. 

 
(b) The report to the Trust Board identifies three main contributory factors to the 

deficit: 

 Costs and income adjustments relating to the previous year; 

 A shortfall in income from outpatient activity; 

 A shortfall in savings from Cost Improvement Programmes. 
 
 
 (c) The current priorities for the Trust include: 

 Ensuring the implementation of the delayed elements of the Cost 
 Improvement Programme; 

 Continuing efforts to reduce the use of agency staff; 

 Tightening controls on discretionary non-pay spend; and 

 Improving reporting arrangements, including reporting of performance 
 issues that may have an impact on income. 

 
(d) As Councillor Ambache will recall, when the Chief Executive of the Trust 

attended the Adult Care and Health Overview and Scrutiny Committee last 
month, he gave assurance both that no savings measures would be adopted 
if they threatened patient safety and that the Committee would be consulted if 
substantial service changes were proposed. 

 
I am aware that there are concerns about some aspects of the Trust’s 
performance in the current financial year, notably the four-hour waiting time 
target in Accident and Emergency, the 18-week referral to treatment target, 
the cancer waiting times target, and the number of operations cancelled for 
non-clinical reasons.  Whilst I am concerned about these, I recognize that the 
Trust is seeking to address them and that they are not directly related to the 
Trust’s financial position. 

  



(e) The primary responsibility for mitigating problems arising from the Trust’s 
financial position rests with the Trust itself, and there are limitations on what 
the local authority can do.  However, I have asked the Chief Executive of the 
Trust to brief me on any proposals the Trust is bringing forward to address its 
financial problems, and to report on these to the meeting of the Adult Care 
and Health Overview and Scrutiny Committee in February 2016.   

 At a practical level, the local authority can help by minimising avoidable 
hospital admissions and delayed hospital discharges.  I am pleased to report 
that, at present, Wandsworth Council and Wandsworth CCG are on target to 
achieve the planned reduction in non-elective admissions to hospital set out in 
their Better Care Fund plan, and that we remain in the top quartile of London 
local authorities for our performance in relation to delayed discharges. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

_______________________________ 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



(19)    Crossrail 2: Question asked by Councillor Field of the Cabinet Member for 
Community Services – 

Could the Cabinet Member Update Council on the progress of the Crossrail 
consultation and any emerging issues.  Could he comment on the geological 
concerns expressed by TfL that may result in a rerouting of the line from Tooting to 
Balham 

Answer: 
 
Transport for London is undertaking a major consultation on Crossrail 2, which will 
provide a new railway from SW London to NE London. It will be in tunnel for its 
whole length in this Borough. The Council continues to support this proposal as it 
would bring many new travel opportunities to the Borough and help to relieve both 
current and forecast congestion on the Northern Line.  
 
In late 2014, there was a safeguarding consultation and at that time the proposed 
alignment included stations at Clapham Junction and Tooting Broadway. This 
alignment was subsequently safeguarded in March 2015. A revised alignment is now 
being proposed that has a station at Balham rather than Tooting Broadway, following 
the identification of the geology in the Tooting area, which would make tunneling and 
station construction very difficult and adds greater risk to the construction 
programme.  
 
The Council considers that a station at Tooting Broadway would bring far more 
benefits in terms of both new travel opportunities and regeneration of this part of the 
Borough. The Council will be seeking a full evaluation of the station options as it 
considers that TfL must assess the additional construction cost against these 
additional benefits, which we believe they have not yet undertaken.  
 
A proposed station at Balham also requires a new alignment between Clapham 
Junction and Wimbledon. This is problematic in that there is a need for intermediate 
ventilation shafts and emergency accesses between the stations. TfL are currently 
proposing such an intervention on Wandsworth Common adjacent to Bolingbroke 
Grove. There is considerable local opposition to this site and we are urging TfL to 
identify an alternative location.   
 
 
 
 
 

_______________________________ 

 

 

 

 

 



(20)    Closure of the Alton Activity Centre: Question asked by Councillor 
Ambache of the Cabinet Member for Education and Children’s Services – 

The contract with Spurgeon’s to provide child care services will cease from April 
2016. Spurgeon’s outline their services in Roehampton as follows: 

‘The centre is a full of children and young people (aged 5-13 yrs) who take part in art 
and craft activities, tennis, sports, games, homework club, discussions and group 
work on self esteem, friendship, bullying, safety, crime, healthy eating, and all are 
provided with a healthy snack.  Up to 40 children attend the centre after school each 
day, and many more during the holidays.  Every weekday parents attend to meet 
and support each other through Cooking club, Zumba club, the Islamic Women’s 
group and Craft club, and parents value enormously the fun and activities provided 
by the centre to children who live in difficult conditions with little space or resources 
to play. The activities and relationships formed improve the children’s confidence 
and ability to relate to others, and prevents truancy and low educational 
engagement. 

In addition the Project workers visit children in schools, providing 1:1 mentoring to 
children who can’t concentrate and show behaviour problems due to separated 
families, poor self esteem, bereavement, trauma, domestic abuse, etc. The teachers, 
Senco’s and families really value the intervention of these workers and the feedback 
and results they achieve are excellent.’ 

Can the Cabinet Member answer the following: 

(i) What would the annual saving of closing this facility be to the Council; 

(ii) Why has the decision been taken to close this vital child care service which is in 
the middle of the Roehampton regeneration area and where there is the highest 
levels of poverty and deprivation in the Borough; 

(iii) How has this decision been made to close this facility with no consultation with 
Ward Councillors, the Roehampton Partnership and local people; and 

(iv) How does this fit with the aspirations of Housing and Regeneration Ooverview 
and Scrutiny Committee, the Executive and the Roehampton Partnership (and the 
current work in progress) to deliver social and community regeneration in 
Roehampton? 

Answer:  

Councillor Ambache may recall that the Council took the decision to cease direct 
delivery of an Activity Centre provision from Ellisfield Drive in November 2011.  As 
we were re-commissioning a Diversionary Activity Services contract the Council took 
the opportunity to include some provision from the site in the main contract and 
asked providers to come up with ideas. 

I have asked officers to check the submission made during the tendering process by 
the winner of the Diversionary Activity bid, Spurgeons.  Whilst there is, as expected, 
reference to after school provision and some holiday provision, there is no mention in 
the method statement of additional activities such as parent meetings, cooking and 
Zumba clubs as these are outside the remit of the diversionary activity contract.  



Whilst I do not dispute that these services are in place, they do not appear to be 
commissioned by the Council as part of the Diversionary Activity contract.  If these 
services are delivered outside of Spurgeons’ contract by others, then this of course 
could continue. 

According to the information submitted by Spurgeon’s in their tender submission, the 
cost of the after school and holiday activities that they planned to deliver from the 
site is given as £52,180.  However, this relates only to the after school and holiday 
activity and does not include other activities noted by Councillor Ambache. 

This service is closing because the contract is coming to an end.  The service was 
originally commissioned to support primary age children who were at risk of 
engaging in anti-social behaviour and needed additional support outside the 
education framework, and is on its third iteration.  Over the years the contractors 
who have delivered the services, Rainer Crime Concern, Catch 22 and most recently 
Spurgeons have done good work.  However, these services which were originally 
commissioned at a time when local authorities had ring-fenced grant with which to 
commission targeted support whilst schools did not.  With the introduction of Pupil 
Premium for schools this position is now reversed and consequently more schools 
are commissioning their own service directly or with support from others such as the 
Clinical Commissioning Group, who are funding further expansion of therapeutic 
services, such as Place2Be in schools. 

Both Heathmere and The Alton School provide childcare and other after school 
activity, whilst the voluntary sector group Regenerate.com are providing services for 
older children and this will continue. Early discussions are also taking place with the 
schools who are interested in collaborating to make use of the site, an opportunity 
which could also be extended to schools on the periphery of the estate such as 
Roehampton Church and Sacred Heart Schools as well as the Mosaic Jewish 
School.  It is not anticipated that services would disappear entirely from the site and 
there is no reason why the attached playground could not remain open to the public. 

The decision has been taken to not renew the current contract for the services set 
out, and the OSC report was quite clear about that.  I will ensure that officers involve 
local Members as appropriate in the future discussions about the use of the site. 

The Council has adopted the Troubled Families multi-agency model which takes a 
whole family approach to presenting issues and is able to work with children and 
young people of all ages.  Rather than continuing with the outdated offer of more 
discrete standalone family support and diversionary activities, I feel strongly that 
Roehampton is better served by the expanded targeted and preventative family 
support model Troubled Families offers, linked to the wider Wandsworth early help 
offer and complemented by schools now well established role in using Pupil 
Premium resource for more targeted school-led and based interventions.  This is an 
exciting opportunity and one which is exactly aligned with the Council’s wider 
aspirations agenda. 

_______________________________ 

 



(21)    New Homes Handicapped by Red Tape: Question asked by Councillor 
McCausland of the Chairman of the Planning Applications Committee – 

Housebuilding is being held up by red tape and it takes 2-3 years after gaining 
planning consent for housebuilders to get on site, as stated by Berkeley Homes’ 
managing director last week.  Would the Chairman of the Planning Applications 
Committee please comment on this statement, given the longstanding development 
activity of the Berkeley Group in Wandsworth? 
 
Answer: 
 
The Comments from the Chairman of the Berkeley Group do not reflect the position 
in Wandsworth, for new house building in general, or for Berkeley Group 
developments. Our own information indicates that on average it takes around 9 
months for new housing development in the Borough with more than 10 units to start 
after the granting of planning permission.  Some developments start much quicker 
than this, for example, construction on the Berkeley Group’s Riverlight scheme in 
Nine Elms began within a few days of planning permission being granted. 
The Berkeley Group’s managing director may have been referring to the length of 
time taken to negotiate S106 agreements and discharge any pre-commencement 
conditions, which can lead to a delay following any decision to grant permission in 
principle. The Council’s adoption of the Community Infrastructure Levy has removed 
the need to negotiate complex infrastructure contributions as part of such 
agreements and has helped to ensure that negotiations on Section 106 Agreements 
can be completed expeditiously. The Council also works with developers to ensure 
that any pre-commencement conditions are discharged as quickly as possible.  
 
 
 
 

_______________________________ 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



(22)    Investing Solutions 3: Question asked by Councillor Jones of the Cabinet 
Member for Housing – 

Investing Solutions, a Wandsworth-based letting agent, was recently revealed to 
have taken £2.1m from the Council to house vulnerable tenants, some in homes with 
some shocking conditions. How many Investing Solutions homes were inspected by 
the Council in each of the last five years, and how many have been inspected since 
the reports became public? 

Answer: 
As the Leader’s response to Question 2 advises, the Housing Benefits Service is 
already routinely visiting most of Investing Solutions properties at the receipt of a 
claim to ensure that the household situation described is as per the claim form.  
 
In addition, over the last five years the Private Sector Housing Team has recorded 
14 service requests in respect of Investing Solutions properties, of which nine of the 
reported properties needed to be visited. The remaining service requests were 
addressed through direct contact with the lettings agent and visits were, therefore, 
not required.   
 
Since the BBC report was aired there have been a further two service requests to 
the Private Sector Housing Team with two inspections being required.  
 
The Private Sector Housing Team reviews all service requests and will firstly try to 
work pro-actively with landlords to provide guidance and advice with enforcement 
action only being taken if it is necessary to ensure that the business complies with its 
statutory duties. Over the last five years the Council has taken enforcement action 
against Investing Solutions on four occasions for letting out sub–standard 
accommodation. To put this in context in the last year our Private Sector housing 
team responded to 728 complaints from private sector tenants. Initially, informal 
action is taken but where improvement is not made then legal action is undertaken & 
last year formal action was taken in respect of 171 cases. The condition of private 
sector housing is a key consideration for the Council and our action must be 
proportionate and aimed at increasing the supply of decent quality accommodation 
for those who most need it. The response of the Private Sector Housing team is 
relative to the risks identified with more serious defects being dealt with robustly 
through enforcement action. However, there is a very delicate balance which needs 
to be achieved between ensuring some fairly minor repairs are undertaken by a 
landlord on the one hand and not deterring such landlords from providing much 
needed accommodation through disproportionately punitive action on the other.    
 
As mentioned in the response to Question 17 asked by Councillor Thom, the 
Government has recognised that there are areas of the Private Sector Market that 
need to be improved and in the Housing and Planning bill is giving councils 
additional powers to tackle and close down rogue landlords. These include the 
power to recover housing benefit from landlords who provide unlicensed or 
substandard accommodation and when combined with the new proposals currently 
being consulted on, in respect of extending HMO licensing, will provide an enhanced  
range of tools for our Private Sector Housing Team to use to address poor landlord 
practices. 



(23)    Self-Build Housing: Question asked by Councillor Lewer of the Cabinet 
Member for Housing – 

Could I commend the Cabinet Member’s and Executive’s keen support for the 
Council’s self-build housing programme and ask for confirmation that this is on track 
to deliver 300 units over the next 3-5 years. 

Answer: 
 
I can confirm the Council’s ambitious Council led Development programme to deliver 
a minimum of 300 low cost homes to help local residents over the next three to five 
years is progressing well and is on target. This builds on the Council’s exemplary 
record of Council self build through its hidden homes programme which is unique in 
London and indeed beyond in utilising unused spaces on our estates to provide 
innovative housing solutions. A build programme that has already delivered 250 
homes and counting. 
 
As an update I can confirm that the three Council owned sites on the Patmore and 
Savona Estates in the Nine Elms Opportunity Area have all had the existing 
buildings demolished with planning permission secured. Tenders for the main 
contract works are out and a contractor will be appointed in the New Year. Works are 
due to commence in May 2016 with the 57 new homes across the three sites in 
question completing by mid 2017. Another six sites have planning permission or 
planning applications have been submitted to deliver 29 homes also by 2017 with 11 
other sites which are at various stages of feasibility with the capacity to deliver well 
over 200 homes.  
 
This level of activity and action has been achieved in just over one year of adopting 
the Council’s new Housing Strategy with officers continuing to look for more 
opportunities, not least to utilise RTB one for one replacement receipts which have 
been key to underpinning the financial viability of this programme.   
 
 
 
 
 
 

_______________________________ 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



(24)    Occupational Health Waiting Times: Question asked by Councillor Critchard 
of the Cabinet Member for Adult Care and Health – 

I have casework concerning an elderly resident and her daughter, who is her chief 
carer. In April 2015, I visited them at home, and following that, I made an 
Occupational Therapy (OT) referral for them. In brief, the property seems to require 
some simple adaptations to make life easier for the family, but these adaptations 
need to be approved by an Occupational Therapist before the building team can 
make the changes.  

The initial enquiry was assessed as "not urgent". It then took nearly 5 months for the 
family to have an OT visit so their needs could be assessed. This was an 
unacceptably long wait for a frail, elderly woman and her caring daughter. I made 
further enquiries from the OT team about the service. 

There is no target waiting time for an OT assessment, though the team say they "aim 
to keep the wait to 3 months or less... for non-urgent cases". 

(i) What are the criteria used to determine if a case is urgent? If there is no target, 
how does the Cabinet Member judge how well the service is performing?  

(ii) The OT service waiting time is now up to 5 months. What is the Council doing to 
lower the waiting times to bring them nearer to the stated aim of 3 months and 
preferably to reduce these times further? 

Answer: 

(i) Obviously I cannot comment on individual cases in the Council Chamber, but I will 
emphasise that it is of fundamental importance that each and every case is 
considered on its individual merits and assessed by a professional occupational 
therapist in order to consider risk and therefore need for prioritisation. Consequently 
there cannot be any specific criteria as such.  This approach  is usual practice in all 
services where there is a significant demand for services and ensures that the 
Council is able to respond to those with the most pressing need. The effectiveness of 
this approach is reviewed by myself and officers on a monthly basis when the 
performance of the service as a whole is reviewed.  

(ii) We have taken a number of steps to manage the length of time local people wait 
for services, which include: 

a. Contacting individuals on the waiting list on a fortnightly basis in order 
to re prioritise them as required, and provide alternative options is 
viable. 

b. Occupational Therapists have been recruited to specifically work on the 
waiting list.  

c. Occupational therapy surgeries are being held at Randall Close day 
centre in order to increase accessibility of the service.  

d. The Council has tendered out 50 occupational therapy to the market in 
order to assess capacity of the market in terms of quality and 
timescales.  



These actions have seen a reduction in the current overall waiting lists for 
occupational therapy assessments of over 30% in the last 5 months and staff 
focusing on those waiting longer than three months.  

 

_______________________________ 

 

 

 

 

(25)    Recycling: Question asked by Councillor Walsh of the Cabinet Member for 
Community Services – 

Has the Cabinet Member read the report in the Evening Standard of 3rd December 
which stated that Wandsworth was one of the worst boroughs in London for the 
amount of waste it recycles? Could the Cabinet Member confirm that the report is 
completely inaccurate and that the true position is that the level of recycling is, in 
fact, far better as given in the report?  Could he provide the Evening Standard with 
the correct statistics for recycling and ask that they publish this information? 

Answer: 
 
This is an example of lazy journalism with the report in the Evening Standard based 
on out of date recycling league tables published by Defra on the old “NI 192” 
National Indicator calculation. This calculation includes material collected for re-use, 
recycling and composting, but excludes any material recovered for recycling from 
general dustbin waste sent for energy recovery.  
 
A typical tonne of waste sent to the energy-from-waste incinerator in Belvedere, 
Bexley produces around 308kg of ashes, aggregates and metals, all of which (with 
the exception of some more toxic “fly ash”) is now sent for recycling into metal 
products and construction aggregates.  Including all this material would more than 
double Wandsworth’s recorded recycling rate to around 43.5%. 
 
I will indeed be writing to the Evening Standard to highlight this along with our 
excellent performance in respect of the carbon savings associated with our waste 
management which is a far more comprehensive and meaningful indicator. 
 

 

_______________________________ 

 

 



(26)    Viability Assessments: Question asked by Councillor Critchard of the 
Chairman of the Planning Applications Committee – 

Islington Council have recently reviewed the position on disclosure of viability 
assessments for planning, in respect of the amount of affordable housing developers 
agree to build. Their position is as follows:  

• The availability of information submitted as a part of the planning process is 
important to ensure public participation in the planning process, confidence in 
the planning system and the accountability of those undertaking the 
assessments. 

• Information submitted as a part of, and in support of, a viability assessment 
should be treated transparently and be available for wider scrutiny. 

• In submitting information, applicants do so in the knowledge that this may be 
made publicly available alongside other application documents. If an applicant 
considers that disclosure of an element of a viability assessment would cause 
harm to both their commercial interests and the public interest, and should be 
kept confidential, they should provide a full justification for this. This will be 
considered having regard to the ‘adverse effect’ test and overriding ‘public 
interest’ test in the Environmental Information Regulations, decisions of the 
Information Commissioner's Office and the First Tier Tribunal, and the specific 
circumstances of the case. 

What are the barriers to Wandsworth adopting this open approach and allowing 
residents to fully understand details of development decisions? 

Answer: 

It is recognised by all tiers of Government that the approach to undertaking 
affordable housing needs to be reviewed and this was stated in the Chancellor’s 
Comprehensive Spending Review statement.   

Wandsworth Planning and Development Service operates a procedure which is in 
line with the vast majority of other London boroughs and based on a approach that 
has been established as a more or less standard approach by this and past London 
Mayors as the strategic planning authority for London.  

The current procedure is that during the planning application stage, a summary of 
the applicants viability report is made available to the public on the Council’s web-
site. The full report which is considered as commercially sensitive and confidential is 
then robustly interrogated by independent viability consultants (usually BNP Paribas) 
who verify the inputs against comparable costs and values and then advise the 
Council if the “maximum reasonable amount of affordable housing” is being secured. 
This process often leads to revision of affordable housing offers and also some level 
of scenario testing. 

If a Freedom of Information request is submitted after a planning decision has been 
issued, then a redacted version of the main viability report is made available. It is the 
case that developers have stated that if the viability statement is released during the 
application stage then it puts them at a commercial disadvantage as other 



developers can scrutinise their inputs and make counter offers for the land which is 
usually sold subject to planning permission.  

As identified, the Chancellor, George Osborne, and the Mayor of London, Boris 
Johnson, have stated that the current situation is unsatisfactory and needs to be 
reviewed. Wandsworth Council would support such a review that simplifies the 
process and sets clearer expectations and requirements. It will continue to be 
important, however, that the review balances the commercially sensitive information 
that the developer submits to the Council on a confidential basis and the ability of 
local residents to have the maximum amount of information available to them in 
order to be appraised of the merits of any planning application. An agreed approach 
to viability statements from all sides is considered the best way forward in what is a 
difficult balancing act.  

 

 

_______________________________ 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Questions for Written Reply by 16th December 2015 

 
(27)   Budget Reductions: Question asked by Councillor B Johnson of the Leader 
of the Council – 
 
Will the Leader provide details, by service, of budget reductions approved by the 
Executive since the most recent full Council meeting; of his assessment of the 
impact these reductions have had on residents of Wandsworth; and of his 
assessment of which residents have suffered the most serious decrease in their 
quality of life as a result of these reductions. 

 

(28)    Stamp Duty Exemptions: Question asked by Councillor Sweet of the Leader 
of the Council – 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer's Autumn Statement exempted owners of more 
than 15 properties from increases in buy-to-let stamp duty. Wandsworth has a record 
of innovation in the Private Rented Sector: how will the Borough maximize 
opportunities such as this exemption to encourage professional, institutional 
landlords to contribute high quality rented accommodation to the Borough and 
discourage unscrupulous ones? 
 
 
(29)    Payment of Resident Parking Permits: Question asked by Councillor 
Stokes of the Cabinet Member for Community Services – 
 
Why does is cost so much more to pay quarterly for a resident parking permit than 
annually? Currently residents have to pay an additional £117 (online) or £177 (over 
the counter) if they pay every three months. Why are residents not given the option 
to pay the annual charge (£175 online / £195 over the counter) in monthly 
instalments, as is offered to by the DVLA for example, rather than penalise residents 
unable to pay a lump sum in one go? 
 
 
(30)   Allbrook House: Question asked by Councillor Mrs J Cooper of the Leader of 
the Council – 

Could the Leader confirm that the recent listing request has been rejected by English 
Heritage.   Could he also confirm what effect this would have had on the 
Roehampton regeneration plans if it had been successful and what the Council is 
doing to future proof itself against any further requests of this type? 

 

(31)    Early Years Service: Question asked by Councillor Belton of the Cabinet 
Member for Education and Children’s Services – 

Paper No.15-437 approves a negative variation on the revenue budget of £1.4m. 
What percentage of the early years budget does this represent? 



Have some childcare workers at nurseries and One O'clock clubs lost their jobs as a 
result of recent Council action? If so, how many, where and what impact will this 
have on services for disadvantaged two year olds? 

 

(32)   Job Creation: Question asked by Councillor Hampton of the Leader of the 
Council – 

Now that there are so many schemes underway in Nine Elms, could the Leader 
please outline how the Council is working with developers to deliver jobs for local 
people.  

 

(33)    Fairer Funding: Question asked by Councillor Gibbons of the Cabinet 
Member for Education and Children’s Services – 

What is the likely impact on the Conservative Government's so-called 'Fairer 
Funding' formula on Wandsworth schools? 

 

(34)   Refugees 2: Question asked by Councillor Dodd of the Leader of the Council 
– 

Can the Leader provide an update on progress by Wandsworth with respect to the 
Government’s agenda for the resettlement of refugees? 

 

(35)   Ravenstone School: Question asked by Councillor Belton of the Cabinet 
Member for Education and Children’s Services – 

If there were problems with Ravenstone School before this Autumn term, why is it 
that the Council did not act earlier? Why were the Overview and Scrutiny Committee 
not informed about them? Why were no actions taken earlier, or was the result of the 
Ofsted inspection a surprise to officers and indeed to Ravenstone's improvement 
partner? And if it was a surprise, how are the officers going to ensure that this does 
not happen again? 

 

(36)   Alton and York Road/ Winstanley Regeneration: Question asked by 
Councillor Mrs J Cooper of the Cabinet Member for Housing – 

Now that both schemes are progressing toward the procurement stage can the 
Leader/Cabinet Member explain how he has ensured Ward members have been 
involved in the process. 



(37)    Cycling Strategy 1: Question asked by Councillor Stokes of the Cabinet 
Member for Community Services – 

Following the agreement of the cycling strategy, which includes several aims and a 
budget, when will a more concrete action planning be available, mapping out how 
the budget will translate into activities to meet the aims?  What assessment will all 
future plans for highways changes undergo to ensure it will deliver the best results 
for the cycling strategy, including the Wandsworth Gyratory? Will this assessment 
now be a routine part of planning proposals? 

 

(38)   Cycling Strategy 2: Question asked by Councillor Lescott of the Cabinet 
Member for Community Services – 

Can the Cabinet Member explain how our cycling strategy will increase the number 
of people choosing to cycle in Wandsworth, particularly those who are concerned 
about being able to cycle safely? 

 

(39)   Road Safety on Balham High Street: Question asked by Councillor Dr Allin-
Khan of the Cabinet Member for Community Services – 

What representations have been made to Transport for London about road safety 
issues following the petitions handed in at the last Council meeting by parents of St 
Anselm’s and Rutherford House School, and another from local residents concerned 
about safety on the part of the road nearest Tooting Bec station? 
 
 
(40)    Nine Elms to Pimlico Bridge 1: Question asked by Councillor O’Broin of the 
Cabinet Member for Finance and Corporate Resources –  
 

a) Would the Cabinet Member join me in congratulating the Bystrup team as the 
winners of the design competition for the new pedestrian and cyclist bridge 
that will do much to boost accessibility for residents on both sides of the river? 

 
b) Could he outline the next steps in project deliver? 

 

(41)    Swimming and Children: Question asked by Councillor Speck of the Cabinet 
Member for Community Services – 

What are the numbers of children going swimming, and taking up community 
swimming courses for each leisure centre for the past five years? What are the 
targets for each of these? What have the increases in charges been curing the past 
five years? 
 
 



(42)    Temporary Accommodation: Question asked by Councillor McDonnell of the 
Cabinet Member for Housing – 
 
Could the Cabinet Member outline what steps are being taken to provide new units 
of temporary accommodation for homeless families? 
 
 
(43)    Investing Solutions 4: Question asked by Councillor Macdonald of the 
Cabinet Member for Finance and Corporate Resources – 
 
The BBC investigated a property in Wandsworth and found the letting agent, 
Investing Solutions, made an annual gross profit of £11,568 from Housing Benefit on 
that one house alone.   Wandsworth paid £2.1m in public money to Investing 
Solutions in the last two years. Is he satisfied that robust checks are in place on how 
this public money is spent? 
 
 
(44)    Small Business Saturday: Question asked by Councillor Dodd of the 
Cabinet Member for Finance and Corporate Resources – 
 
Would the Cabinet Member join me in celebrating the many local businesses across 
Wandsworth who participated in Small Business Saturday? 
 
 
 
(45)    Conflicts of Interest: Question asked by Councillor McKinney of the Cabinet 
Member for Community Services – 
 
Can Cabinet Member explain why the Chairman of the Community Services 
Overview and Scrutiny Committee felt there was a conflict of interest in her being on 
the board of Enable and a member of the OSC, and how that conflict only became 
relevant days before the OSC voted on Formula E and not earlier during discussions 
between Enable and Formula E?  
 
 
 
(46)    London Fire and Emergency Planning Authority (LFEPA) Guidance on 
Crossrail 2: Question asked by Councillor Dawson of the Cabinet Member for 
Community Services – 
 
Would the Cabinet Member advise what guidance has been given by LFEPA to the 
Crossrail 2 project particularly in relation to the siting of the ventilation and safety 
shafts? 
 
 
(47)    Playground in Graveney: Question asked by Councillor Critchard of the 
Cabinet Member for Community Services – 
 
(i) What progress are the Council making in progressing finding a location in 
Graveney ward for a play area and park? 



(ii) Has the Council made any representations to the owner of the Constitutional Club 
to work with them on using the land attached to the property to create a local park 
and play area? 

 

(48)    Affordable Housing: Question asked by Councillor Salier of the Cabinet 
Member for Housing – 
 
How many affordable homes does the Cabinet Member anticipate will be built in 
Wandsworth over the next five years? 
 
What other measures is he putting in place to promote affordable housing, whether 
low cost home ownership or sub-market rental? 
 
 
(49)   Nine Elms to Pimlico Bridge 2: Question asked by Councillor Carpenter of 
the Cabinet Member for Finance and Corporate Resources – 
 
Paper No.15-465 seeks funding of some £4.5 million for the design of the Nine Elms 
/ Pimlico pedestrian and cycle bridge.  The proposed northern landing point in 
Pimlico Gardens is opposed by Westminster Council as this is currently the only 
public green space in Pimlico Ward.  Will the Cabinet Member: 

(i) seek alternative northern landing points for the bridge so as to preserve 
Pimlico Gardens; and 

(ii) ensure that no significant expenditure is incurred on the proposed contract 
until the dispute with Westminster about the northern landing point is 
resolved, so as to avoid the abortive expenditure of public funds? 

 
 
 
(50)    Urogynaecology Services at St George’s Hospital: Question asked by 
Councillor Thomas of the Cabinet Member for Adult Care and Health – 
 
Does the Cabinet Member believe that the consultation carried out by St George's 
regarding its proposal to cease providing urogynaecology services has been 
adequate? 
 
 
 

_____________________________ 
 

 


