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Dear Councillor,

Finance and Management Committee
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Civic Offices, Civic Way,
Swadlincote, Derbyshire DE11 0AH

www.south-derbys.gov.uk

Please ask for: Democratic Services
Phone: (01283) 595722 / 595848
Minicom: (01283) 595849

DX 23912 Swadlincote

Email :
democraticservices@south-derbys.gov.uk

Date: 5 October 2016

A Meeting of the Finance and Management Committee will be held in the Council
Chamber, on Thursday, 13 October 2016 at 18:00. You are requested to attend.

Yours faithfully,

AW UL

Chief Executive

To:-

Conservative Group

Councillor Harrison (Chairman), Councillor Mrs. Plenderleith (Vice-Chairman)
and Councillors Atkin, Mrs. Coe, Mrs. Coyle Hewlett, Smith, Watson and

Wheeler.

Labour Group

Councillors Rhind, Richards, Southerd and Wilkins.
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AGENDA

Open to Public and Press

Apologies and to note any substitutes appointed for the Meeting.

To receive the Open Minutes of the Meetings held on 21st June 2016, 21st
July 2016 and 1st September 2016 and of the Audit Sub-Committee
Meeting held on 21st September 2016.

Finance and Management Committee 21st June 2016 Open Minutes

Finance and Management Committee 21st July 2016 Open Minutes

Finance and Management Committee 1st September 2016 Open Minutes

Audit Sub-Committee 21st September 2016 Open Minutes

To note any declarations of interest arising from any items on the Agenda

To receive any questions by members of the public pursuant to Council

Procedure Rule No.10.

To receive any questions by Members of the Council pursuant to Council
procedure Rule No. 11.

Reports of Overview and Scrutiny Committee

UPDATE on the COUNCIL’S MEDIUM TERM FINANCIAL POSITION.pdf

PROPOSED LOCAL COUNCIL TAX SUPPORT SCHEME 201718

RISK BASED VERIFICATION FOR HOUSING BENEFIT

ETWALL LEISURE CENTRE - OVERFLOW CAR PARK
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17 - 53

54 - 60

61 - 62

63 - 64
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COMMITTEE WORK PROGRAMME 2016-17 65 - 69

Exclusion of the Public and Press:

The Chairman may therefore move:-

That in accordance with Section 100 (A)(4) of the Local Government Act
1972 (as amended) the press and public be excluded from the remainder
of the Meeting as it is likely, in view of the nature of the business to be
transacted or the nature of the proceedings, that there would be disclosed
exempt information as defined in the paragraph of Part | of the Schedule
12A of the Act indicated in the header to each report on the Agenda.

To receive the Exempt Minutes of the Meetings held on 21st June 2016,
21st July 2016 and 1st September 2016.

Finance and Management Committee 21st June 2016 Exempt Minutes
Finance and Management Committee 21st July 2016 Exempt Minutes
Finance and Management Committee 1st September 2016 Exempt
Minutes

To receive any Exempt questions by Members of the Council pursuant to
Council procedure Rule No. 11.
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FINANCE AND MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE: SPECIAL — FINAL ACCOUNTS

FM/26

FM/27

FM/28

FM/29

FM/30

FM/31

21 June 2016

PRESENT:-

Conservative Group

Councillor Harrison (Chairman), Councillor Mrs Plenderleith (Vice-Chairman)
and Councillors Atkin, Mrs Coe, Mrs Coyle, Hewlett, Smith, Watson and
Wheeler.

Labour Group
Councillors Rhind, Richards, Southerd and Wilkins.

In attendance
Councillor Mrs Farrington (Conservative Group).

APOLOGIES
No apologies were received.
DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

The Committee was informed that no declarations of interest had been
received.

QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC PURSUANT TO COUNCIL
PROCEDURE RULE NO 10

The Committee was informed that no questions from members of the public
had been received.

QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL PURSUANT TO COUNCIL
PROCEDURE RULE NO 11

The Committee was informed that no questions from Members of the Council
had been received.

REPORTS OF THE OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY COMMITTEE

There were no reports of the Overview & Scrutiny Committee to consider.

MATTERS DELEGATED TO COMMITTEE

TREASURY MANAGEMENT ANNUAL REPORT 2015/16
RESOLVED:-

1.1 Members approved the Treasury Management Annual Report for
2015/16. Page 4 of 69
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Finance and Management Committee: Special — Final Accounts 215t June 2016 OPEN

FM/32

FM/33

1.2 Members noted the Treasury Management Stewardship Report and
Prudential Indicators for 2015/16 (as detailed in Appendix 1 to the
report) and that the Council complied fully with all requirements.

1.3 Members approved that the Statement on the Minimum Revenue
Provision for 2015/16, as detailed in Section 5 of the report, be
recommended to Council for approval.

BUDGET OUT-TURN AND FINAL ACCOUNTS 2015/16

The Director of Finance and Corporate Services presented the report to
Committee, highlighting various aspects including the bad debt and appeals
provisions and the current situation relating to Council Tax, Business Rates
and the HRA Fund.

Councillors Atkin and Richards raised queries relating to the Housing Rent
arrears and the DWP clawback figures respectively, responded to by the
Director.

RESOLVED:

1.1 Members approved the final out-turn position for:
* The General Fund Revenue Account 2015/16
* The Housing Revenue Account 2015/16
* Capital Expenditure and Financing 2015/16
* The Collection Fund 2015/16
» The Balance of Reserves and Provisions at 315t March 2016.

1.2 That a net appropriation of £133,000 in 2015/16 be made from the
General Fund Reserve to other Earmarked Reserves as detailed in
the report.

1.3 That the following contributions are made to Bad Debt and Appeal
Provisions in 2015/16:

Sundry Debtors -£680 | General Fund

Bed and Breakfast Charges £29,033 | General Fund

Housing Benefit Overpayments | £104,280 | General Fund

Previous Year's Balances (Net) £21,989 | General fund

Council Tax Arrears £247,805 | Collection Fund

Business Rates Arrears £90,380 | Collection Fund

Business Rates Appeals £1,488,867 | Collection Fund

Housing Rent Arrears £105,068 | Housing Revenue Account

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1972 (AS AMENDED BY THE LOCAL
GOVERNMENT [ACCESS TO INFORMATION] ACT 1985)

RESOLVED:-

That, in accordance with Section 100(A)(4) of the Local Government Act
1972 (as amended), the press and public be excluded from the remainder
of the Meeting as it is Iilqeé)éeig ¥fewy of the nature of the business to be




Finance and Management Committee: Special — Final Accounts 215t June 2016 OPEN

transacted or the nature of the proceedings, that there would be
disclosed exempt information as defined in the paragraphs of Part 1 of
the Schedule 12A of the Act indicated in brackets after each item.

TO RECEIVE QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL
PURSUANT TO COUNCIL PROCEDURE RULE NO. 11

The Committee was informed that no questions had been received.

APPLICATION FOR DISCRETIONARY RATE RELIEF (Paragraph 3)

The Committee approved the recommendation made in the Report.

DISCRETIONARY RATE RELIEF: TOP-UP APPLICATION (Paragraph 3)

The Committee approved the recommendation made in the Report.

DEBTS SUBMITTED FOR WRITE-OFF: COUNCIL TAX, BUSINESS RATES
AND HOUSING BENEFITS OVERPAYMENTS (Paragraph 1)

The Committee approved the recommendations made in the Report.

RESTRUCTURE OF THE HOUSING SERVICES OPERATION WITHIN THE

HOUSING AND ENVIRONMENAL SERVICES (H&ES) DIRECTORATE
(Paragraph 3)

The Committee approved the recommendations made in the Report.

HOUSING NEW BUILD: UPDATE AND PROPOSALS (Paragraph 3)

The Committee approved the recommendations made in the Report.

The meeting terminated at 7.20pm.

COUNCILLOR J HARRISON

CHAIRMAN

Page 6 of 69



FM/40

FM/41

FM/42

FM/43

FM/44

FINANCE AND MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE

215t July 2016

PRESENT:-

Conservative Group

Councillor Harrison (Chairman), Councillor Mrs Plenderleith (Vice-Chairman)
and Councillors Atkin, Mrs Coyle, Hewlett, Smith, Swann (substituting for
Councillor Mrs Coe), Watson and Wheeler.

Labour Group
Councillors Rhind, Richards, Taylor (substituting for Councillor Southerd) and
Wilkins.

APOLOGIES

Apologies were received from Councillors Mrs Coe (Conservative Group) and
Southerd (Labour Group).

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

The Committee was informed that no declarations of interest had been
received.

QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC PURSUANT TO COUNCIL
PROCEDURE RULE NO 10

The Committee was informed that no questions from members of the public
had been received.

QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL PURSUANT TO COUNCIL
PROCEDURE RULE NO 11

The Committee was informed that no questions from Members of the Council
had been received.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1972 (AS AMENDED BY THE LOCAL
GOVERNMENT [ACCESS TO INFORMATION] ACT 1985)

RESOLVED:-

That, in accordance with Section 100(A)(4) of the Local Government Act
1972 (as amended), the press and public be excluded from the remainder
of the Meeting as it is likely, in view of the nature of the business to be
transacted or the nature of the proceedings, that there would be
disclosed exempt information as defined in the paragraphs of Part 1 of
the Schedule 12A of the Act indicated in brackets after each item.

TO RECEIVE QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL
PURSUANT TO COUNCI. CBDRAIRE RULE NO. 11

-1-



Finance and Management Committee 215t July 2016 OPEN

The Committee was informed that no questions had been received.
PAY AND GRADING REVIEW

RESOLVED:-

The Committee approved the recommendations made in the Report

The meeting terminated at 6.30pm.

COUNCILLOR J HARRISON

CHAIRMAN

Page 8 of 69



FM/47

FM/48

FM/49

FM/50

FM/51

FM/52

FINANCE AND MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE

1st September 2016

PRESENT:-

Conservative Group
Councillor Harrison (Chairman), Councillor Mrs Plenderleith (Vice-Chairman)
and Councillors Atkin, Mrs Coyle, Smith, Watson and Wheeler

Labour Group
Councillors Rhind, Richards, Taylor (substituting for Councillor Southerd) and
Wilkins

APOLOGIES

Apologies were received from Councillors Mrs Coe, Hewlett (Conservative
Group) and Southerd (Labour Group)

MINUTES

The Open Minutes of the Meeting held on 16" June 2016 were taken as read,
approved as a true record and signed by the Chairman.

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

Councillor Harrison declared a prejudicial interest in relation to Iltem 8
Cockshut Lane Recreation Ground, Melbourne Sports Facility Project, by
virtue of his Chairmanship of the Melbourne Sports Partnership and informed
the Committee that he would leave the Chamber whilst this item was
discussed.

QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC PURSUANT TO COUNCIL
PROCEDURE RULE NO 10

The Committee was informed that no questions from members of the public
had been received.

QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL PURSUANT TO COUNCIL
PROCEDURE RULE NO 11

The Committee was informed that no questions from Members of the Council
had been received.

REPORTS OF THE OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY COMMITTEE

There were no reports of the Overview & Scrutiny Committee to consider.

Page 9 of 69
-1 -



Finance and Management Committee 15t September 2016 OPEN

FM/53

FM/54

CORPORATE PLAN 2016-21: PERFORMANCE REPORT (1 APRIL -
30 JUNE 2016

The Director of Finance and Corporate Services presented the report to
Committee, highlighting various issues such as Housing Benefit applications,
the improving sickness absence position and the latest situation in relation to
the rollout of Universal Credit in the area.

Councillor Richards questioned the figures quoted under the rental income
section, which the Director undertook to investigate and report back on. The
Councillor also queried whether if the benefits processing continued below
target there was a possibility of the DWP imposing another surcharge on the
Council. The Director confirmed that whilst there was such a possibility, the
situation was far less serious this time around and was therefore unlikely.

RESOLVED:-
Members noted progress against the performance targets.
The Chairman left the Chamber at 6.10pm.

COCKSHUT LANE RECREATION GROUND, MELBOURNE SPORTS
FACILITY PROJECT

The Director of Community and Planning Services delivered the report to
Committee.

Councillor Watson thanked Councillor Mrs Plenderleith for raising this matter
at the last Housing and Community Services Committee, resulting in more
detail being applied to the loan repayment conditions. The Director confirmed
that he had received a letter from the MSP confirming that they would be
looking to repay the loan over 10 years starting after year 2. Councillor Atkins
queried whether any penalty would apply if early repayment was made. The
Director confirmed that no such penalty would be applicable.

RESOLVED:-

1.1 Members approved the allocation of up to £50,000 from the Sport and
Health / Get Active Reserve towards the Melbourne Sporting
Partnership project to complete the fitting out of the clubhouse
building prior to its transfer to the Melbourne Sporting Partnership.

1.2 Members approved entering into a loan agreement that the
Melbourne Sporting Partnership repay the reserve fund allocation
back to the Council over the period of the lease with the loan
secured against the freehold reversion of the land.

The Chairman returned to the Chamber at 6.15pm.

Page 10 of 69



Finance and Management Committee 15t September 2016 OPEN

FM/55

FM/56

FM/57

PROCUREMENT STRATEGY AND FRAMEWORK 2016 TO 2020
RESOLVED:-

Members approved the proposed Procurement Strategy and Framework
for 2016 to 2020.

HEALTH AND SAFETY: QUARTERLY REPORT APRIL TO JUNE 2016

The Director of Finance and Corporate Services presented the report to
Committee, adding that the Council had been awarded a ROSPA Gold Award,
a rare achievement for local authorities.

Councillor Atkin queried the number of incidents reported onto the Health and
Safety Executive from the total number of incidents. The Director clarified the
criteria that governed such reporting, but assured Members that all incidents
were investigated.

Councillor Watson commended the ROSPA Gold Award granted to the
Council and, in relation to the report content, the separation of work and non-
work incidents. The Chairman also commented on the ROSPA Award,
suggesting that it being given some prominence, some publicity. It was agreed
that the award be formally presented at the next Full Council.

RESOLVED:-
Members noted the quarterly report and accident statistics.
BUDGET AND FINANCIAL MONITORING 2016/17

The Director of Finance and Corporate Services delivered the report to
Committee, pointing out that the savings from the DSO restructure in 2015/16
would be fully utilised to meet the costs of seconding a post to the Waste Less
Save More Project. In addition, the Director pointed out that along with all
other Derbyshire authorities, the Council was looking to retain some kind of
Business Rates Pool set-up, beyond the Retention provisions and would be
responding to the government consultation accordingly. The Director also
stated that following the recent bank rate cut, some banks were stating that
they would charge for monies held on deposit if the rate went into the
negative, although the Council’s bank has stated no such intention.

Councillor Atkin queried whether this should be on the Risk Register, but the
Director responded that any such risk was minimal given the sums involved.

The Chairman queried the allocation of funding, to which the Chief Executive
responded that Districts were unlikely to see little funding once the allocations
had been made to County and devolved authorities. The Chairman also
requested an update on the NHS Trusts’ application to be made exempt from
Business Rates. The Director stated that no new information was available
regarding this issue.

Page 11 of 69



Finance and Management Committee 15t September 2016 OPEN

FM/58

FM/59

FM/60

RESOLVED:-

Members considered and approved the latest budget and financial
position for 2016/17.

LEASEHOLD FLAT INSURANCE

The Director of Finance and Corporate Services presented the report to
Committee and the Chief Executive outlined the legal position relating to the
matter.

Councillor Wheeler outlined his view that whilst the matter was more complex
than initially thought, he had some sympathy with leaseholders seemingly
having to pay more for insurance and suggested deferral of the matter to gain
further information and consider other options. Councillor Rhind supported the
deferral proposal, but highlighted the fact that the leaseholders enter into the
leasehold agreements aware of the insurance position, wary of any other costs
that may result from changes in the lease documentation.

Councillor Wilkins queried the insurance position in various scenarios, which
the Chief Executive clarified. Councillor Mrs Coyle also supported the deferral
proposal, citing a need to look at how the premiums can be reduced or
justified. The Chief Executive explained that subject to certain actions being
carried out, the Council can make charges in excess of the market norm.
Councillor Richards queried the less expensive insurances in the context of
communal areas, access routes, etc. Councillor Smith referenced the
information on such matters provided by the Association of British Insurers,
suggesting that this be considered as part of the further research.

RESOLVED:-

Members deferred the matter to a future Committee for further
investigation of the options available.

COMMITTEE WORK PROGRAMME
RESOLVED:-
Members considered and approved the updated work programme.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1972 (AS AMENDED BY THE LOCAL
GOVERNMENT [ACCESS TO INFORMATION] ACT 1985)

RESOLVED:-

That, in accordance with Section 100(A)(4) of the Local Government Act
1972 (as amended), the press and public be excluded from the remainder
of the Meeting as it is likely, in view of the nature of the business to be
transacted or the nature of the proceedings, that there would be
disclosed exempt information as defined in the paragraphs of Part 1 of
the Schedule 12A of the Act indicated in brackets after each item.

Page 12 of 69



Finance and Management Committee 15t September 2016 OPEN

MINUTES
The Exempt Minutes of the Meeting held on 16t June 2016 were received.

TO RECEIVE QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL
PURSUANT TO COUNCIL PROCEDURE RULE NO. 11

The Committee was informed that no questions had been received.
STRAY DOG COLLECTION AND KENNELLING CONTRACT
RESOLVED:-

The Committee approved the recommendation made in the Report.
ICT DEVELOPMENT PLAN

RESOLVED:-

The Committee approved the recommendations made in the Report.

The meeting terminated at 7.15pm.

COUNCILLOR J HARRISON

CHAIRMAN

Page 13 of 69



AS/11

AS/12

AS/13

AS/14

AS/15

AUDIT SUB-COMMITTEE

21st September 2016

PRESENT:-

Conservative Group
Councillor Grant (Chairman) and Councillor Ford (Vice Chairman)

Labour Group
Councillors Shepherd and Dunn

APOLOGIES

Apologies for absence were received from Councillor Mrs Wyatt (Conservative
Group)

MINUTES

The Open Minutes of the Meetings held on 30" March 2016 and 15" June
2016 were taken as read, approved as a true record and signed by the
Chairman.

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

Councillor Ford declared a personal interest in ltem 6 by virtue of his
acquaintance with Mr Clarke of the external auditors.

TO RECEIVE ANY QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC
PURSUANT TO COUNCIL PROCEDURE RULE NO.10

The Committee was informed that no questions from members of the public
had been received.

TO RECEIVE ANY QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL
PURSUANT TO COUNCIL PROCEDURE RULE NO.11

The Committee was informed that no questions from Members of the Council
had been received.

Page 14 of 69



Audit Sub-Committee — 215t September 2016 OPEN

AS/16

AS/17

MATTERS DELEGATED TO SUB-COMMITTEE

AUDIT RESULTS REPORT ISA 260 REPORT FOR THE YEAR ENDING
31st MARCH 2016

The external audit representatives presented the report to the Sub-Committee,
highlighting certain elements, including risks, adjustments, asset valuations,
bad debt provision, financial instruments, contracts of employment, the Letter
of Representation contents and value for money issues and pressures.

Councillor Ford queried when new housing assets were valued, the response
being on their completion. The Chairman queried the lessons learned from this
year’s audits. The main issue identified related to the calculation and impact of
financial adjustments.

Councillor Ford also cited having some employees on unsigned contracts as a
concern. The Director of Finance and Corporate Services confirmed that the
Human Resources Section were aware of this issue, but understood that
whilst any such incident was unfortunate, they all related to part-time or
temporary employees, many of which are no longer employees. A tightening of
procedures in this area was seen as desirable.

Councillor Shepherd also requested and received clarification on the efficiency
savings figures quoted in the report.

RESOLVED:-
Members considered and approved the report of the External Auditor.
INTERNAL AUDIT PROGRESS REPORT

The internal auditor presented the report to the Sub-Committee, drawing
particular attention to audits completed to date, along with alterations to the
audit schedule as a consequence of other commitments.

The auditor noted the further fall in outstanding recommendations, also
referencing the higher risk and aged items still marked as outstanding. The
aged items are to be subject to a discussion with the Director of Finance and
Corporate Services, to determine whether or not they should still be presented
to Members.

RESOLVED:-

Members considered the report of the Audit Manager and agreed
that any issues identified are referred to the Finance and

Page 15 of 69



Audit Sub-Committee — 215t September 2016 OPEN

AS/18

Management Committee or subject to a follow-up report as
appropriate.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1972 (AS AMENDED BY THE LOCAL
GOVERNMENT [ACCESS TO INFORMATION] ACT 1985)

RESOLVED:-

That in accordance with Section 100 (A)(4) of the Local Government Act
1972 (as amended) the press and public be excluded from the remainder
of the Meeting as it is likely, in view of the nature of the business to be
transacted or the nature of the proceedings, that there would be
disclosed exempt information as defined in the paragraph of Part | of the
Schedule 12A of the Act indicated in the header to each report on the
Agenda.

EXEMPT QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL PURSUANT TO
COUNCIL PROCEDURE RULE NO.11

The Committee was informed that no questions from Members of the
Council had been received.

The Meeting terminated at 4.35pm.

COUNCILLOR J GRANT

CHAIRMAN

Page 16 of 69



REPORT TO: FINANCE & MANAGEMENT AGENDA ITEM: 7

COMMITTEE
DATE OF CATEGORY:
MEETING: 13th OCTOBER 2016 RECOMMENDED
REPORT FROM: DIRECTOR OF FINANCE and OPEN

CORPORATE SERVICES
MEMBERS’ KEVIN STACKHOUSE ( 01283 595811) DOC: u/ks/mtfp/midyear
CONTACT kevin.stackhouse@south-derbys.qgov.uk review/October 16/mtfp report Oct
POINT: 16

UPDATE on the COUNCIL’S MEDIUM REF:
SUBJECT: TERM FINANCIAL POSITION
WARD (S) ALL TERMS OF
AFFECTED: REFERENCE: FM 08
1.0 Recommendations

1.1

1.2

1.3

2.0

2.1

2.2

2.3

That the updated financial projections on the General Fund to 2022 and the
Housing Revenue Account to 2027 as detailed in the report, are approved.

That the financial projections provide the basis for planning purposes and for
setting the General Fund and Housing Revenue Account’s Base Budgets for
2017/18.

That the Protocol for the control and use of Earmarked Reserves as detailed
in Appendix 3 is approved.

Introduction and Purpose of the Report

In accordance with the Council’s financial policy framework, the report updates
the Council’s medium term financial position. This follows the reported out-turn
for 2015/16, together with known and potential changes since the 2016/17
budget-round.

The Council’s Financial Planning Framework

A key factor within the Council’s overall Financial Strategy is medium term
financial planning. This is considered good practice and is based on Audit
guidance which directs councils to achieve a resilient and sustainable financial
position. The Council’s arrangements for achieving this, together with its
performance, are subject to an External Audit each year.

The main target within the Financial Strategy is to achieve a minimum level of
general reserves (£1m) on both the General Fund and the Housing Revenue
Account (HRA) by the end of every financial planning period. This is based on
a Medium Term Financial Plarbg\ggFl?uvégch sets out a financial projection for
5-years on the General Fund an 1b-years for the Housing Revenue Account
(HRA).
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24

2.5

2.6

2.7

2.8

29

The main focus of the projections is to estimate the Council’s future financial
position and provide an early warning sign of any financial challenges that
may lie ahead in future years. This then provides an opportunity to take a
planned approach to remedial action. In addition, it is used as the basis for
building detailed budget plans each year.

It also helps the Council to focus on the resources that it will have available at
the end of each period. In addition, it identifies where resources and spending
are changing in the medium term to enable action to be taken at an early
stage to prevent any loss of financial stability.

The financial models project forward current base spending and income. This
is adjusted for anticipated changes in factors such as interest rates, inflation,
together with the economic situation, Government policy and local
spending/financing plans, etc. It is regularly updated to take account of
previous spending changes and their effects on the medium term. The
projection aims to show a prudent but realistic position over the 5 and 10-year
periods respectively.

Aim of this Update

The Council’s financial policy requires a mid-year review of the medium term
financial position. This follows the budget out-turn for the previous year and
before the forthcoming annual budget round. This provides a basis for
planning purposes and identifies potential matters for consideration, together
with risks and opportunities.

Since the current MTFP was approved in February 2016, the following
announcements have been made by the Government which are likely to
impact on the Council’s financial position.

e Budget 2016 and in particular changes to Business Rates payable by
small businesses, together with the basis used to increase the annual rate
in the pound payable.

e The release of a consultation paper on the retention of 100% Business
Rates in local government, together with a review of the distribution
formula.

The potential impact of these announcements and consultations is included in
the report. The report is divided into the following sections:

Section 3 — A detailed analysis of the General Fund

Section 4 — An updated General Fund position and overall analysis
Section 5 — Housing Revenue Account

Section 6 — Earmarked Reserves

Appendix 1 — General Fund Medium-Term Projection to 2022
Appendix 2 — Housing Revenue Account Projection to 2027
Appendix 3 — A proposed Eé%g)ngld‘pégﬁarmarked Reserves
Appendix 4 — An analysis of Earmarked Reserves



3.0

3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

3.5

3.6

3.7

3.8

3.9

General Fund — Detailed Analysis

Following the budget round for 2016/17, the medium term financial position
was projected as shown in the following table.

General Fund: Medium-Term Projection as at February 2016

Sums Balance of
Budget Deficit Earmarked

Year / Surplus (-) against General

Reserve Reserve
Base Budget 2015/16 -£563,667 £911,000 £5,787,667
Proposed Budget 2016/17 -£856,917 £433,000 £6,211,584
Projection 2017/18 £337,202 £420,000 £5,454,382
Projection 2018/19 £1,442,959 £90,000 £3,921,423
Projection 2019/20 £2,086,259 £20,000 £1,815,164
Projection 2020/21 £2,112,933 £270,000 -£567,769

The position at this time highlighted a budget surplus for 2015/16 and 2016/17
based on current budgets. This was mainly due to additional income
anticipated from planning fees and business rates.

A deficit was then forecast from 2017/18, but this becomes acute in 2018/19
as Revenue Support Grant falls out and proposed reductions in New Homes
Bonus Payments take effect.

It was noted that the General Fund Reserve would eventually fall below the
minimum level of £1m in 2020/21, with potentially a significant budget deficit
by 2018/19.

The Government’s Financial Settlement for 2016 to 2020 provided a significant
challenge for local councils over the medium-term but, as the Government
indicated, “there is sufficient lead in-time to meet this challenge”.

In the meantime, the level of General Reserves was healthy and it was noted
that they may increase further in the short-term as additional income and
general under spending in the Base Budget for 2015/16 accrues.

Although a higher level of reserves is clearly beneficial, based on the
projection in February, the level of reserves would not sustain the overall
deficit in the medium-term.

It had been anticipated for some time that the General Fund would face
reductions in its core spending power. Consequently, the Council has taken a
cautious approach and built up a good level of General Reserves.

Based on these projections, it was agreed that the Council’s Base Budget and
forward spending plans wouldageeé€ dicobe reviewed. Without a significant
increase in resources, base budget savings of up to £1.5m would need to be




made over the spending period in order for the minimum level of General
Reserves to be sustained and for the longer-term budget deficit to be reduced.

3.10 Since February 2016, some additional expenditure and budget savings have
been approved. In addition and as anticipated, the budget out-turn reported to
the Committee in June and then in September, following the Auditor’s report,
was more favourable compared to that estimated.

3.11 The following table shows the overall impact on the General Fund Reserve as
it currently stands.

Projected General Fund Reserve Balance

£'000
Projected Balance as at 2021 (as reported in February 2016)) -567
Midway Community Centre - Running Costs -59
Restructure of Legal and Democratic Services -28
Restructure of Direct Services 216
Add: Increase in Reserve - 2015/16 Accounts 1,201
Less: Capital contributions carried over from 2015/16 -369
Projected Surplus Balance as at 2021 - Updated 394

3.12 Clearly, the savings in Direct Services, together with the increase in the
opening reserve as at April 2016, has benefitted the overall 5-year projected
position. However, the underlying situation regarding the level of reserves
falling below the minimum level, together with the projected budget deficit in
2018/19 has not changed.

Financial Strengths

3.13 The Council is required to maintain a resilient and sustainable financial
position. Currently, the Council continues in this position due to:

Positive cash flow

No debt outstanding (on the General Fund)

Not reliant on interest rates rising to generate additional income
Current General Reserve healthy

Contingent sums in the Base Budget to guard against inflation and growth
Budget for a full employee establishment — no vacancy rate is assumed
Earmarked reserves for capital replacements for IT, vehicles and plant
Separate provision made for bad debts, appeals and pensions
Earmarked reserves to sustain project and capital works

Steady growth in the Tax Base and service income

Capital expenditure not heavily reliant on revenue funding or borrowing

3.14 The Council also has a history of spending within its Net Budget. However, this
cannot be guaranteed in future years and is never assumed for future
budgeting purposes.
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Financial Risks

3.15 There are many variables that are included in the projection that carry a risk in
that should they impact, they could have a significant effect on the overall
financial position. The main risks identified in the financial register when the
Budget was approved were:

e Higher risks

» Further changes to the national funding system
» A reduction in Business Rates income due to appeals
» Additional pressure on service costs due to growth

e Lower risks

» A budget overspend
» A downturn in the national economy
» Impact of Welfare Reform

3.16 The risk register details the arrangements in place to mitigate the impact of
these risks. Currently, any issues arising from the lower risks (above) are not
significantly impacting upon the Council’s financial position. The impact of the
higher risks is or has the potential to be more significant.

3.17 The MTFP has already factored in overall reductions in core funding from the
national system; a large provision was made in the Council’s Accounts in
2015/16 due to Business Rate appeals and population growth could eventually
put pressure on the cost of services.

Updating the MTFP

3.18 An update and assessment of the main assumptions and variables, where this
has been necessary, together with a consideration of external issues, are
detailed in the following sections.

The Government’s Budget 2016

3.19 The 2016 Budget introduced certain measures which will have a direct impact
on the Council’s finances. These were:

e The annual increase in the Business Rates multiplier being based on the
CPI measure of inflation from April 2020; currently it is based on RPI.

e The extension of rate relief for small businesses.
¢ Anincrease in the rate of Insurance Premium Tax (IPT).

e The responsibility for taxing “off-payroll” payments for third parties being
transferred to public secto&g&pﬁqy&rgg



The CPI Multiplier

3.20 Within the national system for Business Rates, all businesses are subject to a
standard rate in the pound based on the rateable value of their business
premises. There are no regional variations.

3.21 The national rate is increased each year by inflation, based on the RPI
measure. This increases the annual income to local councils in the funding
(rates retention) system. Within the resources allocated to councils, the
Government’s assumption is that the multiplier increases by an average of 2%
per year.

3.22 In setting budgets for 2015/16 and 2016/17, the rate of RPI was well below
2%. Therefore, the Government compensated councils for the “lost” income.

3.23 The Government are intending to move the basis for increasing the national
multiplier to the Consumer Price Index (CPI) measure of inflation — the
Government’s preferred measure in other areas. Although this will not be
implemented until 2020, there is unlikely to be any on-going compensation
payments to make-up the shortfall to 2%.

3.24 Typically, the CPIl measure of inflation is lower than the RPI index which is
currently running at 0.6%. Some economic commentators are forecasting a
CPI of around 2% by 2020, so potentially there will be no significant impact.
However, this could depend on the wider implications of returning all business
rates to local councils.

3.25 The MTFP assumes an overall increase in retained business rates (excluding
a share of growth generated from the Derbyshire Pool) of 3% per year to
2019/20, after which overall income is assumed to remain neutral. The
increase of 3% in the interim period includes projected growth.

3.26 It is not considered necessary at this stage that these assumptions need to
change, pending the outcome of the wider proposals for the whole funding
system for local councils. This is outlined later in the report.

Rate Relief for Small Businesses

3.27 Currently, all businesses with a rateable value of less than £6,000 are entitled
to 100% rate relief and consequently pay no Business Rates. This is factored
into the national funding system.

3.28 The 100% relief is being extended from April 2017 to businesses with a
rateable value of less than £12,000. In addition, businesses with a rateable
value of between £12,000 and £15,000 will receive tapered relief and
businesses with a rateable value of between £15,000 and £51,000 will pay a
slightly lower rate in the pound of 48.4p (compared to the full rate of 49.7p).

3.291t is estimated that these changes will reduce the Business Rates of
approximately 500 businesse$’f#9eh? Didifict, in addition to the existing 1,100
who already receive relief. Approximately 1,250 businesses (over 50% of all



businesses) will pay no or minimal Business Rates from April 2017 in the
District.

3.30 In monetary terms, this is fairly significant. The estimated reduction in income
from these changes is £1.1m — approximately 5% of total Business Rates
income. Initially, there will be no direct impact for the Council as the
Government have already confirmed that they will fully compensate councils
for the reduction in income.

3.31 However, in the medium-term, the Government have indicated that the impact
will be considered as part of the work on implementing 100% Business Rates
retention. Therefore, any overall changes to the MTFP at this stage cannot be
quantified, until the outcome of the wider proposals for the whole funding
system for local councils is known.

2017 Rating Valuation

3.32 A new valuation list has recently been published for non-domestic properties
and this will take effect from April 2017. The revaluation is designed to be
“fiscally-neutral” across local government.

3.33 The valuation has increased the rateable value nationally. Therefore, in order
to remain fiscally neutral, the multiplier (rate in the pound) will be reduced from
49.7p to 48p in 2017/18. This will ensure that Business Rates receipts remain
constant in real terms.

3.34 Individual businesses with increases are subject to transitional relief. This is
funded from businesses which gain so that changes in individual rates are
phased in.

3.35 The Government have previously indicated that the impact of a revaluation will
not affect the retained income of an individual authority. The Government use
a methodology to identify and isolate the amount by which Business Rates
income in a council changes purely due to a revaluation. It uses these figures
to adjust tariffs/top ups in order to cancel out the impact of a revaluation.

3.36 The impact of this latest valuation will be kept under review during the
forthcoming budget round.

Insurance Premium Tax

3.37 This was increased from 6% to 9.5% in November 2015. The additional cost to
the Council was £12,000 per year and was included in the Base Budget for
2016/17.

3.38 The rate (as planned by the Government) was increased to 10% from 1St
October 2016. This will increase the cost of insurance premiums from
2016/17, although this will be minimal at approximately £1,500 per year for the

Council.
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“Off-Payroll” Payments

3.39 Current legislation requires individuals, working for public sector bodies as
intermediaries, to pay Income Tax and National Insurance Contributions (NIC)
as a direct employee would. Currently, these individuals, in some cases a
person’s own limited company, are responsible for accounting and paying Tax
and NIC to HMRC.

3.40 From 2017, the responsibility for accounting for Tax and NIC will transfer to
public sector bodies. From this date, councils will become responsible for
deducting Tax and NIC at source, from the amount they pay to intermediaries,
and paying it over to HMRC.

3.41 The legislation for enacting this change is currently passing through the
various Parliamentary stages as part of the Finance Bill (2017) so details are
still to be finalised. During a consultation period with representative bodies,
concern was raised regarding the additional administration for councils and
potentially, additional costs through Employer’s NIC.

3.42 If the proposals receive approval, Tax and NIC will be calculated on the total
cost of employing an intermediary, including any expenses, but excluding
VAT. The rules regarding Employer’s NIC will apply as they do for employees
of the Council. Depending on the cost of employing an intermediary, this could
be up to 13.8% (of the cost).

3.43 HMRC will issue detailed guidance for councils once the legislation is
approved. These rules will not apply where staff are employed through an
Agency or are on the payroll of a recognised company where payment is
made direct to the company or contractor.

3.44 However, this would affect the Council when it employs an external consultant
directly to undertake work of a specialist nature. The total amount spent each
year can fluctuate depending on the needs of the Council.

3.45 Further work is being undertaken in compiling the base budget for 2017/18, to
ascertain what the potential cost to the Council could be. An initial estimate
suggests that at an Employer's NIC rate of 13.8%, the cost could typically be
between £20,000 and £30,000 per year.

3.46 Unless additional resources are set-aside to meet this potential cost in future
budgets, service areas will need to take account of this in their individual
budgets when they employ intermediaries.

3.47 As a consequence of these regulations, whether they affect the pricing in the
market for intermediaries remains to be seen.
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Redistribution of Business Rates — National Consultation

3.48 This was reported to the Committee in September and an update is provided
below.

3.49 In July 2016, the Government published a consultation paper “Self-sufficient
local government: 100% Business Rates Retention.” The paper asked for
views regarding the implementation of 100% Business Rates Retention for
local government as outlined in the Government’'s 2016 Budget. The
consultation periods ended on 26™" September.

3.50 The Government'’s intention is for a new system to be implemented in 2019/20
or 2020/21. The exact year will depend on the outcome of pilot exercises that
are due to commence in April 2017 in Greater Manchester, the Liverpool City
Region and London. Other authorities can apply to become a pilot where there
is an agreed devolution deal in place covering their area.

3.51 The Government have indicated that they wish to retain the current system of
top ups and tariffs in the new system to ensure that every council retains
enough resources to operate at their assessed baseline need. A discussion
paper was also published alongside the consultation on updating the needs
assessment. This paper has also invited comments on the data to be used in
assessing future need.

3.52 There will be no levy in the new system as all business rates and growth in
receipts will stay directly within local government. Therefore, no payment will
be made to Central Government. However, the distribution will need to be
determined between different tier authorities.

3.53 The Government favour the continuation of a safety net mechanism to protect,
in particular, smaller councils who may have a large business in their area that
pays a disproportionate amount of rates compared to all other businesses.
However, the consultation is inviting comments on whether this safety net
should be applied regionally rather than at individual authority level.

3.54 On the regional issue, the Government is seeking views on the role and
responsibilities of combined authorities in the new system. The Government
has reiterated that the new system must be fiscally neutral at a national level —
the return of the 50% of business rates currently paid over centrally is not
“new money”.

3.55 Therefore, the Government are proposing to devolve certain responsibilities to
local councils and to transfer the funding with those responsibilities. They
propose to do this by ending any specific funding for those responsibilities,
currently financed centrally at the national level.

3.56 The consultation set out what devolved responsibilities could be, but asked for
comments as part of the consultation. The main ones suggested in the

consultation covered the following services:
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Transport

Public Health

Better Care / Independent Living
Early years support

Youth justice

Investment / Infrastructure Boards
Adult Education

Sport

3.57 The consultation also asked for views on whether Combined Authority Mayors
will be able to levy a supplement on business rates, whilst multi-tier areas
could be given the flexibility to reduce the rate in the pound payable in their
area.

3.58 In general, there were no definitive proposals within the consultation. There
will be a subsequent consultation on the technical details, once the general
principles have been established.

3.59 However, it is considered that the proposals, alongside the review of the
needs formula, could herald a significant change in the distribution of
resources for local councils. This is why a lead in time of at least 3 years is
planned.

3.60 The Local Government Association continues to work direct with the DCLG on
the proposals. The Council was consulted on joint responses from the District
Councils Network, the Society of District Treasurers and the Rural Services
Network.

3.61 These responses, although supportive of the broad proposals, set out the
case for sufficient funding to be distributed to District Councils and rural areas
in any retention system.

3.62 Derbyshire authorities also submitted a joint response. This focused on the
principle of additional resources and future growth in a new system being
shared across the County. This would look to build on the success to date of
the current Derbyshire Business Rates Pool.

3.63 Further reports will be submitted to the Committee as further details emerge.
New Homes Bonus

3.64 The Government have indicated that they will be issuing a formal response
shortly, to matters raised during its consultation on proposals to amend the
distribution of the New Homes Bonus. As previously reported, the Council
submitted a specific response in March 2016.

3.65 In particular, the Council requested that the DCLG should treat South
Derbyshire as an exceptional case under the proposals, given the growth of
the area and the disproportior?@érgeiwg%éhat the funding proposals will have
on the Council’s financial position.



Impact on Core Funding

3.66 Given that there are no definitive proposals, the existing forecasts in the MTFP
for overall core funding are currently unchanged.

3.67 It is anticipated that the Government’s Financial Settlement for 2017/18 will
confirm figures for Revenue Support Grant (£668,000) together with Business
Rates Income (£3m). These were provisionally notified to the Council in
February 2016.

3.68 Forecasts for growth in Business Rates and the New Homes Bonus allocation
for 2017/18 will be determined in the 2017/18 budget round. This will be
reported to the Committee in January 2017.

The National Living Wage (NLW)

3.69 The MTFP includes provision to cover the anticipated increases in the NLW
from £7.20 per hour in 2016 to £9 per hour in 2020. Following the recent
implementation of the new pay and grading structure, the minimum pay rate at
the Council is £7.52 per hour, which is above the national rate.

3.70 The increase to £9 per hour by 2020 (an increase of 20%), will add
approximately £15,000 to the Council’s wage bill and this has previously been
included in the MTFP.

3.71 There is a risk nationally that the implementation of the NLW could have
knock-on effects on the overall pay bill for local government and there may be
pressure to maintain broad “differentials” as the pay of those posts affected
become closer to higher graded posts.

3.72 This could have an impact on the Council’s overall grading structure although
this is not considered material in the context of the overall pay bill of the
Council. In addition, due to the impact being unknown nationally and the lack
of robust data, no account has been taken of this issue in the MTFP at this
stage.

Pay

3.72 The MTFP includes increases in pay of 1.5% in 2016/17, 2017/18 and
2018/19 and then 2% per year thereafter.

3.73 As reported to the Committee in September, the National Settlement for local
government employees was agreed earlier in the year. Pay has increased by
1% from 15t April 2016, with a further 1% agreed from 1%t April 2017. The
settlement included higher increases for lower grades.

3.74 Therefore, the overall increase is estimated to cost the Council around 1.25%
per year over the two years of 2016/17 and 2017/18. Consequently, compared
to the budget of 1.5% per year, this will provide a saving of approximately
£31,500 per year compared tBagre2grot/fSion in the MTFP. The updated pay
rates were included in the recent Job Evaluation exercise.



Auto Enrolment (AE)

3.75 As previously reported, from October 2017, any Council employee not in the
Local Government Pension Scheme (LGPS) will need to be automatically
opted in until such a time that they choose to opt out. Currently, there are 26
eligible employees at the Council who are not in the LGPS.

3.76 When these employees are opted in next year, the additional cost to the
Council, based on the current pension rate of 12.8% of pensionable pay, is
estimated at £75,000 per year. Provision for this amount has already been
included in the MTFP and so there is no change.

3.77 Immediately following AE, some employees may ultimately choose to opt
straight back out of the LGPS and this will clearly reduce the cost to the
Council. If an employee subsequently opts out at any time, the Council will be
required to automatically enrol the employee again at 3-yearly intervals.

Pensions

3.78 The latest Actuarial Valuation of the Derbyshire Pension Fund is due to report
shortly. Any changes to contribution rates will be effective from April 2017.

3.79 In addition to the Council’s contribution rate of 12.8% of an employee’s
pensionable pay, the Council also pays a lump sum on an annual basis of
approximately £600,000. This lump sum is the contribution currently required
to reduce the projected long-term deficit on the Pension Fund.

3.80 Nationally, there is some pessimism amongst commentators that projected
deficits on most pension funds will have increased since the last valuation in
2013. This is mainly due to investment returns being low in the current
financial climate.

3.81 In addition, it is unclear whether changes to employee benefits and employee
contributions since 2013 have made an impact on reducing long-term costs in
the LGPS.

3.82 The current MTFP includes a contingent (one-off) reserve amount of
£182,000. This was earmarked in 2012/13 to cushion any further impact of
increased contributions.

3.83 The Council will be notified of the results of the 2016 valuation during the
forthcoming budget round; any impact will be assessed during this period and
reported to the Committee in January 2017.

Pay and Grading — Job Evaluation

3.84 Following approval by the Committee in July, the proposed pay model was
implemented as planned and was effective from April 2016. The MTFP had

previously set-aside certain amounts to cover potential costs.
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3.85 As reported in July, the following table summarises those amounts together
with the actual costs incurred:

Provision Made For MTFP Provision Actual Cost

External Facilitator £100,000 £55,000

On-going costs of pay structure £165,000 per 2016/17 - £68,684
year 2017/18 - £120,083

2018/19-£172,388
2019/20-£127,421
(onwards)

Pay protection £420,000 Nil

External Facilitator

3.86 The Committee previously approved that the external facilitator be retained for
the foreseeable future to independently assess new posts and any future job
changes in accordance with the job evaluation process.

3.87 Therefore, the remaining provision of £45,000 (£100,000 less £55,000) will
remain earmarked separately in the MTFP to fund any future costs. The
amount will kept under review as part of the financial planning process.

The Costs of the New Pay Structure

3.88 The total overall cost is estimated at £127,000 from 2019/20 following the
ending of the protection period. This can be contained within the provision
made and provides an on-going saving in the longer-term MTFP of
approximately £40,000 per year, compared to the provision.

3.89 The cost within the 3-year protection period will change due to:

e Posts that are increasing will be moved incrementally over a period of up
to 3 years from the bottom of their new grade to the top.

e Posts reducing are fully protected for 3 years on their current grade.
e Vacant posts reducing will be recruited at the new grade.

3.90 This will affect the profile of costs as estimated and shown in the above table.
However, the costs overall will be contained within the overall amount set-
aside for the 3-year protection period at £165,000 per year.

3.91 Based on this outcome and with a low number of posts (17) being reduced in
grade, there will be no requirement to utilise the protection pot of £420,000

that was originally set-aside.
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3.92 In July, the Committee approved providing some resources to support,
through training and development, those employees facing a reduction in their
grade. It is not anticipated that a significant sum will be required. Therefore, a
sum of £35,000 will continue to be earmarked in the MTFP and this will be
kept under review.

Inflation Contingency and Overall Base Budget Spending

3.93 Inflation is not universally applied to all expenditure items in the Base Budget
and provision is only made where it is considered unavoidable. This mainly
applies to items such as fuel, energy/utility costs and contracted services.

3.94 Annual increases are also provided on concurrent expenses paid to parish
councils, together with grants to voluntary bodies, although actual increases
are subject to annual review.

3.95 Many cost heads are cash limited and in particular those relating to supplies,
and other overhead expenses. A provision for increases is also applied to fees
and charges where the Council has discretion to do so, subject to annual
review.

3.96 Within the MTFP, inflation has been applied to the relevant cost heads at 2%
per year for 2017/18, 2018/19 and then 2.5% per year thereafter. This is
broadly in line with the Government’s projection for future inflation.

3.97 The overall amount calculated is held as a separate contingent sum in the
MTFP and is drawn down during the year if necessary. In addition, it also
covers any additional increases required for bad debts and to meet smaller
one-off, urgent or unexpected expenditure that may arise during a year.

3.98 Any unused balance on this contingency is returned to the General Reserve at
the year end. There are also on-going savings if the base budget is not
actually increased from one year to the next in accordance with the inflation
factors, because the base position is lower compared to that forecast.

The Rate of Council Tax

3.99 Following changes to national and local policy regarding Council Tax in setting
the Base Budget for 2016/17, an increase of 1.95% per year is included in the
MTFP, subject to annual review. This is just below the Government’s limit of
2%, above which a local referendum would be required to set a higher
increase.

3.100 However, as a shire district, the Council has the option of increasing its
Council Tax rate up to £5 at Band D, without it being subject to a local
referendum. The Band D Tax for 2016/17 is £153.18. The 1.95% increase in
the MTFP would raise Band D to £156.17, an increase of £3, adjusted across
other bands accordingly.
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3.101 An increase of £5 would equate to £158.18 — 3.3%. This would increase
resources in the MTFP by an additional £66,500 per year, or £332,000 over
the 5-year planning period.

Parish Councils and the Referendum Principles

3.102 From 2017/18, the Government are proposing to apply the same referendum
principles to large parish and town councils as apply to shire districts. The
principles will apply to those parishes with a Council Tax rate of greater than
£75.46 (the lowest shire district rate for 2016/17 in England) and whose
Precept is greater than £500,000.

3.103 It is not expected that these principles will apply to any parishes in South
Derbyshire in 2016/17.

The Council Tax Base

3.104 The projections for Council Tax income assume a continuation of growth in
new properties (Band D equivalents) of 400 per year. This is below the
average increase in recent years of approximately 500 properties.

3.105 The Tax Base for 2016/17 was set at 33,693 Band D equivalent properties.
As at August, the actual, was 33,818, and therefore surpassed this estimate.
The estimated figure for 2017/18 included in the MTFP is 34,100, which is a
mid-year estimate. Therefore, it is considered that future estimates are still
prudent.

3.106 The effects of the increase in the Tax Base over that estimated, increases
the surplus in the Collection Fund. The Council’s share is approximately 11%
or £20,000 per year. This has already been included in the MTFP. Unless
there is a significant increase in the number of properties in an individual year,
any variation to current projections is not considered material.

Residential Growth

3.107 Clearly, residential growth could be much higher in future years with the
adoption of the Local Plan (Part 1). A consequent increase in the number of
properties included in the Local Plan has not been included in the current
MTFP. However, it will now be kept under closer review as any impact begins
to take effect.

3.108 This could also increase the level of New Homes Bonus in future years
(subject to the outcome of the Government’s consultation earlier in the year).
However, growth could also put extra pressure on Council Services and this is
a risk that has been identified in the Financial Register.

3.109 The MTFP includes an on-going provision of £100,000 per year to help
mitigate this risk.
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Other Provisions

3.110 The MTFP continues to include the following provisions.

Cost of organising and administering the District Election in May 2019 £125,000
Introduction of the national Apprenticeship Levy in April 2017 (per year) £27,500

Additional costs of Waste Collection and Recycling (per year) £100,000
Reduction in DWP Benefits Administration Grant (per year) £110,000

The Apprenticeship Levy

3.111 This is effectively a tax on organisations with an annual payroll in excess of
£3m. This will be paid over to HMRC based on 2% of the Council’s Payroll,
less £15,000. However, the Levy will be held in the name of the Council in a
separate “Levy Pot”.

3.112 In principle, the Council will be able to draw-down against this Levy via a
voucher system. This will enable the Council to potentially offset its training
costs for any apprentices it employs. The Council would need to procure an
accredited training establishment or training provider in order to do this.

3.113 The Levy will remain available for 18 months, after which any amounts not
used will be kept by HMRC. However, the Government will top-up the Levy for
each employer by an additional 10% to incentivise the employment of
apprentices.

3.114 This could enable the Council to offset some of its existing training costs and
effectively recoup some of the Levy. It could also provide opportunities to
widen its apprenticeship programme, but clearly the Council would need to
fund the associated wages.

3.115 In addition, it would need to support training and development in a relevant
job role. Options are currently being explored and HMRC are due to issue
further details shortly regarding the operational aspects of the Levy.

3.116 In addition to the Levy itself, all public sector organisations will be required to
have 2.32% of their workforce on apprenticeship programmes. For the
Council, this equates to 7 apprentices. The Council currently employs 4
apprentices with one vacancy to be filled.

3.117 Further details are awaited whether other posts, for example, “trainees” will
count towards this target. It is expected that the definition of an “apprentice”
will be widened to include employees studying for National Vocational
Qualifications, but this has not been confirmed.

3.118 It is anticipated that a further report will be brought to the Committee in 2017
ahead of the Levy being introduced.
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4.0 Updated General Fund Position

4.1 Section 3 analysed in detail the main variables and risks included in the
General Fund’'s MTFP. The revised projection is detailed in Appendix 1.

4.2 This includes the impact of known changes detailed in Section 3, together with
confirmed changes to the Council’s Base Budget in future years. These relate
firstly, to the savings made on extending the current Leisure Management
Contract.

4.3 Secondly, the Council has been notified by the County Council that their
funding for Etwall Leisure Centre of £32,000 per year, will be phased out over
2017/18 and 2018/19. This has been reported to the Joint Management
Committee following consultation with the County Council.

4.4 The updated position showing all of these changes is shown in the following
table.

Projected General Fund Reserve Balance - Updated as at October 2016
£'000
Projected Balance as at 2021 (as reported in February 2016)) -567
Midway Community Centre - Running Costs -59
Restructure of Legal and Democratic Services -28
Restructure of Direct Services 216
Add: Increase in Reserve - 2015/16 Accounts 1,201
Less: Capital contributions carried over from 2015/16 -369
Projected Balance as at 2021 (as at June 2016) 394
Reduction in Leisure Management Subsidy payable following Contract extension 191
Reduction in County Council contributions to Etwall Leisure Centre (SSDC Share 62% -66
Provision for Employer's NIC on "off-payroll" payments -108
Reduction in 2016 and 2017 pay award (compared to Base Budget) 158
Direct Services Restructure - First Year Saving Used to Fund Secondment -36
Job evaluation - less requirement for Pay Protection (£420k - £35k) 390
Job evaluation - on-going cost less than estimated 209
Increased revenue provision for Grove Hall Development (offset by subsidy reduction) -108
Other changes -29
Projected Surplus Balance as at 2021 (updated for known changes) 995
Add: Projected Deficit 2021/22 and use of General Reserve ‘ -2,394
Projected Deficit Balance as at 2022 -1,399
Note - all figures are cumulative over 5-years

4.5 To maintain a rolling 5-year projection, the forecast position for 2021/22 has
been added into the MTFP.

4.6 The projected position to 2021 has improved compared to that reported in

February 2016 as shown in the above table with the General Fund Reserve
balance virtually at the minimun@@své} o1 /9




4.7 The improved position, as shown in the above table, is mainly due to the
better 2015/16 out-turn, the decrease in Leisure Management Subsidy,
together with an overall reduction in pay (compared to that budgeted) due to
lower pay awards and the cost of the job evaluation exercise being contained
within the provision set-aside.

4.8 This has increased the General Reserve Balance and reduced the projected
budget deficit in the medium-term.

4.9 However, with a projected budget deficit increasing from 2018/19 and with
2021/22 being added to the projection, the reserve balance will again fall
sharply into negative without corrective action or a significant change
developing.

4.10 A summary of the yearly position in the updated projection is shown in the
following table.

General Fund: Medium-Term Projection as at October 2016

Budget Sums Balance of
. . Earmarked
Deficit / . General
Year against
Surplus (-) Reserve
Reserve
£ £
£
Base Budget 2016/17 -947,590 596,211 | -7,339,878
Projection 2017/18 260,037 82,000 | -6,997,841
Projection 2018/19 1,412,845 20,000 | -5,564,996
Projection 2019/20 2,001,034 270,000 | -3,293,962
Projection 2020/21 2,028,625 270,000 -995,337
Projection 2021/22 2,123,676 270,000 | 1,398,339

4.11 In principle, the overall position has not changed. The current level of the
General Fund Reserve remains healthy and will remain so over the next 3 to 4
years based on current forecasts. However, the continuing issue is the
projected budget deficit over the medium-term from 2017/18 and in particular
form 2018/19 when the impact of the next reduction in core funding takes
effect.

4.12 Although the current level of reserves can be used to meet the projected
deficit, this is not a sustainable solution in the longer-term. The MTFP
continues to assume that base budget expenditure will increase year-on-year
but overall core funding will reduce.

4.13 Section 3 detailed the uncertainty at this stage regarding future funding
arrangements and the potential impact that this could have on the later years
of the MTFP. In addition, the outcome of the consultation on the New Homes
Bonus is still awaited.
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4.14 The MTFP aims to set out a realistic but prudent assessment of the future
financial position. Based on the potential significance of future deficits, it is
considered that a substantial change or combination of factors would need to
occur to materially change the longer-term forecast in a positive way.

Risks, uncertainties and potential opportunities

4.15 The MTFP continues to prudently set-aside amounts to cover future costs
associated with growth and inflation, together with external pressures relating
to pensions, etc. The Council has a history, over several years, of managing
overall expenditure well within budget and has benefitted from additional
income over the same period. This has enabled a healthy reserves position to
become established. However, this trend cannot be guaranteed in future
years.

4.16 One of the key risks entering 2016/17 was the financial impact of job
evaluation. This has now been implemented and subject to it becoming
established, the costs have been contained in the MTFP.

Core Spending Power (CSP)

4.17 The projected budget deficit widens acutely from 2018/19 due to an overall
reduction in CSP. The Council is already aware that its Revenue Support
Grant will reduce from £1.8m in 2015/16 to zero by 2019/20. This equates to
16% of current CSP.

4.18 Consequently, the Council will have to rely on Retained Business Rates (RBR)
New Homes Bonus (NHB) and Council Tax income. Although these income
streams are projected to increase over the same period, the overall reduction
in core funding is forecast to reduce from £11.5m in 2015/16 to £10.3m in
2021/22, i.e. £1.2m.

4.19 It is possible that income could rise further, but this is not certain and there are
risks associated with the funding from Business Rates, in particular stagnant
growth and appeals. The outcome of the NHB consultation is a key issue. If
this is positive for the Council and the General Fund is not as adversely
affected as forecast in the Government’s proposals, it could materially alter the
outlook.

4.20 The move towards 100% business rates retention and the review of the needs
formula is still at an early stage to judge any potential impact and this will be
kept under review. The Government have given further scope for shire districts
to increase Council Tax in future years and this is an option that could be
considered.

4.21 It is considered that there is still sufficient time for proper and remedial action
to be taken. The Council did resolve to formulate a plan to achieve future
budget savings when setting the Budget for 2016/17. The time for completing

this ahead of April 2018 is reducing.
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4.22 As usual, all budgets will be carefully reviewed during the forthcoming budget

5.0

5.1

5.2

5.3

5.4

9.5

5.6

5.7

5.8

round for 2017/18.

Housing Revenue Account

The HRA budget (2016/17) and updated financial projection to 2027 was
approved by the Committee in February 2016. This was updated and reported
to the Committee in June following changes to the on-going capital investment
and Council House New Build programmes, together with the 2015/16 budget
out-turn position.

That projection highlighted that the HRA’s General Reserve would fall to
£1.07m in 2017/18, only slightly above the minimum level of £1m. As
previously reported, the longer-term financial position for the HRA was
significantly changed in 2015.

This was due to the Government legislating to reduce Council House rents by
1% per year to 2020. Consequently, planned capital expenditure was reduced
in the 10-year financial plan to reflect a reduction in resources.

The updated projection is detailed in Appendix 2. Since June, there have
been no significant changes with the projection being updated for the impact
of the national pay award and job evaluation on the HRA. Provision for these
changes had already been made and there is no material impact.

The HRA'’s Financial Model

The projection is based on a financial model designed so that a £1m minimum
balance is maintained on the HRA’s General Reserve and that planned
resources are set aside for debt repayment in future years. These are the
priority financial objectives to ensure that the HRA Business Plan is
sustainable and the core housing service is delivered.

Given that these objectives are met, any increase or decrease in resources
are reflected in the planned capital or new build programmes and these can
be flexed accordingly into the longer term where there is a more significant
change in resources.

The main focus of the Plan is over the medium term of 5 years. This ensures
that any changes do not materially affect plans already in place to deliver the
approved capital investment and new build programmes.

On implementation of “self-financing” in April 2012, provision was made in the
HRA for a major capital upgrade programme due to the additional resources it
gained at that time by the abolition of “negative subsidy.” This initial
investment programme is close to being completed, but has been curtailed to

some extent due to the reduction in rental income.
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5.9 Following this capital investment, the HRA is projected to generate operating
surpluses which will be set-aside to repay the debt of £57m it took over from
the Government as part of the self-financing framework.

HRA Reserves

5.10 The HRA has 3 separate reserves as shown in the following table.

Working Balance or General Reserve Held as a contingency with a minimum

balance of £1m.

New Build Reserve

Accumulated Capital Receipts pending
expenditure on building new properties. The
financial model assumes that these are
drawn down each year to finance New Build
ahead of any further borrowing. Therefore,
the carrying balance from year-to-year
remains low.

Debt Repayment Reserve

Sums set-aside to repay the initial “self-
financing” debt; contributions to the Reserve
are due to start from 2017/18 in accordance
with the debt repayment profile.

Key Variables and Assumptions in the Financial Projection

5.11 The key variables on which the financial plan is based are summarised in the

following table.

Cost inflation

2.5% per year. This is higher than the current rates of inflation
and that projected nationally over the next 5 years. However, this
recognises that prices for materials in the building industry tend
to rise quicker than average inflation. With current uncertainty
in the general economy, prices may not increase at the projected
level of 2.5%.

Annual rent increases

A 1% reduction per year (2016/17 to 2019/20) in accordance with
the Welfare Reform and Work Act 2016. Thereafter, CPI + 1%
giving 2.5% increases in 2020/21 and 2021/22 and 3% per year
thereafter.

(Note: as approved by the Committee in February, rents for
Sheltered Accommodation were frozen in 2016/17)

Council house sales —
“Right to Buys”

18 sales in 2016/17 falling incrementally to 10 per year by 2023.
The estimate of 18 in 2016/17 is in line with sales over the past 2
to 3 years. However, it is anticipated that the number of sales will
decline irp%grg-)/?ﬁrégw accordance with current forecasts.




Interest Rates

The HRA debt is predominantly at fixed rates. £10m of the £57m
outstanding is at variable rate, based on current short-term
interest rates. The projection estimates this rate at 1.5% in
2016/17, rising to 2.5% in 2017/18 and to 3% in 2018/19 until
maturity in 2021/22.

Currently, the rate is 0.7% in 2016/17. Therefore, the cost could
be lower over the next 5-years unless there is a sudden rise in
interest rates. It is considered that this is unlikely given that rates
have recently fallen and are expected to do so again during
2017/18.

Every 1% below the estimated rate would reduce the cost of the
variable debt by approximately £100,000 per year, so it could
have a material (positive) effect on the longer-term financial
projection.

New Debt

£1.9m over 2016/17 and 2017/18 to finance Phase 2 New Build.
Assumption is that this debt is borrowed at a fixed rate of 3.5%
for 10 years. In accordance with the Council’s Treasury
Management Strategy, this borrowing will not be undertaken if
additional capital receipts are generated.

Due to the amount of cash reserves, internal borrowing between
the General Fund and HRA could be used at a lower cost. This will
be kept under review in the Treasury Management Strategy.

Financial Risks

5.12 As previously reported, the financial position of the HRA is now much tighter.
Based on the current projection, 2017/18 is a critical year as a deficit is
forecast and this is the first year where amounts need to be set-aside to repay
debt. This doesn’t leave much headroom above the minimum reserve balance

of £1m.

Housing Rents

5.13 The biggest risk in the Financial Plan is considered to be future rent levels.
The rent level from 2016/17 to 2019/20 has been set in accordance with
statutory requirements i.e. a 1% reduction for each of those years. Beyond
this, it has been assumed that rents will again be allowed to rise.

5.14 The Government indicated earlier in the year that they have only suspended
the previous rent policy for the next 4-years until Universal Credit (UC) is fully
implemented. The Housing Minister, at that time, also stated that future rent
increases would return to an inflation linked formula.

5.15 However, this is not guaranteed and it is now uncertain how a further delay in
the full implementation of UC to 2021/22 will impact. Clearly, the HRA is
wholly dependent on rent income (currently £12m per year) for its resources.
Even small variations in rent changes (e.g. 0.5%) can have significant
implications in monetary terms for the Financial Plan over the longer-term.
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Right to Buy Sales

5.16 A moderate decrease in current properties from sales continues to be built into
the Financial Plan and this reflects the current level of sales. Therefore, the
HRA will continue to generate resources for further New Build and capital
works in the future, although on-going rent income is lost.

5.17 The main risk relates to a sudden surge in sales; although this will generate
capital, the loss in on-going rental income could have a much more adverse
impact on the HRA. However, it is not expected that current projections for the
future number of sales will be exceeded.

Supporting People Contribution

5.18 This is paid by the County Council at £240,000 per year and besides rent
income, is a significant amount in the HRA as a contribution to its supporting
people costs. The Financial Plan assumes that this continues (cash limited)
over the 10-year period. This will be subject to spending decisions at the
County Council. There have been informal indications that this could be
reviewed, although no formal notification has been received.

Depreciation and Impairment

5.19 These are accounting adjustments which recognise the changes in the value
of the HRA's property base. In principle, depreciation is charged to the HRA
but is not a final cost as it is reversed out of the Accounts in accordance with
accounting regulations. This is because the Council spends a greater amount
on capital works and/or sets-aside amounts to repay its debt.

5.20 If capital expenditure and/or debt repayments were less than depreciation,
then the difference would need to be charged to the HRA. Impairment is
currently treated differently and is an accounting adjustment that reflects a
sudden reduction in the value of an asset.

5.21 An asset becomes impaired where a one-off event (e.g. fire, vandalism, etc.)
causes significant damage or there is a significant change in market
conditions, which reduces the value of the asset.

5.22 In accordance with accounting regulations, provision has to be made in an
entity’s accounts for the loss in an asset’s value through impairment. However,
this is purely an accounting exercise for local authorities. Impairment charges
are reversed out of revenue accounts to ensure that it does not affect the
“bottom line” and Council Tax or Rent (in the HRA’s case) payable by Council
Tenants.

5.23 The Government are currently reviewing this accounting treatment to bring
local authorities into line with other organisations in accordance with
International Reporting Standards. This is being challenged by the relevant

professional bodies.
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5.24 An impairment charge can only arise where it affects the wider asset base. For

example, damage to one property would not affect the overall value of the
Council’s stock, which is currently valued at £90m in total.

5.25 Clearly however, if there was a wider event affecting many properties, this

would lead to an impairment charge. This sometimes occurs where there is a
sudden fall in property values as this affects the overall valuation of the
property base. The potential for impairment charges could have serious
implications for all housing authorities and this is why it is being challenged.

Welfare Reform and Universal Credit (UC)

5.26 The latest indication for UC is that full implementation has been delayed to

2021/22. The Council is currently dealing with a small number of cases as UC
has been implemented for certain groups. This is set to be extended shortly.

5.27 Currently, housing benefit is applied directly to rent accounts internally at the
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7.1

8.0

8.1

Council so that a tenants rent is paid. There has been some concern that UC
could increase rent arrears as the one “all-encompassing benefit” will be paid
directly to housing tenants.

Earmarked Reserves

In addition to General Reserves, the Council maintains Earmarked Reserves
that are held for specific purposes. In order to strengthen transparency, the
Council has been advised by its internal auditors, to adopt a Protocol for
managing these reserves. This is a practice recommended by accounting
bodies.

The Council does report these reserves on an on-going basis and clearly
shows how these reserves are funded and utilised. The proposed Reserves
Protocol (detailed in Appendix 3) shows how these reserves are funded,
managed and controlled, together with specifying a review date.

The current level of these reserves and how they planned to be utilised over
the MTFP is detailed in Appendix 4. The Protocol is a narrative statement.
This is designed to ensure that resources are not under-utilised, held
unnecessarily and are regularly reviewed.

Corporate and Community Implications

The aim of Medium-Term Financial Planning is to maintain “financial health” -
a key outcome in the Corporate Plan. This is backed-up by actions to achieve
a balanced General Fund Budget by 2018/19 and for the General Fund
Reserve to be a minimum of £1m by 2021.

Background Papers

“Self-sufficient Local Government: 100% Business Rates Retention”
https://www.gov.uk/government/conBdtidils k63 ufficient-local-government-100-business-
rates-retention



https://www.gov.uk/government/consultations/self-sufficient-local-government-100-business-rates-retention
https://www.gov.uk/government/consultations/self-sufficient-local-government-100-business-rates-retention

GENERAL FUND MEDIUM TERM FINANCIAL PROJECTION (October2016)

APPENDIX 1

Budget Projection Projection Projection Projection Projection
2016/17 2017/18 2018/19 2019/20 2020/21 2021/22
£ £ £ £ £ £

BASE BUDGET - Net Service Expenditure 10,892,575 11,075,119 11,301,008 11,530,887 11,845,821 12,168,170
Reverse out Depreciation -718,739 -718,739 -718,739 -718,739 -718,739 -718,739
Minimum Revenue Provision (MRP) 223,470 214,531 205,950 197,712 189,803 181,932
Voluntary Revenue Provision (VRP - Green bins for Recycling and Grove Project) 131,226 131,226 131,226 131,226 131,226 75,891
Known / Anticipated Changes to the Base Budget
External Facilitator - Pay and Grading Review 25,000 20,000 0 0 0 0
Pay and Grading - on-going support costs 0 35,000 0 0 0 0
Pay and Grading Costs 68,684 120,083 172,388 127,421 127,421 127,421
Provision for Employer's NIC on "off-payroll" payments 27,000 27,000 27,000 27,000 27,000
Restructure of Legal & Democratic Services 1,856 3,971 4,574 8,002 8,920 9,883
Direct Services Restructure 0 -44,946 -44,946 -44,946 -44,946 -44,946
Etwall County Contribution Deduction 0 6,820 19,840 19,840 19,840 19,840
Incremental Salary Increases 0 17,000 17,000 17,000 17,000 17,000
Phased implementation of the National Living Wage 0 5,990 10,604 14,099 14,099 14,099
Provision for Auto Enrolment (October 2017) 0 37,720 75,440 75,440 75,440 75,440
Reduction in Leisure Management Contract Fee -32,240 -39,680 -39,680 -39,680 -39,680 -39,680
Increase in Planning Fee Income 0 -150,000 0 0 0 0
Contingent Sum - Inflation 182,544 186,463 229,879 314,933 322,350 329,943
Contingent Sum - Growth 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000
Payment to Parish Councils - Share of Council Tax Support Grant 43,627 43,627 43,627 43,627 43,627 43,627
Midway Community Facility 28,889 16,875 13,572 0 0 0
District Election May 2019 0 0 0 125,000 0 0

TOTAL ESTIMATED SPENDING - CURRENT BASE BUDGET 10,946,893 11,088,061 11,548,744 11,928,823 12,119,182 12,386,881
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Add Provisions

Apprenticeship Levy (April 2017) 0 27,500 27,500 27,500 27,500 27,500
Waste Collection and Recycling 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000
On-going Reduction in DWP Benefits Administration Grant 0 65,024 89,322 104,688 110,000 110,000
TOTAL PROJECTED SPENDING 11,046,893 11,280,584 11,765,565 12,161,011 12,356,682 12,624,381
Budget Projection Projection Projection Projection Projection
2016/17 2017/18 2018/19 2019/20 2020/21 2021/22
£ £ £ £ £ £

Revenue Support Grant -1,199,194 -668,239 -338,367 0 0 0
Transitional Grant -3,244 -3,230 0 0 0 0
Business Rates Retention -3,170,000 -3,010,000 -3,099,000 -3,199,000 -3,199,000 -3,199,000
New Homes Bonus -2,855,000 | -2,417,000 | -1,834,000 -1,716,000 -1,716,000 -1,716,000
Council Tax Income -4,747,044 -4,902,078 -5,061,354 -5,224,977 -5,393,057 -5,565,705
Core Spending Power -11,974,482 -11,000,547 -10,332,721 -10,139,977 -10,308,057 -10,480,705
Add Estimated Collection Fund Surplus - Council Tax -20,000 -20,000 -20,000 -20,000 -20,000 -20,000
TOTAL FINANCING -11,994,482 -11,020,547 -10,352,721 -10,159,977 -10,328,057 -10,500,705
General Fund - Yearly Surplus (-) / Deficit -947,590 260,037 1,412,845 2,001,034 2,028,625 2,123,676

GENERAL FUND RESERVE BALANCE
Balance b/f -6,988,499 | -7,339,878 | -6,997,841 -5,564,996 -3,293,962 -995,337
General Fund - Yearly Surplus (-) / Deficit (as above) -947,590 260,037 1,412,845 2,001,034 2,028,625 2,123,676
General Fund Capital Bids Remaining 316,211 62,000 0 0 0 0
Purchase of Town Centre Land 47,000 0 0 0 0 0
Melbourne Sporting Partnership (Section 106 Funding) 213,000 0 0 0 0 0
Contribution to Vehicle Replacement Fund 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000
Provision for Capital Funding / Replacement Fund Contributions 0 0 0 250,000 250,000 250,000
Balance c/f -7,339,878  -6,997,841 -5,564,996  -3,293,962 -995,337 1,398,339
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HOUSING REVENUE ACCOUNT FINANCIAL PROJECTION (as at October 2016)

APPENDIX 2

2016.17 2017.18 2018.19 2019.20 2020.21 2021.22 2022.23 2023.24 2024.25 2025.26 2026.27
Approved
Budget Forecast Forecast Forecast Forecast Forecast Forecast Forecast Forecast Forecast Forecast

£'000 £'000 £'000 £'000 £'000 £'000 £'000 £'000 £'000 £'000 £'000
INCOME
Rental Income -12,457 -12,384 -12,270 -12,095 -12,342 -12,832 -12,924 -13,263 -13,615 -13,976 -14,346
Non-Dwelling Income -111 -110 -109 -108 -110 -113 -116 -119 -122 -126 -129
Supporting People Grant -240 -240 -240 -240 -240 -240 -240 -240 -240 -240 -240
Other Income -181 -181 -181 -181 -181 -181 -181 -182 -182 -182 -183
Total Income -12,989 -12,915 -12,800 -12,624 -12,873 -13,366 -13,461 -13,804 -14,159 -14,524 -14,898
EXPENDITURE
General Management 1,788 1,814 1,844 1,864 1,888 1,912 1,936 1,961 1,986 2,012 2,038
Supporting People 802 810 822 835 849 863 878 893 909 926 944
Responsive 1,247 1,262 1,283 1,304 1,325 1,347 1,369 1,392 1,415 1,439 1,463
Planned Maintenance 1,984 2,058 2,113 2,158 2,203 2,249 2,296 2,346 2,395 2,446 2,498
Bad Debt Provision 44 43 43 42 43 45 45 46 48 49 50
Interest Payable & Receivable 1,690 1,808 1,874 1,875 1,875 1,875 1,575 1,576 1,306 1,306 1,306
Pension interest and expected return 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Depreciation 2,985 3,042 3,015 3,005 2,995 2,985 2,976 2,969 2,962 2,955 2,947
Net Operating Income -2,449 -2,077 -1,805 -1,542 -1,695 -2,090 -2,385 -2,622 -3,138 -3,391 -3,652
Reversal of Depreciation -2,985 -3,042 -3,015 -3,005 -2,995 -2,985 -2,976 -2,969 -2,962 -2,955 -2,947
Capital Expenditure 2,795 1,800 1,843 1,888 1,935 1,983 1,692 1,733 1,777 1,816 1,847
Debt Repayment 0 3,529 1,459 1,117 1,060 1,002 1,284 1,236 1,185 1,139 1,100
New Build Contribution 1,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Potential Restructure Costs 27 41 60 Page N2 Hhf 69 73 74 75 75 76 77 78




Accumulated Absence reversal 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Pension Reserve adjustments 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Potential Redundancy Cost 80 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Orchard upgrade 0 0 83 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Delays on New Build 33 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Job Evaluation Protection 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Job Evaluation On-going Support Costs 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Incremental Salary Increases 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 7 7
HRA (Surplus) / Deficit -1,494 266 -1,370 -1,463 -1,616 -2,010 -2,305 -2,540 -3,056 -3,307 -3,568
HRA Reserve B/fwd -1,426 -1,633 -1,116 -1,186 -1,199 -1,215 -1,125 -1,330 -1,370 -1,926 -1,933
(Surplus) / Deficit for year -1,494 266 -1,370 -1,463 -1,616 -2,010 -2,305 -2,540 -3,056 -3,307 -3,568
Earmarked non-traditional properties 0 0 100 200 100 100 100 0 0 0 0
Transfer to Debt Repayment Reserve 1,287 250 1,200 1,250 1,500 2,000 2,000 2,500 2,500 3,300 1,000
HRA Reserve C/fwd -1,633 -1,116 -1,186 -1,199 -1,215 -1,125 -1,330 -1,370 -1,926 -1,933 -4,501

2016.17 2017.18 2018.19 2019.20 2020.21 2021.22 2022.23 2023.24 2024.25 2025.26 2026.27

Approved
Budget Forecast Forecast Forecast Forecast Forecast Forecast Forecast Forecast Forecast Forecast

£'000 £'000 £'000 £'000 £'000 £'000 £'000 £'000 £'000 £'000 £'000
Debt Repayment Reserve
Balance B/fwd -1,703 -2,990 -6,769 -9,528 -12,095 -14,755 -7,857 -11,241 -4,977 -8,662 -13,101
Depreciation balance 0 -3,529 -1,459 -1,117 -1,060 -1,002 -1,284 -1,236 -1,185 -1,139 -1,100
Transfers to reserve -1,287 -250 -1,200 -1,250 -1,500 -2,000 -2,000 -2,500 -2,500 -3,300 -1,000
Earmarked non-traditional properties 0 0 -100 -200 -100 -100 -100 0 0 0 0
Repayment of loan 0 0 0 0 0 10,000 0 10,000 0 0 11,450
Reserve C/fwd -2,990 -6,769 -9,528 -12,095 -14,755 -7,857 -11,241 -4,977 -8,662 -13,101 -3,751
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New Build Reserve

Capital Receipts B/fwd -768 -69 0 -475 -844 -1,210 -1,522 -1,831 -2,033 -2,232 -2,432
New Build Expenditure - phase 1 1,180 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Contribution to Reserve -1,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Repton Easement 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Feasibility / Other costs 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Acquisitions - Alexander Road 219 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Proposed Lullington Rd 583 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Proposed Yard Close 975 1,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Proposed Acquisition - Fire Service 910 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
HCA grant -95 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
RTB Receipts in year -636 -478 -475 -369 -366 -312 -309 -202 -199 -199 -199
Borrowing in year -1,450 -453 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Balance c/fwd -69 0 -475 -844 -1,210 -1,522 -1,831 -2,033 -2,232 -2,432 -2,631
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APPENDIX 3: RESERVES PROTOCOL

In addition to general reserves, the Council maintains earmarked reserves that are
held for specific purposes. They are provided:

To pay for known commitments outside of normal operational expenditure
To pay for one-off items of expenditure

To spread expenditure over a number of financial years to smooth out peaks
and troughs in the profile of actual expenditure

To set-aside external financing received in advance of expenditure

To hold sums in trust to meet a legal or contractual commitment at some future
date

Although this is considered to be a prudent way of safeguarding the Council’s
financial position, it is important to review earmarked reserves regularly. This
ensures that resources are not under-utilised or held unnecessarily and that they
are in accordance with the Corporate Plan and accounting practice.

Once established by the Finance and Management Committee, earmarked
reserves can only be used for that specific purpose.

Classifying Earmarked Reserves

Earmarked reserves are classified into three distinct areas.

Council funds, i.e. those that are funded directly by the Council where the
Council has total discretion over the reserve, subject to proper control and
approval.

Specific grants and contributions, i.e. those that are funded from external
contributions / grant funding for specifically defined purposes, including those
delivered in partnership with other agencies and organisations. The Council
does have some discretion over the use of grant funded reserves where
additional costs are not being or are no longer being incurred. The Council can
opt to use these reserves in other ways or return them to general reserves,
subject to Committee approval.

Section 106 funds, i.e. those funds secured under Section 106 agreements.
The Council effectively holds the funds in trust as the Planning Authority,
pending it being transfererd to other agencies in accordance with a planning
agreement.
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Reserve

Use

How Funded

Delegated Responsibility
/ Control / Approvals

Review Period

Vehicle and Plant (Asset)
Replacement

To finance the capital purchase of
new vehicles and plant.

Annual contributions
from the General
Fund and Capital
Account

Asset Replacement
Programme,
Procurement Team —all
requests signed off by
the Director of Finance

On-going — this is an
operational reserve.

Factory Site — Capital Works

To meet obligations under a lease
agreement.

Capital fund lodged by
the tenant

Corporate Asset
Manager

Yearly, until the end
of the next lease
review date in 2021.
This reserve will be
drawn down in the
meantime to meet
capital works.

ICT / Telecommunications

To finance capital developments
and upgrades to the Council’s ICT
platform and infrastructure.

Unused budgetary
provision in the ICT
annual budget

ICT strategy and work
programme - budget
controlled by the
Director of Finance

On-going - this is an
operational reserve.

Pensions To finance any unexpected Funding set-aside in Director of Finance January 2017
increases in the Council’s 2013 to mitigate risk | recommendation to following results of
contributions to the Derbyshire identified in the MTFP | Finance and the triennial
Pension Fund. Management Committee | valuation of the

Pension Fund.

Local Plan To meet the one-off costs of Additional income Planning Services March 2017

developing, consulting and
adopting the Local Plan.

from Planning Fees

Manager

following adoption
of the Local Planin
2016/17. It is likely
that this reserve will
be fully utilised in
2016/17.

Repton Parish

To contribute to new or imprdved€

RELIEH value of sale

Ring-fenced subject to a

Non-specified,




recreational facilities in the Parish
of Repton.

proceeds of a former
Council depot

legal agreement which
stipulates how the
funding is used

subject to requests
from the Parish
Council.

Corporate Services Innovation
fund

To fund developments in back-
office processes and systems.

20% of procurement
and business
improvement savings

Business Improvement
Board

Quarterly at Board
meetings.

Rosliston Forestry Centre

Set-aside to fund capital works (if
required) in the café and to
contribute to capital works with
the National Forest Company.

Share of annual
turnover from current
café proprietor

Rosliston Forestry Centre
Executive Board

Annually with the
final accounts
process.

Planning Services Department

To fund staffing and support costs
to meet peaks in the volume of
planning applications.

Additional income
from Planning Fees

Planning Services
Manager, subject to
confirmation of HR
implications and
necessary Committee
approval

Annually with the
final accounts
process. It is likely
that this reserve will
be fully utilised in
2017/18.

Facilities Development

To fund external support to draw
up a plan for securing developer
(5106) funds for new recreational
facilities

Additional income
from Planning Fees

Specific approval from
Committee in place

March 2017 when
project completed.

Civic Offices

To fund additional maintenance
required for the main
administrative building.

Savings made in
operational budgets

Public Buildings Officer
and Maintenance Plan

Annually with the
final accounts
process.

Leisure Maintenance

To contribute to one-off works.

Savings made in
operational budgets

Cultural Services
Manager

March 2017 when
works completed.

Corporate Training

To fund the current Leadership
and Management Development
Programme.

Financing carried over
to meet costs over a
3-year period

Corporate Management
Team

March 2017 after
completion of
programme.
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Reserve

Use

How Funded

Delegated Responsibility
/ Control / Approvals

Review Period

Public Open Space

To fund on-going costs associated
with maintaining new open
space.

Developer (Section
106) contributions

Housing and Community
Services Committee

Annual budget round
to ensure sufficient
resources are drawn
down to meet
commitments.

Community and Cultural Services

* Youth Engagement

® School Sports

e Community Safety/Crime
Reduction

e Culture/Arts Development

® Get Active in the Forest

® Environmental Education

Several partnership reserves
which are held by the Council as
the Accountable Body to fund
project work in these specific
areas.

External contributions
and grants

Housing and Community
Services Committee

Annual budget round
or where approval is
required for a new
iniative.

Rosliston Forestry Centre
® Business Units
® The Glade Development

To fund outstanding contractual
payments.

Money held over from
capital grants

Housing and Community
Services Committee

It is now likely that
these sums will not be
required. Therefore,
they will be reviewed
in the 2017/18 budget
round.

Tetron Point Storm Water Basin

To fund specific works on
regeneration land.

Developer (Section
106) one-off
contribution

Environmental and
Development Services
Committee

This is currently being
reviewed.

Swadlincote Woodlands

To fund on-going costs associated
with maintaining this area.

Developer (Section
106) one-off
contribution

Housing and Community
Services Committee

Annual budget round
to ensure sufficient
resources are drawn
down to meet
commitments.
Potentially, this
reserve may be fully

=
D
(<}




utilised over the
period of the MTFP;
financing the residual
expenditure has been
identified as a risk in
the financial register.

Play Equipment

To fund the replacement of play
equipment and to provide safety
surfacing.

Various grant monies
not applied to historic
projects

Housing and Community
Services Committee

It is now likely that the
residual amount will
not be required.
Therefore, they it will
be reviewed in the
2017/18 budget round.

South Derbyshire Partnership
Reserve

To fund one-off iniatives and
grants in accordance with the
Community Strategy.

External grants and
contributions

South Derbyshire
Partnership Board

Quarterly at Board
meetings.

Homelessness Prevention

To fund iniatives and projects to
prevent homelessness.

Government grant

Director of Housing and
Environmental services

Annual budget round
to ensure sufficient
resources are drawn
down to meet
commitments. It is
anticipated that this
reserve will be fully
utilised over the term
of the MTFP to 2021.

Welfare Reform, Fraud and
Compliance

To fund system improvements
and to streamline processes to
prevent and detect fraud,
together with implementing local
changes from welfare reform.

Page

Government grants
under the New
Burdens Doctrine
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Director of Finance and
Corporate Services

Annual budget round
to ensure sufficient
resources are drawn
down to meet
commitments. It is
anticipated that this
reserve will be fully
utilised over the term
of the MTFP to 2021.




Localism Act Funding

e Community Right to Bid

e Community Right to Challenge
® Data Sharing

To fund administrative costs of
implementing the legislative
requirements locally.

Government grants
under the New
Burdens Doctrine

Director of Finance and
Corporate Services

Any costs have been
absorbed in current
budgets and it is not
anticipated that any
significant costs will
now be incurred.
Therefore, the total
amount will be
reviewed in the
2017/18 budget round.

Heritage Grants

To fund contributions to renovate
shops and business premises.

The Heritage Lottery

Heritage Grants Sub-
Committee

At Committee
meetings.

Electoral Registration

To fund system improvements to
implement Individual Electoral
Registration.

Government grant
under the New
Burdens Doctrine

Chief Executive Officer

Annual budget round
to ensure sufficient
resources are drawn
down to meet
commitments. It is
anticipated that this
reserve will be fully
utilised over the term
of the MTFP to 2021.
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ANALYSIS OF EARMARKED RESERVES

APPENDIX 4

Estimated

Balance  Estimated Balance

b/fwd Movement c/fwd

1/4/16  2016/17 31/3/17

£ £ £
Specific / Earmarked Reserves - Council Funds
Vehicle and Plant Replacement Fund 981,494 270,000 1,251,494
Dilapidation Works - Factory Site per Lease Agreement 102,777 0 102,777
IT Reserve 100,526 75,000 175,526
Pensions Reserve 182,000 0 182,000
Local Plan - Consultation and Implementation 50,941 -39,066 11,875
Repton Parish (Former Depot proceeds) 33,049 33,049
Corporate Services Innovation Fund 81,666 81,666
Rosliston Forestry Centre / Café 56,929 10,000 66,929
Planning - Staffing and Support Costs 130,576 -106,319 24,257
Facilities Development Fund 30,000 -15,000 15,000
Civic Offices - Maintenance 32,000 0 32,000
Leisure Maintenance 5,000 -5,000 0
Corporate Training and Development Programme 19,775 -10,000 9,775
Total - Specific / Earmarked Reserves - Council Funds 1,806,733 179,615 1,986,348

Specific Grants and Contributions
Public Open Space - Commuted Sums 1,295,583 -93,141 1,202,442
Youth Engagement Partnership 555,145 -166,630 388,515
Schools Sport Partnership Project 185,298 -62,572 122,726
Community Safety & Crime Reduction 342,392 -66,154 276,238
Young People's Cultural Partnership / Arts Development 2,674 -1,778 896
Rosliston Business Units 10,719 0 10,719
Get Active in the Forest Partnership 43,315 -27,797 15,518
Environmental Education 20,783 -8,165 12,618
Tetron Point Storm Water Basin - S106 UK Coal 53,012 0 53,012
Swadlincote Woodlands - Section 106 50,774 0 50,774
Rosliston Forestry Centre - The Glade 35,892 0 35,892
New Play Equipment and Safety Surfacing 26,007 0 26,007
Maurice Lea Park NHLF Grant 23,012 -23,012 0
South Derbyshire Partnership Reserve 27,528 -15,000 12,528
Homelessness Prevention 150,794 -25,000 125,794
Welfare Reform, Fraud and Compliance 159,000 -50,000 109,000
Community Right to Bid 20,728 0 20,728
Community Right to Challenge 16,547 0 16,547
Property Records - Data sharing 7,131 0 7,131
Electoral Registration 38,401 -15,000 23,401
Total - Specific Grants and Contributions 3,064,734 -554,249 2,510,485
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Section 106 - Earmarked Funds 2,869,000 -350,000 2,519,000

TOTAL EARMARKED RESERVES 7,740,467 -724,634 7,015,833
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REPORT TO: FINANCE AND MANAGEMENT AGENDA ITEM: 8

COMMITTEE
DATE OF 13th OCTOBER 2016 CATEGORY:
MEETING: DELEGATED
REPORT FROM: DIRECTOR OF FINANCE and OPEN
CORPORATE SERVICES
MEMBERS’ KEVIN STACKHOUSE (01283 595811) DOC: u/ks/revenues and

CONTACT POINT: Kevin.stackhouse@south-derbys.qov.uk benefits/council tax support
scheme/2017 18 scheme/report to

consider changes — Oct 16

SUBJECT: PROPOSED LOCAL COUNCIL TAX  REF
SUPPORT SCHEME 2017/18

WARD (S) ALL TERMS OF

AFFECTED: REFERENCE: FM 12

1.0 Recommendation

1.1 That the existing Local Council Tax Support Scheme currently in place is
continued and adopted for 2017/18.

1.2 That the detailed parameters are reported to Full Council on 19" January
2017.

1.3 That the current Compensation Grant, associated with the Council’s Support
Scheme, paid to Parish Councils is reviewed and any changes are notified to
Parish Councils by 315t December 2016.

2.0 Purpose of Report

2.1 To review the current Local Council Tax Support Scheme ahead of 2017/18, in
order for the detailed framework to be publicised in January 2017.

3.0 Detail
Background

3.1 Following the abolition of the national benefits scheme for Council Tax on 31st
March 2013, the Council implemented a local support scheme in its place
which was implemented on 1st April 2013. From this date, support for Council
Tax was no longer a benefit but a discount alongside those for single persons
and empty properties, etc.

3.2 However, the detailed parameters of the local scheme were largely based on
the out-going national benefits system in order to continue to calculate
entitlement. Following consulRamd4kéS6Touncil decided that this was the
easiest and safest option to ensure that most claimants were afforded the


mailto:Kevin.stackhouse@south-derbys.gov.uk

3.3

3.4

3.5

3.6

3.7

same level of support as they would have received under the old benefits
scheme.

Effectively, entittlement is largely based on income received from other welfare
benefits, with many claimants being protected and “passported through” to
Council Tax support. This scheme is known as the “default scheme” which
councils are allowed to adopt in place of a scheme based on a totally different
set of criteria.

As a local discount scheme, under Council Tax Regulations, all councils have
the discretion on how to calculate and award discounts to support residents in
paying their Council Tax.

The Council’'s scheme adopted and implemented in 2013/14, was also
approved for 2014/15, 2015/16 and 2016/17.

Principles of the Local Scheme

The main principles of the local scheme, as currently approved, are detailed
below.

i. Claimants of pensionable age receive exactly the same level of support as
existed under the previous national scheme (this is a statutory
requirement).

ii. Households who qualify for benefit through disability premiums receive
exactly the same level of support as existed under the previous national
scheme.

iii. War widow and war disabled claimants receive exactly the same level of
support as existed under the previous national scheme.

iv.  Military compensation payments are fully disregarded in calculating
Council Tax support.

v. Working age claimants on passported benefit are deducted 8.5% from
their entittement calculated under the Local Scheme.

vi.  All other working age claimants are deducted 10% from their entitlement
calculated under the Local Scheme.

vii. ~ Full Council Tax support for claimants entering work is paid for 8 weeks,

an increase from 4 weeks under the previous national scheme.

This means that within the local scheme, pensioner, disability, war widow and
war disabled households are fully protected. However, the total scheme was
originally defined in the context of a finite resource which was distributed to
local authorities as part of the annual funding settlement in 2013/14. This was
less than previous amounts paid as Council Tax Benefit.
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3.8 Therefore, in order to maintain protection for certain groups and to balance the
Collection Fund at the outset of the local scheme, meant that working age
claimants starting paying more Council Tax.

3.9 As previously explained, this scheme was implemented at many other
authorities (the “Default Scheme”) although there were fewer councils who
offered the added protection to disabled households compared to the Council.

Total Cost of the Local Scheme

3.10 The Council’'s scheme supports approximately 5,350 households across the
District, which is approximately 13% of all households. There are currently
around 2,900 working age claimants and 2,450 pensionable households.

3.11 The number of households claiming support has steadily decreased from over
6,000 when the Scheme was introduced in 2013/14. Consequently, the cost of
support has also reduced. Although recent changes arising from welfare
reform may have impacted upon the Council’'s Scheme, any additional costs
have been absorbed.

3.12 The cost of the Local Council Tax Support Scheme is accounted for in the
Collection Fund (and not the General Fund). Overall, the cost has steadily
reduced from approximately £5m in 2013/14 to £4.46m midway through
2016/17. The overall cost has been fairly static over the last 12 months,
although it has been as low as £4.38m at one point in 2015/16.

3.13 The main risk of the Scheme is volatility as the number of claimants and
individual circumstances can change regularly. Whereas under the national
benefits system, the cost of supporting Council Tax was met by the
Government, the cost of local support is met by the local preceptors in the
Collection Fund.

3.14 However to-date, as detailed above, volatility has not been significant in the
Council’s Scheme and the cost continues to be contained within the Collection
Fund without any adverse effect on the Fund’s overall position.

Timescale

3.15 Statutorily, the Council has to approve its local scheme each year even if there
are no changes. This has to be approved by a meeting of the Full Council
before 315t January each year. In respect of 2017/18, the local scheme will be
proposed at the Council meeting on 19th January 2017, based on the
recommendation of this Committee.

3.16 Therefore, consideration needs to be given to the Scheme for 2017/18, which
is timely and allows for public consultation if necessary, especially if any
changes are proposed. This would need to include other Council Tax
preceptors as any changes could also affect their financial position.
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Impact of Changes to the National Welfare System

3.17 In previous years, the Council has rolled forward the original scheme approved
in 2013/14 with no changes, except to uprate nationally set income figures for
welfare benefits that are used to calculate the level of Council Tax support. In
principle, the main parameters have not been changed as detailed earlier in
the report.

3.18In 2015/16 and 2016/17, changes to the national welfare system have
potentially had an impact on the Scheme, although this does not appear to
have been significant.

3.19 The impact on local support schemes for Council Tax is that as the income of
benefit claimants, especially those of a working age, is reduced this qualifies
them, in principle, for additional support for Council Tax under the parameters
of the current default scheme.

3.20 As the parameters are based on the previous benefits system (the default
scheme) entitlement is automatically calculated and flows through to the
Council’s Local Support Scheme.

Tax Credits

3.21 There was concern last year that some fundamental changes to tax credits
being proposed at that time by the Government, would have a bigger impact
on the cost of local schemes without reducing the entittlement for “non-
protected” groups to Council Tax support.

3.22 However, in the Government's 2015 Autumn Statement on the Public
Finances, these proposals were scrapped. The Committee, in October 2015,
had already approved to absorb any additional cost in the Collection Fund.

3.23 Other changes to national benefits have been introduced during 2016/17. As
part of on-going reform, the reduction in the Family Premium (an additional
amount paid to claimants with responsibility for children) from May 2016 has
potentially added an extra cost, estimated at £50,000 per year to the Council’s
Scheme. This has affected approximately 300 households.

3.24 The Council could change the parameters of its Scheme to effectively pass the
cost onto these claimants, although the Council would need to consult widely
on any proposed changes. Given the small amount involved (relative to the
overall level of Council Tax) it is recommended that this amount continues to
be absorbed.

3.25 In addition, there is a risk that if affected claimants were not granted their full
entittement under the Local Scheme and have seen a reduction in other
benefits, then the collection rate for their current level of Council Tax could
reduce.
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Universal Credit (UC)

3.26 The full implementation of UC is not now expected until 2021/22. The next
milestone is the introduction of UC for couples and families. This is expected
to be implemented in South Derbyshire in October 2017. With the run-up to
this milestone and eventually full implementation of UC, the Local Scheme will
be kept under review.

Future Schemes

3.27 In principle, there is nothing to prevent the Council from calculating and
awarding entitlement on any basis it chooses.

3.28 Other options would involve targeting support in a different way. Various
options were put forward as part of the initial consultation on the new scheme
prior to April 2013.

3.29 These included the removal of the second adult rebate, disregarding certain
other benefits for the purposes of calculating support, together with a “banded”
scheme, whereby support is limited to a lower Council Tax band.

3.30 Apart from a banded scheme, other options would only have a minimal impact
financially overall. Feedback from the initial consultation, didn’t favour any
changes to these parameters.

3.31 Any proposed changes would need to be subject to public consultation as this
would move the Council’s scheme away from the current framework which
was based on the previous national benefits scheme.

Government Review

3.32 During 2015, the Government commissioned an independent review of
Council Tax support schemes across the country. This review reported In
March 2016.

3.33 Generally, the review found that all councils had implemented schemes in an
efficient and transparent way. It did highlight some issues with collecting low
levels of debt and that in some areas the research found that the
implementation of schemes had reduced collection rates.

3.34 Most councils had designed schemes and continued to have schemes, based
on the previous benefits system; very few had fundamentally changed.

3.35 Consequently, the review made several recommendations to the Government.
For example, it recommended that annual reviews were not necessary if
significant change was not proposed.

3.36 In addition, the need for consultation was questioned and that councils should
have greater flexibility to design schemes without certain groups being

statutorily protected, for example “localising” support for certain pensioner
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3.37 For council’s, the review recommended more joint working to design schemes
and to focus resources on those groups struggling to pay.

3.38 Finally, the review recommended that local schemes should not be
incorporated into UC and that councils should be given greater freedom with
other Council Tax discounts such as those applying nationally to Single
Persons.

Discretionary Powers

3.39 The Council has the discretion to decide whatever support/discount it chooses
to award to working age claimants under the relevant Council Tax Regulations.

3.40 It should be noted that support for Council Tax cannot be paid from the
Discretionary Housing Fund; this is solely for benéefits.

3.41 Although the Council has a separate discretionary award scheme for Council
Tax it deals with each application under the local powers in accordance with
the Council’s policy approved under Section 13A of the Local Government
Finance Act 1992 (as amended).

Compensation Grant paid to Parish Councils

3.42 When the local scheme was introduced in April 2013, there was a knock-on
effect to parish councils, as local preceptors, through a reduction in their tax
base. In recognition of this, the Government provided funding to compensate
parish and town councils. This funding, calculated at a point in time, was paid
to district and borough councils in their Revenue Support Grant (RSG).

3.43 The Government expects that this funding is passported directly to parish
councils, although it is no longer specified in RSG. There is no requirement for
this funding to be passed directly on, it can be reduced or even kept by a
district/borough council in its entirety.

3.44 The Council’s Policy has been to pass this funding on at the base amount set
in 2013/14. The amount calculated in total for all parish councils in South
Derbyshire for 2013/14 was £43,627. This amount has been paid over to
parishes each year.

3.45 Any changes to this amount for 2017/18 will need to be notified to parish
councils by 31t December 2016. The Council’'s Medium-Term Financial Plan,
currently assumes that this funding continues to be paid over to parish
councils.

4.0 Financial Implications

4.1 As detailed in the report.

5.0 Corporate Implications

5.1 No additional implications. ~ Page 59 of 69



6.0
6.1
7.0

7.1

Community Implications

The report details the impact of the Council’'s Local Scheme on local residents.

Background Papers

“Three Years On: An Independent Review of Local Council Tax Support
Schemes.”

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/local-council-tax-support-schemes-an-
independent-review
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REPORT TO:

DATE OF
MEETING:

REPORT FROM:

MEMBERS’

CONTACT POINT:

SUBJECT:

WARD(S)
AFFECTED:

FINANCE AND MANAGEMENT
COMMITTEE

13th OCTOBER 2016

DIRECTOR OF FINANCE AND
CORPORATE SERVICES

KEVIN STACKHOUSE (01283 226773)

Kevin.stackhouse@south-derbys.gov.uk

RISK BASED VERIFICATION FOR
HOUSING BENEFIT

CHECKS ON DISCOUNT,
EXEMPTION AND RELIEF GRANTED

ALL

AGENDA ITEM: 9

CATEGORY:
RECOMMENDED

OPEN

DOC: uiksirevenues and
benefits/policies/RBV/RBV policy
update Oct 16

REF:

TERMS OF
REFERENCE: FM 12

1.0 Recommendations

1.1 That the process of Risk Based Verification for Housing Benefit and Council Tax
Reduction Scheme claims is extended to include Change of Circumstances.

1.2 That the Risk Based Verification Scheme Policy is updated to include Change of

Circumstances.

1.3 To adopt broadly similar procedures of a risk based approach in respect of claims for

Council Tax relief, exemptions and discounts.

2.0 Purpose of Report

2.1 To advise the Committee of a proposed change to the Risk Based Verification (RBV)

Scheme previously approved in January 2015.

2.2 To advise the Committee of similar checks being made, that includes credit data
matching, in line with the Council’'s Fair Processing Notice, to minimise fraud and

error in respect of claims for Council Tax Discount, relief and exemptions.

3.0 Background

3.1 In 2011, the DWP allowed a limited number of Councils to pilot an alternative

approach to try and reduce fraud and error, based on risk principles. This is based on

a profile of individual claimants so that resources can be targeted at those groups

where fraud and error is most likely to be present; this in turn has the effect of easing

requirements on lower risk groups which will simplify and speed-up their claims

process.

3.2 Following these pilots, the principle of Risk Based Verification (RBV) was introduced

across many councils. Following changes to its systems, the Council introduced a
fully electronic RBV process from May 2015.
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4.0

4.1

4.2

4.3

4.4

4.5

5.0

5.1
6.0

6.1

7.0

7.1

Principles of Risk Based Verification

RBV applies different levels of checks to different circumstances depending on a
complex mathematical risk formula. An associated risk matrix based on many years
of experience and statistical information is used to determine the level of potential
risk associated with specific claim types. The higher the deemed risk, the greater the
level of resources will be used to establish that the claim is genuine.

RBV also allows the Council more flexibility to take into account local issues and to
build in checks and balances including the frequency of review.

As a result of the successful implementation of RBV on new claims, it is now
intended to extend the policy to include the validation of Changes of Circumstance
notified by existing claimants. Software to do this has only recently become available.

If approved, the updated Policy becomes the standard by which External Audit
validate the Housing Benefit Subsidy Claim.

It is also proposed to use broadly similar processes to identify any erroneous award
or fraudulent claim of a number of Council tax discounts, relief or exemption,
although a formal policy is not required in the same way as for RBV for benefits.

Corporate and Community Implications

None directly

Financial Implications

None. Systems and processes are already in place. The costs were originally met by
Government funding to detect and prevent fraud.

Background Papers

DWP Circular S11/2011
Social Security Administration Act 1992
Housing Benefit Regulations 2006
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REPORT TO: FINANCE AND MANAGEMENT AGENDA ITEM: 10
COMMITTEE

DATE OF 13t OCTOBER 2016 CATEGORY:

MEETING: DELEGATED

REPORT FROM: DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY & EXEMPT

PLANNING SERVICES

PARAGRAPH NO:

MEMBERS’ STUART BATCHELOR, ext 5820, DOC:

CONTACT POINT: batchelors@south-derbys.gov.uk

SUBJECT: ETWALL LEISURE CENTRE - REF: SB
OVERFLOW CAR PARK

WARD (S) ETWALL, HATTON, HILTON, TERMS OF

AFFECTED: WILLINGTON REFERENCE:

1.0 Recommendation

1.1

2.0

2.1

3.0

3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

To agree that John Port School is reimbursed the Councils share of the cost of
capital works from Section 106 funds received for that purpose.

Purpose of the Report

To inform Members of the project to upgrade the overspill car park at Etwall Leisure
Centre which is being undertaken by John Port School and subject to the receipt of
Section 106 funds previously identified for this project to contribute the Councils
share of the cost to the School at a future date.

Detail

Since the opening of the Etwall Leisure Centre there has been a year on year
increase in visitor numbers. In 2010 a gravel based overspill car park was
commissioned by John Port School to accommodate increased car use amongst the
student body. The car park also provided valuable parking for Leisure Centre users.

Since that provision an adjacent Artificial Grass Pitch has been built and the Leisure
Centre has been expanded meaning there has been a significant increase in Centre
users. Whilst the School has provided further overspill space in the ‘coach car park’
there is significant congestion in the evenings and at weekends. At the same time
the School has experienced a further increase in car use and congestion during the
day in and around the School site.

The School wish to enlarge, tarmac and provide drainage on the gravel over spill car
park and want to start this work this term. They are prepared to fund the works
upfront if the Council will commit to paying a proportion from Section 106 funds
identified for this specific project.

The Section 106 Agreement for houses on the New House Farm site provides the
following:

“Built Recreation Facilities Contrib@@h83-#$0500 and


mailto:batchelors@south-derbys.gov.uk

3.5

4.0

4.1

5.0

5.1

6.0

6.1

7.0

7.1

“Qutdoor Recreation Facilities Contribution” - £165,000.

These contributions must be spent on undertaking improvements to Etwall Leisure
Centre. When these amounts were agreed a number of projects were identified for
the funds to be allocated to and the car park upgrade was the priority project.
Consequently using this share of the funds towards the community use part of the
cost is appropriate.

Financial Implications

The estimated cost of the car park works is £72,000. The proportion that would be
provided by the Council, in line with the Joint Management Committee arrangements
is 62%. Consequently an amount of approximately £44,640 would be payable
when/if the agreed Section 106 funding is received from the New House Farm
development. If the funding is not received the School accepts that they will have to
cover the whole cost.

Corporate Implications

The continued success of Etwall Leisure Centre supports the achievement of Place
and People actions within the Corporate Plan.

Community Implications

The project will offer a significantly improved car parking facility for the increasing
numbers using the Leisure Centre.

Conclusions

.The proposal by John Port School to initiate the capital works and take the risk of
Section 106 funds not being received is an acceptable offer for the Council to accept.
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REPORT TO: FINANCE AND MANAGEMENT AGENDA ITEM: 11

COMMITTEE
CATEGORY:
DATE OF 13t OCTOBER 2016 DELEGATED
MEETING:
REPORT FROM:  DIRECTOR OF FINANCE AND OPEN
CORPORATE SERVICES
MEMBERS’ KEVIN STACKHOUSE (EXT 5811) DOC:
CONTACT POINT:
SUBJECT: COMMITTEE WORK PROGRAMME  REF:
WARD(S) ALL TERMS OF
AFFECTED: REFERENCE: G

1.0 Recommendations

1.1 That the Committee considers and approves the updated work programme.

2.0 Purpose of Report

2.1 The Committee is asked to consider the updated work programme.
3.0 Detail

3.1 Attached at Annexe ‘A’ is an updated work programme document. The Committee is
asked to consider and review the content of this document.

4.0 Financial Implications

4.1 None arising directly from this report.

5.0 Background Papers

5.1 Work Programme.
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Annexe A

Finance and Management Committee — 13" October 2016
Work Programme 2016 onwards

Work Programme Area Date of Committee meetings Contact Officer (Contact details)

Page 616 of 69




Annexe A

Page 627 of 69




Annexe A

Page 638 of 69




Annexe A

Page 69 of 69
4




	Agenda Contents
	AGENDA
	Open to Public and Press
	Exclusion of the Public and Press:

	Finance\ and\ Management\ Committee\ 21st\ June\ 2016\ Open\ Minutes
	FINANCE AND MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE: SPECIAL – FINAL ACCOUNTS

	Finance\ and\ Management\ Committee\ 21st\ July\ 2016\ Open\ Minutes
	FINANCE AND MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE

	Finance\ and\ Management\ Committee\ 1st\ September\ 2016\ Open\ Minutes
	FINANCE AND MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE

	Audit\ Sub-Committee\ 21st\ September\ 2016\ Open\ Minutes
	OPEN
	AUDIT SUB-COMMITTEE

	7 UPDATE\ on\ the\ COUNCIL’S\ MEDIUM\ TERM\ FINANCIAL\ POSITION\.pdf
	RECOMMENDED
	DIRECTOR OF FINANCE and CORPORATE SERVICES

	8 PROPOSED\ LOCAL\ COUNCIL\ TAX\ SUPPORT\ SCHEME\ 201718
	DIRECTOR OF FINANCE and CORPORATE SERVICES
	ALL

	9 RISK\ BASED\ VERIFICATION\ FOR\ HOUSING\ BENEFIT
	DIRECTOR OF FINANCE AND CORPORATE SERVICES

	10 ETWALL\ LEISURE\ CENTRE\ -\ OVERFLOW\ CAR\ PARK
	DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY & PLANNING SERVICES
	PARAGRAPH NO:

	11 COMMITTEE\ WORK\ PROGRAMME\ 2016-17
	COMMITTEE\ WORK\ PROGRAMME\ 2016-17
	DIRECTOR OF FINANCE AND CORPORATE SERVICES

	Annexe\\ A


