
	  

Page	  1	  of	  3	  
	  

 
CCC AGM – Committee Report – July 2015 

 

This report outlines the activities and matters relating to CCC since the last AGM, which was in November 
2014.  

A lot has been achieved since the last AGM 
CCC is an inclusive group that brings together people with an interest in Croydon, in person and online, to 
engage on issues important to them, to disseminate information and to facilitate debate. 

We have held public meetings across the borough, and they have been well received by those attending, 
including current and new members at each. Through our meetings, we’ve promoted positive initiatives 
and events, recorded areas of concern and the outcome of these matters when pursued with councillors or 
council officers. We’ve provided a platform or the police to engage with communities by attending and 
speaking at our meetings and we have helped the police by promoting and booking the recent events at 
the David Lean Cinema about the documentary on Policing in London. 

Our website has been developed and includes all ward policing newsletters, notice of events, lists of 
groups, campaigns and other information relevant to Croydon. 

Our meetings have brought communities together to meet, to debate, to promote, to support, to share 
information, and to find solutions.   

There is so much more we would have liked to have achieved this year, including engaging groups such as 
youth, but issues that many of you will be aware of have restricted this. 

One of the greatest barriers to our work has been the on-going agitation from a small number of people.  
This is neither conducive to reasoned debate nor helpful to Croydon. As this has included false claims, the 
committee would like to address these points in turn in order to set the record straight. 

As there is a volume to share, we’ll do this in sections, allowing time for questions relating to that section 
to be taken.  

 

CCC is apolitical 
Peter Staveley was involved in the Neighbourhood Partnerships, from which CCC grew, and was a member 
of the working group set up to get CCC back on track.  At the AGM in November 2014 he was voted in 
again, by a clear majority, as were all the other committee members, by those present.  

He was asked to stand away from CCC in the lead up to the general election as he was standing as a 
candidate.  In order to remove any possible perception of political influence or advantage Peter stepped 
back from committee at the earliest opportunity, far earlier than requested.  

To be clear, at no time has he ever brought his political life into the work of CCC and nor has any 
committee member sought to exert any party-political influence on the work of CCC.  

Yet, the agitators have sought to repeatedly claim that CCC are not apolitical and have claimed that CCC 
and that the ex-Vice Chair, Clive Locke, who we will come onto shortly, are active members of UKIP.  This 
is untrue and just a ploy used to bring CCC down and undermine open public engagement. 

 

2014 Hustings 
The committee were invited to chair the hustings. No one present at any of the hustings, including the 
candidates or those present, raised any cause for concern at any point regarding impartiality of the Chair. 
The claim that CCC committee members were therefore taking a political stance is clearly unfounded. 

This led to the committee not being prepared to organise or to chair hustings in 2015, although we would 
have welcomed doing so. 
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Giving people a platform 
Anyone can attend and speak at our meetings. We do not censor anything said, other than ask that people 
do not make party-political comments. 

It has been alleged that Peter Morgan is on our committee.  He is not.  Peter is a member of the public and 
is welcome at our meetings, as is anyone else.  

 
Claim that CCC did not pay for a hall booking 
We reported an ongoing dispute relating to a hall booking at our last AGM, where demands for increased 
and varied amounts were made. This claim was instigated by the other party who refused to discuss the 
matter and twice refused the offer of independent mediation when offered by the court system. Pressure 
was exerted on CCC’s committee by the other party by claims made publicly that we were refusing to pay 
our bills.  

The court found in our favour. The party concerned had to accept the sum that CCC had originally offered, 
as originally agreed, nearly a year prior.  The judge made clear that this was a matter that should never 
have come to court. 

 
Clive Locke and the retweet on his personal account   
As many of you will know, Clive Locke, who was Vice Chair, stood down over the allegation of an 
Islamophobic retweet appearing on his personal Twitter account which agitators have sought to keep in 
the public eye by incessant tweeting of the issue, comments and posts.   

Additional attention and escalation of the original issue has been made through embellishments such as 
this being a deliberate, intentional and repeated act, that he and CCC are racist, that this is linked to a 
UKIP agenda, that CCC have defended him, have use public funds to support racism, and so on. 

The claim of the retweet was brought into the public domain by the council, who had passed information to 
the Croydon Advertiser, and the paper went on to produce an article on this on 29 September 2014.  The 
Council wrote to CCC and Broad Green Business Forum (BGBF) on 1 October 2014, on the basis of this 
article, calling for Clive Locke’s resignation as they considered the article an admission of Clive having 
committed an Islamophobic act which they claimed was being referred to police for potential criminal 
investigation.  

We know Clive Locke was not spoken to before this claim was put into the public domain.  

Clive attended the police station voluntarily but there was no record of any complaint made against him. A 
member of committee attended to confirm this as the police would not provide this in writing.  

Yet, in pursuing the matter with the council and the police, we know that: 

• The police refuted having any record of the matter being reported, yet we later received a highly 
redacted email string as a result of an FOI request, that makes clear this had been batted back 
and forth between Council and Police. 

• As a result of a chance remark in a recent telephone conversation with police we learnt that the 
issue of the retweet had been reviewed and the outcome of this was that it did not meet a CPS 
threshold. 

• This, we now know, was fed back to the Council on 22 September 2014. Please note that this is 
well before the article was written and the letter from the Council was sent asking for Clive’s 
resignation.  

 We know also that the Council took this action as the person complaining was, as the Council officer puts 
it, “writing almost continuously to local Councillors complaining…”.  When pressed, the identity of the 
complainant was confirmed to us by the Council and this has since been verified via another route. 

The retweet turned out in the end to have occurred five weeks prior to the allegation being put to Clive 
Locke.  No one had commented on the retweet, nor on the original tweet, and it has not been reported to 
Twitter as the original tweet still remains online today. 

Many claims, originating from one agitator in particular were made from no less than four Twitter accounts 
they ran.  The claims included that Clive Locke’s retweet was an intentional act, that it was not a one off 
but a repeated act. This is an allegation we took extremely seriously.   



	  

Page	  3	  of	  3	  
	  

Although the person making these allegations has been asked to provide evidence on innumerable 
occasions, as has another making similar claims, and a local blogger running articles based on the claims, 
they have done nothing to substantiate these claims but sought to continually fuel the attack on Clive, on 
CCC and on individual committee members over a protracted period. 

Without any evidence the committee were powerless to look into the claims and no one else has come 
forward with evidence to support their claims either. 

 
Committee’s right to a life outside CCC 
People can and do wear different hats.  Some have sought to draw the personal lives of the CCC 
committee members and their work as part of the committee together.  This invasion of privacy and 
personal life is not fair or reasonable.  False allegations have been made in the course of this, causing 
personal distress. 

What committee members choose to do, to vote for, to support or to engage with in their personal lives 
outside of their CCC role is completely up to them.  Everyone is entitled to a personal life.  This has not 
been respected by the agitators. 

 
2014 AGM  
The minutes clearly show that the claims made that a person was not allowed to raise points in the last 
AGM are unfounded.  Just one section of the half hour AGM was consumed by 25 minutes discussing the 
points raised by just one individual.  People at the AGM were quite upset by his conduct and the amount of 
time given to address his points at the time.   

Having gone on to make claims such as him being the only black man present, being abused and attacked 
and that CCC run a hate mob, this was used to produce an article to further attack CCC, which included 
the extremely offensive term for CCC, calling us the Croham Klux Klan.  

 
Council funding 
CCC was funded by a council grant, awarded to the previous committee who did not make use of it for a 
variety of reasons, including the sudden ill health of the Chair.  The Council now claims that this was for a 
one-year period.  

We have refuted this on the basis that all the documentation relates to two years of funding. Council 
officers also advised us in several meetings about the impact of our funding in the current year which is 
hard to justify if they knew that the funding would have finished by then. 

We have pressed the council for a copy of any document or any correspondence that demonstrates that 
the funding was for one year but they have been unable to provide this, leading to the committee believing 
it does not exist. 

We are still waiting to hear from the council in order to resolve the matter. 

 
Involvement of others 
Those who have defended what we do or who have engaged with us have been attacked or drawn into 
unnecessary agitation.  We are sorry this has happened but this is largely beyond our control. For this 
reason we will not name anyone or any organisation who has supported us, which we would have liked to 
have done in order to thank them publicly.  

 
The future 
We know that things cannot continue like this and if the current committee are re-elected then steps need 
to be taken to stop the harassment, which has been protracted, prolific and so public. We feel that this can 
be achieved by bringing together people in Croydon to work with us, giving a clear message that this sort 
of behaviour and activity is destructive and is not acceptable or warranted. 

Croydon is a diverse and inclusive borough. We need to stand together to support each other, to celebrate 
what we have and to push for change for the better. 

 


