
Full Council 17 July 2018 
  

Questions from members of the public 
 

Q. No. 1 

From Dr Robert Chris 

Question In relation to climate change, does the Council have any policies regarding 
greenhouse gas removal or adaptation? 

 
 

Q. No. 2 

From Robert Atwood 

Question Whilst the Council is to be congratulated on finally including in its risk register under 
the risk scenario no 10 – Calverley Square -  the following risk “Lack of political 
support to deliver the scheme”, not having included it in its previous report only 
recently considered in April this year, am I right in assuming that the impact of the 
local elections has at last caused members and officers alike to wake up to the very 
real fact that there is significant public opposition to the project, and that steps will be 
taken immediately to mitigate that risk? 

 
 

Q. No. 3 

From Sue Diales 

Question Please would you tell me why Calverley Park Gardens Resident Association has been 
to every JTB meeting, written untold emails, spent hundreds of hours in meetings and 
on the phone to county and borough councillors for 30 mph speed signs and no lorry 
signs and still nothing is in place. The councillors have all agreed they are needed. 
When will this council get its act together and listen and act FOR the residents? Will 
you help us? 

 
 

Q. No. 4 

From Justin Fletcher 

Question Could the Overview and Scrutiny Committee be instructed to examine why the Public 
Realm Improvement scheme in Monson Road and Mount Pleasant Road went ahead 
without proper and comprehensive consultation with town centre traders who form the 
backbone of this town? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Q. No. 5 

From Sue Luck 

Question This question is asked on behalf of traders on Monson Road and area ; Would you do 
what we all want and not implement the restricted access proposed for Monson Road 
and Mount Pleasant Road under the Public Realm Improvement scheme until full 
completion of the Amelia Scott Project? 

 
 

Q. No. 6 

From Dr Robert Chris 

Question How is the spending to date of more than £10 million on Calverley Square project 
justified in terms of the National Audit Office Value for Money effectiveness criterion?  
Please note that a reference to past clean VfM certificates from the external auditors 
will not suffice as an answer to this question since these reports do not cover all the 
expenditure.  The answer should proceed from the NAO’s definition of effectiveness 
and identify the ways in which the Chief Financial Officer considers this expenditure to 
fall within that definition. 

 
 

Q. No. 7 

From Dr Robert Chris 

Question This question concerns the properties acquired since 2018 as part of the Council’s 
income generating investment portfolio: 

a) How many properties has the Council bought since 2018 as part of its income 
generating investment portfolio, and how much in total has been spent on 
them? 

b) Given the wide range of properties in the borough available to buy to rent, 
please describe the research undertaken to establish that the flats in Grove 
Hill House were more attractive investment properties than others available 
on the market.  Please confirm whether this research is in the public domain 
or is exempt and available for review by Councillors. 

c) c)   Please list the benefits that the Council enjoys by letting these properties 
on 22 year leases to its wholly-owned company, Tunbridge Wells Property 
Holdings Ltd, which then rents them to tenants? 

 


