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Full Council 
Thursday 28th February 2013  
At 7:00 pm in The Council Chamber, The Cube, George Street, Corby. 
 

Present:- Councillor Rahman (Mayor), Addison, P Beattie, T Beattie, Beeby, Brown, 
Butcher, Chaudhury, Dady, Eyles, Ferguson, McDade, Kettle, Latta, Lilley, 
McKellar, Noble, Pengelly, Petch, Riley, Sims & Stanbra. 

61.  Apologies 

Apologies received from Councillor Forshaw, Goult, Heggs, Bromhall, McEwan, McGhee & 
Caine. 

62.  Declarations of Interest 

Members were asked to declare any personal interests they may have in the business to be 
discussed and/or indicate whether this was prejudicial or non-prejudicial, the nature of the 
interest and whether they intended participating in the relevant agenda item.  No 
Declarations were made. 

63.  2013/2014 – General Fund Revenue Budget and Council Tax 

The report before Members set out the final General Fund budget proposals for 2013/2014.  
These had been considered by the One Corby Policy Committee at its meeting on 5th 
February 2013; the Committee were recommending approval. 

A Council Tax freeze (0% increase) was being recommended.  The report indicated that the 
proposed budget supported a sustainable position in line with the Medium Term Financial 
Strategy (MTFS).  A total budget of £10.461m was being recommended. 

The budget for the General Fund in 2013/2014 was detailed within the report and 
appendices.  There was a proposed reduction in the budget of £1.352m from 2012/2013. 

Appendix A showed direct Council Tax income of £3.405m in 2013/14. This represented an 
increase of £68k or 2.04% from 2012/13 partly due to an expected increase in the Council 
Tax base. 

In addition, although a Council Tax freeze or increase of 0% was assumed, there was 
aprovision for an increase of 1%, or £34k. This was because the Government had recently 
announced that if Councils agree to a 0% increase in Council Tax, they would fund the 
equivalent of a 1% increase in the form of an additional grant for 2013-14 and 2014/15. 

This was on top of similar arrangements agreed for the last 2 years. The proposed increase 
of 0% would maintain Corby Borough Council’s share of the Council Tax at the following 
levels: 
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Band 

 
2013/14 

 
2013/14 

Tax  Weekly 
 Amount 
£ £ 

A 117.43 2.26 
B 137.01 2.63 
C 156.58 3.01 
D 176.15 3.39 
E 215.29 4.14 
F 254.44 4.89 
G 293.58 5.65 
H 352.30 6.78 

 
The overall impact would depend upon the increases made by the County, the Police and 
Parish Councils, since the Corby element accounted for only 13% of the total bill. Just over 
half of Corby residents live in Band A properties and nearly three quarters live in either Band 
A or B properties, so the average Council Tax for Corby was likely to continue to be the 
second lowest District Council in the County for 2013/14.  

The key sources of funding for the General Fund, other than specific grants and fees and 
charges included in net service budgets were summarised in Appendix A. 

The key points to note were that the Formula Grant had reduced by £199k or 5%, as part of 
the governments 4 year Comprehensive Spending Review reductions. This was on top of a 
£750k or 14% reduction in 2011/12 and £500k or 11% reduction in 2012/13.  

Although the £199k reduction for 2013/14 was about £250k less than the Council’s original 
estimate, the grant for 2014/15 showed a reduction of approximately £500k or 13%, which 
was approximately £200k more than the Council’s original estimate allowed for within its 
medium term projections. In essence, the grant settlement figures were therefore better than 
expected in 2013/14 and worse than expected by roughly the same amount in 2014/15.This 
also meant that a contribution to reserves could be made in 2013/14, as shown in Appendix 
A, so that the shortfall in 2014/15 can be funded from this contribution.  

It was also noted that the other key source of funding within the General Fund was the New 
Homes Bonus income. This was a reward grant for new homes growth and although this 
source of funding continued to effectively underpin the budget there was a risk that this 
funding stream could be removed.  

The Local Government Act 2003 required the Chief Financial Officer to confirm the 
adequacy of reserves. The robustness of the budgets, as detailed below, the maintenance of 
a strategic risk register and the continued improvement in budget monitoring enabled the 
minimum level of balances to be maintained at £800k. This figure was a statutory minimum 
level to cover any unforeseen risks or emergencies and sets the target below which the 
MTFS should not project balances to go. 
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Further specific reserves that Council maintain included an Interest Reserve of £200k, a 
Cube Sinking Fund Reserve of £64k, and a CB Property Repairs Reserve of £29k. 

Aside from the £200k formulae grant settlement contribution to reserves as highlighted 
above, Appendix A also showed that a contribution of £396k to reserves was currently being 
provided for. This was the first time in several years that the Council were able to make this 
contribution and followed both a challenging budget process and OCPC’s decision in 
December 2012 to transfer garage income from the Housing Revenue Account to the 
General Fund. 

It also represented an assumption that all of the savings proposals identified in Appendix B 
would be approved. This contribution would reduce if any savings were rejected and any 
further pressures were included. 

The Local Government Act 2003 also required the Chief Financial Officer to include in this 
report a statement regarding the robustness of the financial estimates. This was clearly 
linked to the adequacy of reserves and in concluding that the Proposed Budgets as 
presented were robust, the Chief Financial Officer had taken account of the following factors: 

• The April 2013 pay award had been included at an assumed level of 1%. Contractual 
inflation was included where appropriate. 

• Increases in fees and charges were in line with the agreed strategy, and increases 
had been made in recognition of market conditions and levels of demand, as well as 
appropriate levels of subsidy for a service. 

• The Proposed Budgets included efficiency and other savings that were not expected 
to have a significant detrimental impact on service delivery and performance. 

• The budget process had included opportunities for all Heads of Service and Directors 
to highlight any requirements to meet new responsibilities and government regulations. 

• There were no unallocated savings targets included within the budgets. 

Proposals for ongoing budget growth were limited to affordable levels, and were linked to the 
Council’s corporate objectives and One Corby priorities. 

Councillor T Beattie moved the report’s recommendations.  In doing so he stated that the 
budget proposals contained within the report were good for Corby particularly set against the 
current financial climate.  The budget would continue to protect frontline services, protect 
jobs, enable money to be placed into reserves and ensure a 0% increase in Council Tax for 
taxpayers. 

Councillor Beattie thanked officers and Members for the work put into finalising the budget 
proposals, which had been endorsed by One Corby Policy Committee.  An enormous effort 
had been put in across the Council to reach this position.  The Council had submitted the 
draft budget proposals for public consultation.  Officers and Members had attended many 
meetings in order to seek the views of the general public and local organisations.  There had 
been some contentious and difficult options to consider, for example in relation to PCSOs 
and car parking charges at East Carlton Park.  The Council had listened to the consultation 
responses and Councillor Beattie was pleased to report that accommodations had been 
reached to limit the impact on services and facilities.  The draft budget included a small 
element to assist groups within the local community in the form of a small grants budget.  
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The Council would continue to do what it could to work with these groups in helping local 
citizens many of whom may be struggling in difficult financial times. 

The Council accepted the Government’s offer of additional funding in order to set a 0% 
increase.  There would continue to be difficult and challenging times ahead.  The Council 
would continue to seek to protect services and would look at further ways of reducing costs 
and generating income.  Councillor Beattie commended the budget proposals to Council. 

Councillor Addison seconded the recommendations. 

Councillor Sims commented that the Conservative Group would be supporting the budget 
proposals.  He was pleased that the Council had accepted the offer of Government funding 
for setting a 0% increase.  Councillor Sims drew reference to the transfer of Council garage 
stock to the General Fund from the Housing Revenue Account (HRA); this had eased the 
financial burden.  He welcomed the contribution to reserves that was being proposed.  
Councillor Sims hoped that the Council would continue to encourage private investment in 
the regeneration programme.  Issues such as incorporating leisure facilities into a Trust 
should continue to be explored.   There were a number of further ideas that could be 
explored for next year’s budget proposals and he looked forward to future debates. 

Councillor Stanbra moved an amendment to the budget proposals .  The amendment would 
see a combination of savings and unallocated income totalling £54,500 being spent on 
implementing the UK Living Wage of £7.45 per hour at the Council.  

Councillor Riley seconded the amendment. 

Councillor McKellar noted one of the proposals within the amendment was to introduce a 
50p evening and Sunday charge at the Pool Car Park.  Councillor McKellar  felt this was a 
“stealth tax” and would discourage use of the town centre.  Councillor McKellar indicated his 
sympathy with the introduction of the Living Wage but not as part of these budget proposals. 

Councillor Pengelly whilst endorsing the suggestion of implementing the Living Wage, a 
matter that the Council was already looking at, could not support proposals which had not 
been subject to public consultation.  The proposals in the budget had been subject to 
scrutiny and consideration by the public; the proposals in the amendment had not. 

Councillor T Beattie echoed this sentiment. He supported the Living Wage proposal and the 
cross-party support demonstrated; this was a matter that hopefully would be brought forward 
in due course. 

Councillor Riley commented that the ONE magazine could be produced more cheaply; he 
felt this it was inappropriate to produce a “glossy” magazine of this nature. 

Councillor Sims felt the amendments represented an additional tax on citizens. He also 
supported the introduction of the Living Wage and felt this was something for future debate.  
Councillor Sims wondered if the cessation of the publication of the ONE magazine would 
result in any job losses. 

Councillor Butcher suggested that Councillor Stanbra had failed to consult with the public on 
his amendment.  The Council had emphasised its desire to consult with the public on the 
budget proposals, the amendment had been tabled too late for proper dialogue and scrutiny. 
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Councillor Sims suggested that the amendment could be considered as part of next year’s 
budget proposals.  

Councillor Stanbra stated that his amendment did not result in any job losses.  Councillor 
Stanbra suggested that he had forwarded these suggestions for inclusion in discussions last 
in November 2012 and mentioned them at a previous OCPC meeting. 

The amendment having been moved and seconded was voted upon.  The amendment fell. 

Councillor McKellar speaking on the substantive motion, stated that the Council had 
received an additional 4% grant from Government.  This had greatly helped the Council’s 
financial planning for next year’s budget and was to be welcomed.  Councillor McKellar 
indicated that he would be supporting the budget proposals.  He also expressed a wish to 
see the Council explore new and creative proposals to meet future financial challenges. 

Councillor Pengelly outlined the consultation events undertaken around the Borough 
attended by officers and Members.  Councillor Pengelly emphasised that the Council had 
listened to the views of citizens.  He expressed disappointment that there had been no input 
from the Conservative Group but noted that they would be supporting the Administration’s 
proposals.  With regard to the proposed rent increase to be considered in a later report, the 
Council had consulted with other local authorities to explore ways of keeping the increase to 
a minimum. 

Councillor Riley supported the decision to continue funding of the PCSOs and not to 
introduce car par charges at East Carlton Park. 

Councillor Stanbra suggested that there were still elements of the budget proposals he was 
unhappy with such as cuts to grants etc and would not be supporting the recommendations.  

Councillor Sims commented that he had attended consultation events together with other 
colleagues.  He emphasised again that he was pleased to see a 0% increase and money 
going into reserves.  In relation to rents, the policy of rent equalisation had been followed by 
the previous Labour Government and the current Government; he was not a supporter of 
this and wanted to see the Council helping tenants through these difficult times. 

Councillor Dady was pleased to see cross-party support for the budget proposals.  He also 
thanked officers and Members for their  input in reaching a far more positive outcome than 
may at first have been envisaged.  Corby had achieved much in comparison with other local 
authorities who had been forced to make stringent cuts. 

Councillor Kettle also thanked officers and Members for their effort.  Difficult decisions had to 
be taken and there were further challenges ahead.  The Administration would seek to protect 
services and jobs.  Other local authorities were having to make significant cuts and force 
through job losses.  The Council could be proud of this budget in the difficult circumstances. 

Councillor Pengelly queried whether Weldon Parish Council had increase its local precept.  
Councillor McKellar confirmed that it had increased its precept; he had spoken against an 
increase.  It was disappointing that they had taken that step and the citizens of Weldon 
would have to pay more. 

  



  Full Council 28th February 2013 
 

55 
 

RESOLVED that:- 

i) The Budget for 2013/2014 set out in Appendix A be approved; 
ii) A 2013/2014 Council Tax for Corby Borough Council of £176.15, an increase of 

0% over 2012/2013, be approved; and 
iii) The Council Tax Resolution set out in Appendix C be approved – 

COUNCIL TAX RESOLUTION: 2013/14 

The Council has received notification of the amounts required by the County Council and the Police 
Authority that results in the following overall position:  

 

  Band A Band D   

  2011/12 2012/13 Increase 2011/12 2012/13 Increase Increase 

  £ £ £ £ £ £ % 

Corby Borough 
Council 117.43 117.43 0.00 176.15 176.15 0.00 0.00 

Northamptonshire 
County Council 685.41 685.41 0.00 1,028.11 1,028.11 0.00 0.00 

Northamptonshire 
Police & Crime  128.80 128.80 0.00 193.20 193.20 0.00 0.00 

                

Total 931.64 931.64 0.00 1,397.46 1,397.46 0.00 0.00 

 

The resolution for 2013/14 is as follows: 

1. That it be noted that the Director of Corporate Services has calculated the following Council Tax 
Base amounts for the year 2013-14 as follows: 

 

(a) For the whole Council area as 16,194 (Item T in the formula in Section 31B of the Local 
Government Finance Act 1992, as amended (the Act), and  

 

(b) Cottingham   344 
 

East Carlton   118 

 

Gretton    537 

  

Middleton    186 

 

Rockingham   53 
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Stanion   725 

 

Weldon   860 

 

for dwellings in those parts of its area to which a Parish precept relate (Tax base for parish). 

2. That the Council Tax requirement for the Council’s own purposes for 2013/14 (excluding Parish 
precepts) is £2,852,573. 

 

3. That the following amounts be now calculated for the year 2013-14 in accordance with Sections 
31 to 36 of the Act. 
 

 £  

(a) 46,804,753 Being the aggregate of the amounts which the Council estimates 

for the items set out in Section 31A (2) of the Act. 

(Gross expenditure, parish expenses, any contingencies, any 

provision for reserves) 

 

(b) 39,262,061 Being the aggregate of the amounts which the Council estimates 

for the items set out in Section 31A (3) of the Act. 

(Gross income, any use of reserves) 

 

(c) 7,542,692 Being the amount by which the aggregate at 3(a) above exceeds 

the aggregate at 3(b) above, calculated by the Council, in 

accordance with Section 31A of the Act, as its Council Tax 

requirement for the year. (Item R in the formula in Section 31B of 

the Act). 

 

(d) 4,605,967 Being the aggregate of the sums which the Council estimates 

will be payable for the year into its General Fund in respect of 

redistributed non-domestic rates, revenue support grant, 
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additional grant or relevant special grant and increased by the 

amount of any sum which the Council estimates will be 

transferred from its Collection Fund to its General Fund pursuant 

to the directions under section 98 (4) of the Local Government 

Finance Act 1988. (Business Rates, Government grant, relevant 

special grant, any surplus or deficit from the council tax 

collected) 

 

(e) 181.35 

 

Being the amount at 3(c) above less the amount at 3(d) above, 

all divided by the amount at 1(a) above, calculated by the 

Council, in accordance with Section 31B of the Act, as the basic 

amount of its Council Tax for the year. (Net expenditure 

including parish precepts, less Business Rates, grants etc, 

divided by tax base = an average council tax which includes 

parishes.)  

 

(f) 84,152 

 

Being the aggregate amount of the special items referred to in 

Section 34(1) of the Act. (Total amount of parish precepts) 

 

(g) 176.15 Being the amount at 3(e) above less the result given by dividing 

the amount at 3(f) above by item T (1(a) above), calculated by 

the Council, in accordance with Section 34(2) of the Act, as the 

basic amount of its Council Tax for the year for dwellings in 

those parts of its area to which no Parish precept relates. (This 

Council’s own Council Tax at Band D.). 
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(h) - Being the amounts given by adding to the amount at 3(g) above 

the amounts of the special item or items relating to dwellings in 

those parts of the Council’s area mentioned above divided in 

each case by the at 1(b) above, calculated by the Council in 

accordance with Section 34(3) of the Act, as the basic amounts 

of its Council Tax for the year for dwellings in those parts of its 

area to which one or more special item relates. (Council Tax at 

Band D for those parishes that have issued a precept added to 

this Council’s council tax) 

 

 222.98 Cottingham Parish Council 

 216.68  East Carlton Parish Council 

 194.77  Gretton Parish Council 

 197.70  Middleton Parish Council 

 205.66  Rockingham Parish Meeting 

 213.36  Stanion Parish Council 

 200.23  Weldon Parish Council 

(i) Part of the Council’s area: 
 

Parish Valuation Bands 

A B C D E F G H 

£ £ £ £ £ £ £ £ 

Corby Borough 117.43 137.01 156.58 176.15 215.29 254.44 293.58 352.30

Cottingham 
Parish Council 148.65 173.43 198.20 222.98 272.53 322.08 371.63 445.96

East Carlton 
Parish Council 144.45 168.53 192.60 216.68 264.83 312.98 361.13 433.36
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Gretton Parish 
Council 129.85 151.49 173.13 194.77 238.05 281.33 324.62 389.54

Middleton 
Parish Council 131.80 153.77 175.73 197.70 241.63 285.57 329.50 395.40

Rockingham 
Parish Meeting 137.11 159.96 182.81 205.66 251.36 297.06 342.77 411.32

Stanion Parish 
Council 142.24 165.95 189.65 213.36 260.77 308.19 355.60 426.72

Weldon Parish 
Council 133.49 155.73 177.98 200.23 244.73 289.22 333.72 400.46

 
Being the amounts given by multiplying the amounts at 3(g) and 3(h) above by the number which, 
in the proportion set out in Section 5(1) of the Act, is applicable to dwellings listed in a particular 
valuation band divided by the number which in that proportion is applicable to dwellings listed in 
valuation band D, calculated by the council, in accordance with Section 36(1) of the Act, as the 
amounts to be taken into account for the year in respect of categories of dwellings listed in 
different valuation bands. (This Council and each Parish Council Council’s combined council tax 
for each Council Tax Band and which will appear on the council tax bill). 

 

4. That it be noted that for the year 2013-14 Northamptonshire County Council (NCC) and 
Northamptonshire Police and Crime Commissioner (NPCC) have stated the following amounts in 
precepts issued to the Council, in accordance with Section 40 of the Local Government Finance 
Act 1992, for each of the categories of dwellings shown below: 

 

 

Valuation Bands 

A B C D E F G H 

£ £ £ £ £ £ £ £ 

NCC 685.41 799.64 913.88 1028.11 1256.58 1485.05 1713.52 2056.22

NPCC 128.80 150.27 171.73 193.20 236.13 279.07 322.00 386.40

 
5. That, having calculated the aggregate in each of the amounts at 3(i) and 4 above, the Council, in 

accordance with Sections 30 and 36 of the Local Government and Finance Act 1992, hereby sets 
the following amounts as the amounts of Council Tax for the year 2013-14 for each of the 
categories of dwellings shown below: (Total council tax in each band for each parish) 
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Total - Valuation Bands 

A B C D E F G H 

£ £ £ £ £ £ £ £ 

Corby Borough 931.64 1086.91 1242.19 1397.46 1708.01 2018.55 2329.10 2794.92

Cottingham 
Parish Council 962.86 1123.34 1283.81 1444.29 1765.24 2086.20 2407.15 2888.58

East Carlton 
Parish Council 958.66 1118.44 1278.21 1437.99 1757.54 2077.10 2396.65 2875.98

Gretton Parish 
Council 944.05 1101.40 1258.74 1416.08 1730.76 2045.45 2360.13 2832.16

Middleton 
Parish Council 946.01 1103.67 1261.34 1419.01 1734.35 2049.68 2365.02 2838.02

Rockingham 
Parish Meeting 951.31 1109.87 1268.42 1426.97 1744.07 2061.18 2378.28 2853.94

Stanion Parish 
Council 956.45 1115.85 1275.26 1434.67 1753.49 2072.30 2391.12 2869.34

Weldon Parish 
Council 947.69 1105.64 1263.59 1421.54 1737.44 2053.34 2369.23 2843.08

 

64.  2013/2014 – Housing Revenue Account Budget and Rent Setting 

The report before Members set out the final budget for 2013/2014, as recommended by the 
One Corby Policy Committee meeting held on 5th February 2013.  An average rent increase 
of 3.5% was being recommended.  The budget supported a sustainable position in line with 
the approved Medium Term Financial Strategy. 

The proposed budget for 2013/2014 for the Housing Revenue Account was detailed in 
Appendix A accompanying the report and showed a net surplus of £4k.  The net increase of 
£174k was made up of a significant number of variances. A schedule of these was set out in 
Appendix B and summarised as -  

 £’000

Inflation and other Cost Increases/(Decreases) 675

Unavoidable Growth & Spending Pressures 256

Technical Adjustments (289)

Dwelling Rent Income and Other Income Changes (89)

Efficiency & Other Savings (379)

Total Variances 174
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The 2013/14 budget allowed for a 3.5% increase in rents. This followed the recommendation 
made to Full Council by OCPC on 5th February 2013. This equated to an average increase 
of approximately £2.80 per week. 

At its meeting on 5th February, OCPC members voted for a 3.5% increase rather than a 
4.9% increase, which would be the relevant uplift to apply if the increase was calculated  in 
line with the Government’s rent restructuring and convergence policy. The rent convergence 
policy was introduced by the previous government and was about council housing rents 
converging with those charged by other registered social landlords. The overall rents should 
be set based on a combination of local rents, wages and salaries and property values.  

In previous years, the rent convergence policy had been linked to increases in subsidy 
payments. Now that the Council had bought its stock from the government there was no 
longer a subsidy mechanism in place and so the potential financial penalty from not following 
the rent restructuring policy was no longer in place. However, any divergence from this rent 
convergence policy would impact on the income from rents. 

The projected level of balances in hand at the end of 2012/13 was around £1m. This was 
above the prudent minimum of £800k, and it was proposed that this level was maintained in 
order to address any medium-term risks to the ongoing viability of the HRA. 

The most significant of these was the introduction of Welfare Reform in October 2013, 
whereby tenants who received housing benefit would receive their benefit direct rather than 
the landlord. The full impact of this could not be accurately quantified although it was 
expected that this would have a negative impact on rent collection levels. In view of this, 2 
additional posts were included within the 2013/14 budget as a growth item. These posts 
would be used to maintain rent collection levels and help mitigate this risk. 

Councillor Eyles in moving the recommendations commented that it would be a challenging 
year for the HRA.  Welfare Reform, universal credit, “bedroom tax” etc would need to be 
dealt with.  The Council will work with tenants to help as much as it could.  As a first step the 
rent increase proposed of 3.5% was significantly less than that under the rent equalisation 
formula of 4.9%. 

Councillor Addison seconded the recommendations. 

Councillor McKellar appreciated that rents had to go up but noted that the increase was less 
than had originally been proposed.  It was however still an increase to be met by tenants. 

Councillor Stanbra supported the recommendations.  In doing so, he again stressed the 
importance of a proper scrutiny of the HRA budget.  Councillor Stanbra felt that the Council 
did not pay enough attention to the HRA and that it warranted proper review and scrutiny. 
There may be opportunities to free-up savings to redirect resources to other priorities within 
the HRA. 

Councillor Pengelly welcomed the decision to minimise the rent increase.  He supported 
Councillor Stanbra’s call for further scrutiny of the HRA.  Councillor Sims also supported the 
recommendation; it was important to keep any increase as low as possible. 
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RESOLVED that:- 

i) The Budget for 2013/2014 as set out in Appendix A be approved; and 
ii) That an Average Rent Increase of 3.5% be approved. 

65.  2013/2014 Capital Programme and Funding Strategy 

The report before Members set out the capital programme for both the General Fund and the 
Housing Revenue Account for 2013/2014 and the next 4 years.  Since there was no spare 
capacity, the current General Fund Capital Programme only covered essential or grant 
funded expenditure.   

In terms of the Housing Revenue Account, there was a significant annual programme in line 
with a 30 year investment and repairs programme that was funded from revenue 
contributions. 

A breakdown of this Housing element of the Capital Programme was shown in Appendix A, 
with a breakdown of the funding shown in the table below. As reported and agreed in last 
years budget setting process, the Housing Capital Programme was fully self-funded from the 
Major Repairs Allowance (MRA), Right to Buy (RTB) receipts and revenue contributions. 

In addition there was a further £1.855m of HCA funding to be allocated for 2013/14. This 
represented funding for decent homes programme work. If this funding was not spent on the 
decent homes programme then it would need to be repaid. 

The overall ongoing revenue funding of nearly £6m pa was required to invest in the Council’s 
ageing stock.  

 
    
  

2013/14 
£’000

2014/15 
£’000

2015/16 
£’000

2016/17 
£’000 

2017/18

£’000

Housing Programme 7,678 5,823 5,823 5,823 5,823

Funded By:  

Major Repairs Allowance 3,183 3,183 3,183 3,183 3,183

Revenue Funding 2,630 2,630 2,630 2,630 2,630

Right to Buy Net Receipts 10 10 10 10 10

HCA Grant Funding 1,855  

 

A breakdown of the General Fund element of the Capital Programme was also shown in 
Appendix A, with a breakdown of the funding as follows -  
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 2013/14 
£’000

2014/15 
£’000

2015/16 
£’000

2016/17 
£’000 

2017/18

£’000

Total Programme 841 601 468 468 426

Funded By:  

Grants & Contributions 451 311 278 278 236

Further Funding Required 390 190 190 190 190

Revenue Contribution 100  

 

In view of the financial pressures facing the council, only committed, unavoidable or 
externally funded schemes are allowed for in 2013/14 and beyond. Over the medium term 
the Council should continue to fund General Fund capital expenditure from capital receipts, 
external grant funding and section 106 contributions only, and therefore not undertake any 
further long-term borrowing over and above what had been previously agreed, unless it is 
unavoidable or unless compensating revenue savings can be found. Aside from this, the 
overall programme for 2013/14 will only change when unfinished schemes for 2012/13 are 
approved for carry forward by OCPC in May/June. 

Councillor Addison in moving the recommendation stressed that the Capital Programme 
related to those items which were deemed essential, where there was a conteractual 
commitment or were externally funded. 

Councillor T Beattie seconded the recommendation. 

Councillor Sims indicarted his support for the proposals.  He wondered what the current 
impact of Right To Buys (RTB) were on the Council’s stock  and whether the Council could 
reinvest income from RTB in new properties.  He also enquiried what the effect would be on 
New Homes Bonus. 

Councillor Stanbra whilst supporting the report felt that Members needed to be more fully 
engaged in prioritising capital spend within the HRA.  Whilst the first year would be 
committed he wanted to see greater Member input into future years programmes.  Councillor 
Stanbra gave an example of the installation of solar panels as one area that could be 
explored. 

Councillor T Beattie commented that was a useful suggestion; he too wished to see greater 
Member involvement. 

Councillor Pengelly agreed.  He drew Council’s attention to work being undertaken by APSE 
in relation to solar panels.  APSE may be holding a seminar locally on the subject in the near 
future.  Councillor Pengelly also suggested that further savings may be achievable through 
reviewing the Council’s procurement processes. 

Councillor Riley suggested that these were issues that Overview & Scrutiny Panel could 
pursue. 
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Councillor Kettle suggested that in future it would be useful for Members to have more detail 
regarding the proposed programme.  He welcomed the idea of greater Member input and 
also felt solar panels would be an interesting topic for discussion. 

Councillor Sims agreed that solar panels could be discussed; Electric Corby could be invited 
to advise.  It was important that any capital spend provided value for money for the Council 
and the tenant. 

Officers confirmed that there had been 12 RTB in the previous year; this was lower than 
expected given recent Government incentives.  The projected figure was 10/15; an increase 
was expected. 

In relation to retention of capital receipts the Council could retain 75%, with most of the 
remaining 25% being used to pay off debt. 

The allocation of New Homes Bonus income was a matter for Council.  Part could go 
towards supporting services, the remainder into reserves etc. 

Officers confirmed that by December 2013 the Decent Homes Stock Survey would be 
complete.  The Council would be in a better position to decide on the allocation of capital 
resources.  Members could clearly have input into prioritising the programme; a mechanism 
for this could be agreed. 

Officers reminded Members that consideration of further works on sheltered units, entrance 
doors to flats etc may be given.  In relation to procurement, officers confirmed that since 
2009 the Council had saved an estimated £1m through its tendering procedures. 

RESOLVED that:- 

i) The Capital Programme set out in Appendix A be approved; and 
ii) The Funding Strategy for the Capital Programme 2013/2014 to 2017/2018 as set 

out within the report be approved. 

66.  Pay Policy Statement 

The Pay Policy Statement had been produced In accordance with the Council’s obligations 
under Section 38 (1) of the Localism Act.  The statement also incorporated the Council’s 
obligations under the Local Government (Early Termination of Employment) (Discretionary 
Compensation) (England and Wales) Regulations 2006. 
 
The aim of the Statement was to provide transparency around chief and senior officer 
remuneration in local government. 
 
The Pay Policy Statement was required to set out the Council’s policies in relation to levels 
of remuneration for chief officers; remuneration of the lowest paid employees; relationship 
between the chief officer and other employees and other specific aspects of chief offer 
remuneration. In addition, it set out Council policy on the award of discretionary payments in 
relation to the Local Government (Early Termination of Employment) (Discretionary 
Compensation) (England and Wales) Regulations 2006 
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Under the Act, the pay policy must be formally approved by Council; approved by the end of 
March each year, (starting with 2012) but could be amended in year.  Full Council did 
receive a copy of the Statement for the first time at its meeting in February 2012. 
 
RESOLVED that:- 
 

i) The report and Statement be approved. 
 

67.  Close of Meeting 
 
Meeting closed at 8:10 pm. 
 


