
 

 
 

As a newly elected LibDem Councillor in Surrey Heath, and the person 

who compiled the comparison of salaries for all of the Chief Executives 

in other Surrey Councils, I feel duty bound to comment. I like many 

others was amazed to see the significant increase in the SHBC Chief 

Executives remuneration as shown in the Draft Accounts. I run a 

business and for anyone who wants to know about that, Google will give 

all the answers you want to know. We benchmark salaries, as do many 

companies and that is what I was attempting to do with the comparative 

document. All the information is in the accounts of the other Boroughs, 

but not being an accountant myself and new to SHBC, chose "turnover" 

as a measure of the size of organisation to see whether there was a 

correlation there. It is always good to understand as much as possible 

before pontificating on any subject, and I asked a number of individuals 

to advise on what I had found! I freely admit that I do not understand on 

what basis the salary increase was made, I have not been able to 

ascertain the process that was followed. Based on the information 

readily available, I do not understand how the salary of anyone in public 

office can be increased on the whim of one individual without any 

apparent reference to either the Executive or the Full Council. I have not 

been able to identify anything in the published procedures or 

Constitution of Surrey Heath Borough Council that allows or begins to 

explain what happened. All I know is that we as Liberal Democrats stood 

for election because we did not agree with what had been going on and 

now that we have been elected, it appears that no one knew what was 

going on. As Lib Dems, we will continue to try and unpick this unholy 

mess or process / procedure that allowed for (it appears) one person to 

grant a salary increase way over and above what others were paid and 

way beyond the "Austerity" guidelines that the Conservative Government 

claimed to be imposing: only apparently to find it was austerity for those 

in need and on low pay and significant increases for at least one person 

in the know. 

 


