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Minutes of the Meeting of East Cambridgeshire
District Council held in the Council Chamber,
The Grange, Nutholt Lane, Ely on Tuesday
8 January 2013 at 6.30pm
_____________________________________

P R E S E N T

Councillor Allen Alderson
Councillor Michael Allan
Councillor Ian Allen
Councillor Christine Ambrose Smith
Councillor David Ambrose Smith
Councillor Sue Austen
Councillor Anna Bailey
Councillor Derrick Beckett
Councillor David Brown
Councillor Tony Cornell (Vice-
Chairman)
Councillor Lavinia Edwards
Councillor Kevin Ellis
Councillor Colin Fordham
Councillor Jeremy Friend-Smith
Councillor Sheila Friend-Smith MBE
Councillor Tony Goodge
Councillor Elaine Griffin-Singh

Councillor Lindsey Harris
Councillor Bill Hunt
Councillor Tom Kerby
Councillor Peter Moakes
Councillor Chris Morris
Councillor Neil Morrison
Councillor James Palmer
Councillor John Palmer
Councillor Tony Parramint (Chairman)
Councillor Philip Read
Councillor Joshua Schumann
Councillor Robert Stevens
Councillor Hazel Williams MBE
Councillor Sue Willows
Councillor Gareth Wilson
Councillor Pauline Wilson
Councillor Andy Wright

43. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME

There were no public questions received.

44. APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

Apologies for absence were received from Cllrs Burton, Hobbs, T Hunt,
Roberts and Rouse.

45. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

The Monitoring Officer reminded Members of the general dispensation
granted to Members until May 2015 in relation to Council tax/exemptions/relief and
on Business Rates and relief. Therefore Members were able to participate, speak
and vote on such matters.

Both Cllrs B Hunt and Bailey declared an interest in Agenda Items 9 –
Council Tax Base, 10.a – Schedule of Items Recommended from Committees and
Other Member Bodies – Localised Council Tax Support Scheme and 11 –
Community Infrastructure Levy - Annual Delivery Plan Regulation 123 List and
Instalments Policy as, although they had both received a dispensation, they did not
feel comfortable remaining in the Council Chamber whilst the item was discussed
and determined since those agenda items affected a business that they both
owned. Cllr Hunt and Bailey were concerned of the public perception should they
remain in the Council Chamber for those agenda items.
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46. MINUTES

It was resolved:

That the Minutes of the meeting held on 10 December 2012 be confirmed as
a correct record and signed by the Chairman.

47. CHAIRMAN’S ANNOUNCEMENTS

The Chairman made the following announcements:

Budget Seminar

Members are reminded of the Budget Seminar scheduled on Thursday 17
January 2013 at 4.30pm in the Council Chamber, which you previously have
been notified of.

If you have not already done so, please can you inform Denise Gawthrop in
Elections as to whether or not you will be attending.

Order of Agenda

The order of the agenda would be amended so that Agenda Item 9 – Council
Tax Base 2013/2014, would be considered following Agenda Item 10.

48. PETITIONS

No petitions had been received.

49. MOTIONS

No motions were received.

50. QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS

A question was received from Cllr Allen. The following question and
response (appended to these minutes) was tabled at the meeting:

‘While thanking our Leader for his comprehensive reply to my last question,
circulated to you all, I am afraid that his decision to focus his reply narrowly has
failed to answer the main thrust of my question. Therefore I have to ask again, do
our local political leaders who are members of national political parties work
primarily for those parties or for the local communities that elected them, and if the
latter then why is affordable housing not a higher priority for this council?

The temporary accommodation mentioned in the reply to my last question
may lower the financial burden in the short term but reliance on community land
trusts to improve the huge undersupply of rented affordable housing is wildly
optimistic. Does this council accept that direct involvement in housing provision is
one of the options available to it? Is the council lobbying government along with
other authorities in the south east similarly affected by benefit changes that are the
single biggest factor in the rise in demand for emergency accommodation, or is it
happy to implement the policies demanded by its political allies at Westminster?



Agenda Item 4 – page 3

U:\commlive\Council\080113 Council mins.doc

51. SCHEDULE OF ITEMS RECOMMENDED FROM COMMITTEES AND OTHER
MEMBER BODIES

Prior to Cllr B Hunt and Bailey leaving the Council Chamber, having
previously notified Council of their intention to not participate in the debate, Cllr
Hunt stated that Council would be making a difficult decision on reducing discounts
on uninhabited properties, empty houses and derelict houses. This would affect
private landlords, people renovating their homes or saving as a pension substitute.
Cllr Hunt noted that a private landlord would not leave a property empty longer than
was necessary except to renovate or comply with regulations. However, registered
social landlords did not pay council tax on their properties and were now big
businesses that left properties empty, sometimes for a year or more, whilst the
Council continued to incur large bed and breakfast bills. The vacant registered
social housing properties could be used to house those in bed and breakfast
accommodation. Housing Associations were now businesses and should therefore
pay their share.

Subsequently Cllrs Hunt and Bailey, having already declared an interest in
agenda item 10.a, left the Council Chamber for that item.

The Chairman referred Members to the peach coloured paper tabled at the
meeting which detailed the extract of the minutes relating to the two
recommendations from the Finance and Governance Committee meeting that had
not been available in time for the agenda dispatch, due to the proximity of the date
of the Finance and Governance Committee meeting to the Council agenda dispatch
date. The extract of the minutes had previously been emailed to Members.

Council considered a report, M204, previously circulated, detailing two
recommendations from the Finance and Governance Committee meeting of 20
December 2012.

The first recommendation was regarding approval of the draft localised
Council Tax Support Scheme.

The Head of Finance explained that the Local Government Finance Bill
introduced the requirement for all council tax billing authorities to devise a local
council tax support scheme to replace the existing national council tax benefit
scheme to commence on 1 April 2013. The Government required councils to
consult on their draft scheme prior to the final scheme being formally adopted by
the statutory deadline of 31 January 2013. If the Council failed to adopt a scheme
by this deadline, it would be required to follow the default scheme, which was
essentially the current council tax benefit scheme with a 10% cut in funding from the
Government.

The Council’s scheme proposed the following changes to council tax
discounts and exemptions:

 Class A Exemption- Empty Homes - Vacant with major repairs or
structural alterations. Within the current scheme such properties were
entitled to 100% exemption for 12 months. However, it was proposed
that this be reduced to 10% exemption for 12 months.

 Class C Exemption – Empty Homes - Vacant empty and substantially
unfurnished. Within the current scheme such properties were entitled to
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100% exemption for 6 Months. However, it was proposed that this be
reduced to 100% exemption for 1 month only.

 Long Term Empty Homes Premium - Homes that have been empty for
over 2 years. It was proposed to charge an additional 50% premium in
addition to the full council tax charge.

 Second Homes Discount - It was proposed to completely remove the
discount.

The Council’s consultation also included an option to charge working age
claimants who were currently in receipt of council tax benefit up to 25% of their
council tax under the new discount scheme. However, by taking advantage of the
changes to the exemptions and discounts as set out above, the Council could
reduce this contribution of working age claimants to 8.5% and therefore be able to
receive the Government’s transitional grant funding. The additional council tax
income would aid the Council to provide a cost neutral scheme.

Cllr J Friend-Smith enquired how the council tax support scheme would
affect shops and businesses. Ms Sharon Jones from the Anglia Revenues
Partnership explained that businesses were governed by a different scheme so
were not affected by the scheme currently being considered.

Cllr Allen suggested that an additional 50% premium should also be incurred
on second homes. The Head of Finance explained that under the current legislation
that this would not be allowed.

Cllr Wright noted that he had made his personal position in relation to this
item known at the Finance and Governance Committee meeting on 20 December
2012 and would therefore keep his comments broad. The Finance Settlement for
Local Government had resulted in this Council being required to meet an
approximate £600,000 shortfall on the local Council Tax Support Scheme. Cllr
Wright suspected that it was Government’s intention that council tax billing
authorities should therefore devise a cost efficient scheme and not for a council to
‘suck out’ £600,000 from the local economy. Cllr Wright estimated that there were
in excess of 4,000 rental priorities within the district. Cllr Wright stated that the
proposed council tax support scheme would damage the house letting industry and
adversely affect the various professions that relied on the house letting industry: for
example, carpenters, electricians, etc, as well as people’s pension pots. Cllr Wright
noted that from 2018, private landlords would incur further expense as rental
properties had to achieve a minimum energy efficiency standard rating.

Cllr Wright suggested that the council tax support scheme was prejudiced in
favour of housing associations and noted that last year there was a £1.4 billion
surplus for social housing, which was a £500 billion increase. Cllr Wright further
noted that the current Chief Executive of Sanctuary Housing received a salary of
£250,000 per year. Cllr Wright stated that housing associations were now
legitimate businesses.

Cllr Wright stated that the proposed council tax support scheme was likely to
increase private rental fees and decrease the properties available in the rental
market. Cllr Wright stated that when the council tax support scheme had initially
been discussed, it had been suggested that the 100% exemption for Class C Empty
Homes be reduced from 6 months to 3 months. However, now it was proposed to
only provide an exemption for 1 month. Cllr Wright suggested that a 3 month
exemption be retained as it was halfway between.
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Cllr Wright proposed the following amendments, which were seconded by
Cllr Beckett:

Class A Exemption - Empty Homes - Vacant with major repairs or structural
alterations and Class C Exemption – Empty Homes - Vacant empty and
substantially unfurnished – 100% exemption for 3 months.

Cllr Wright stated that the revisions to the council tax support scheme
should not be used to fill a ‘black hole’ and that the budget should be reviewed to
consider where other budget savings could be achieved as well as considering the
non-statutory items in the budget.

In response to questions from Cllr Wright, Ms Jones explained that the
landlord did not have any authorisation to know what information was being
declared to the Anglia Revenues Partnership if the housing benefit was being paid
directly to the tenant and if a tenant provided false information as to the date they
vacated a property, the landlord would not be liable if the information had been
provided by the tenant.

In response to a further question from Cllr Wright, Ms Jones explained that a
policy was yet to be developed for dealing with the collection of debts. However,
ARP were able to collect up to £3.55 per week from claimants. Cllr Wright stated
that it was not financially viable to collect small amounts and that this would result in
write-offs. Cllr Wright also suspected that some claimants would soon discover
what they could get away without paying.

Cllr Alderson noted that the private rental market had been distorted over
recent years which had reduced the amount of property available for first-time
buyers. Cllr Alderson stated that the Council had a duty to look after its most needy
and first-time buyers were some of those who should be looked after.

Cllr G Wilson stated that he was unable to support the amendments
proposed by Cllr Wright, as it was the landlord’s responsibility as to when a rental
property was available for new tenants. Cllr G Wilson suggested that private
landlords were likely to be able to afford to contribute more and that the
amendments would benefit only a small percentage of people. Cllr G Wilson
referred to Appendix 1 of the officer’s report and enquired how the estimated non-
collection rate of £78,800 compared to previous years. The Head of Finance noted
that 98.8% was the current collection rate and that £78,800 was the estimated non-
collection rate based on the contribution by working age claimants.

Cllr Moakes noted that the Local Government Finance Bill required the
Council to devise and impose a local council tax support scheme and the scheme
proposed should enable the Council to access the Government’s grant funding. Cllr
Moakes noted that both the Scrutiny Committee and the Finance and Governance
Committee had given the scheme due consideration and Cllr Moakes accepted that
it was a hard decision for the Council to take.

Cllr Allen noted that the question he had posed to this Council meeting
during the earlier agenda item and to the last Council meeting was as a result of a
concern for the most vulnerable in society and a scheme that would ameliorate
national government policy was good. Cllr Allen enquired of the number of working
age claimants that were in work, as he suspected that a high proportion were
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working. Cllr Allen stated that the turnaround time of a rental property was the
responsibility of a landlord and that the local council tax support scheme should not
be subsidising inefficiency. Cllr Allen anticipated that as an incidental consequence,
the local council tax support scheme would help to reduce the bed and breakfast
accommodation situation. Ms Jones noted that the number of working age
claimants changed daily. However, currently there were 2,300 working age
claimants and approximately half of those were in employment.

Cllr Beckett enquired whether houses owned by charities were included
within the local council tax support scheme. Ms Jones explained that registered
charities were not included within the scheme.

Cllr Beckett further enquired whether properties under probate were included
within the local council tax support scheme. Ms Jones explained that the local
council tax support scheme only applied to Class A and C properties. In total there
were 24 categories and properties under probate were listed as Class F which
received an exemption for up to 6 months after probate had been granted.

Cllr Beckett stated that social housing associations were operated as
businesses and rented property provided access to homes. Cllr Beckett stated that
3 months was not long to prepare a property for re-letting, particularly if it required
work and the landlord had other employment. The landlord would therefore be
incurring an expense without any income. Cllr Beckett stated that a 3 month
exemption was reasonable.

In response to the amendments proposed by Cllr Wright, the Head of
Finance explained that the length of time an exemption could be applied to Class A
properties could not be altered, it was only the percentage of exemption offered to a
Class A property that could be altered. The Head of Finance further explained that
the proposed amendment to Class C properties would result in a £200,000 deficit in
the scheme. The Council had to produce a cost neutral scheme and to recoup the
£200,000 and the Head of Finance explained that the contribution of working age
claimants would need to increase from 8.5% to 19%.

Cllr Wright noted that funding was available from the ‘Change Management’
budget to meet the £200,000 deficit. The Head of Finance explained that the
exemption period on a Class A property could not be altered, but could be altered
on a Class C property. The Head of Finance further reported that the Council’s
budget was separate to the local council tax support scheme budget and any deficit
in the scheme would have to be divided amongst the major precepting authorities
(County Council, Fire and Police).

Subsequently Cllr Wright proposed the following alterations to his earlier
amendments, which were seconded by Cllr Beckett:

Class A Exemption - Empty Homes - Vacant with major repairs or structural
alterations – 25% exemption for 12 months and Class C Exemption – Empty
Homes - Vacant empty and substantially unfurnished – 100% exemption for
3 months.

In response the Head of Finance explained that the proposed amendment
would still result in a deficit in the scheme, which to resolve would require the
contribution of working age claimants to increase from 8.5% to 23%.
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Cllr Read suggested that the Council should accept the recommendation as
contained on page 1 of the officer’s report. Cllr Read noted and thanked the Head
of Finance and her team for the amount of work that had been required in preparing
this scheme. Cllr Read stated that no one wanted to impose the changes, but the
Council did not realistically have any other option.

A recorded vote was requested on the latter amendments proposed by Cllr
Wright. Prior to this being taken, in response to a question by Cllr G Wilson, the
Head of Finance confirmed that the proposed amendments, if successful, would
result in the Council not being able to access the Government’s transitional grant
funding, estimated at £107,000.

The recorded vote was then taken and the amendment was declared lost
with Members voting as follows:

For (4) Cllrs Beckett, Fordham, John Palmer and Wright.
Against (28) Cllrs Alderson, Allan, Allen, C Ambrose Smith,

D Ambrose, Austen, Brown, Cornell, Edwards, Ellis,
J Friend-Smith, S Friend-Smith MBE, Goodge, Griffin-
Singh, Harris, Kerby, Moakes, Morris, Morrison,
James Palmer, Parramint, Read, Schumann, Stevens,
Williams MBE, Willows, G Wilson and P Wilson.

Abstention (0)

Subsequently the recommendation, as tabled within the officer’s report was
voted upon.

It was resolved:

Finance and Governance Committee – 20 December 2012

Localised Council Tax Support Scheme

That the draft localised Council Tax Support Scheme set out in the submitted
report be approved.

Having left the Council Chamber, at the conclusion of the above agenda item, Cllrs B Hunt
and Bailey returned to the Council meeting.

At the conclusion of the above agenda item, Ms Sharon Jones from the Anglia Revenues
Partnership left the Council Chamber and did not return to the meeting.

The second recommendation to be considered was also from the Finance
and Governance Committee meeting on 20 December 2012 to enable Council to
authorise the Head of Legal and Democratic Services to amend the Contract
Procedure Rules to increase the formal tender limit to £75,000 and add a
requirement that below formal tender procurements should include one local
supplier quote (unless impracticable to do so).

Cllr James Palmer fully supported the recommendation and had been
requesting the amendments to the contract procedure rules since being elected.
Cllr James Palmer noted that the amendments would now enable local businesses
to be able to bid for Council contracts.
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Having attended a ‘Growing Local Economy’ conference, Cllr Read noted the
importance of encouraging local businesses and how the amendments would
enable the Council to encourage the growth of local businesses.

It was resolved:

Finance and Governance Committee – 20 December 2012

Review of Procurement Strategy – Tender Limit Contract Procedure
Rules

That the Head of Legal and Democratic Services be authorised to amend the
Contract Procedure Rules to increase the formal tender limit to £75,000 and
add a requirement that below formal tender procurements should include one
local supplier quote (unless impracticable to do so).

At the conclusion of the above agenda item, having already declared an interest in the
following two agenda items, Cllrs B Hunt and Bailey left the Council Chamber for the

during of those items.

52. COUNCIL TAX BASE 2013/14

The Council received a report (M203), for Members to approve the council
tax base for 2013/14, as set out at Appendix 1 of the officer’s report.

The Head of Finance explained that the Council was required to set its tax
base by the end of January each year. It was noted that the Council Tax Base had
been calculated on the assumption of the changes to the exemptions and
discounts, which had been approved by Members earlier in the meeting, under the
draft localised Council Tax Support Scheme and would be effective as of 1 April
2013.

The Head of Finance explained that the cost of the Council Tax Discount
Scheme was converted into Band D equivalent properties, which were then
deducted from the forecast Tax Base for 2013/14. The Tax Base set out in
Appendix 1 of the officer’s report reflected the impact of the Council Tax Support
Scheme.

In response to questions by Cllr Wright, the Head of Finance explained that
as of 1 April 2013, the Department for Communities and Local Government (CLG)
would distribute funding to local authorities for their council tax discount scheme.
However, the Government was cutting the funding it provided to Councils by 10%.
The non – ringfenced grant was included in the Council’s overall settlement from
Central Government to reflect the costs of the scheme in 2013/14. In future years,
this grant would become part of the Council’s overall funding and would not be
separately identified. The Head of Finance noted that funding from CLG would be
passed on to Town and Parish Councils.

Cllr Williams MBE noted that the Town and Parish Councils within the East
Cambridgeshire district were fortunate, as some Town and Parish Councils were
not receiving the funding from CLG and therefore had to increase their precepts.
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In response to questions by Cllr Beckett, the Head of Finance explained that
up until the end of November 2012, the Council had not been given any indications
from Government to be able to know how it should calculate the Council Tax Base.
The Council Tax Base was therefore calculated using the same figures as had been
used in previous years. However, in setting the tax base, it was necessary to
account for the loss in revenue due to discounts from band D properties as well as
the increase in revenue as a result of the changes to the exemptions and discounts.

The Head of Finance further explained that the figures contained within
Appendix 1 of the officer’s report would remain as they were and would be reviewed
in 2013/2014.

It was resolved:

i. That the calculation of the council tax base for 2013/14, as set out at
Appendix 1 of the submitted report, be approved.

ii. That the council tax base be determined, in accordance with the Local
Authorities (Calculation of Tax Base) (England) Regulations 2012, for
the whole and parts of the Council’s area as calculated for the year
beginning 1 April 2013 as set out at Appendix 1 of the submitted report.

In response to a question by Cllr Williams MBE, the Head of Finance
confirmed that funding from CLG would be passed on to Town and Parish Councils
and that she would be writing to all Town and Parish Councils to explain the amount
of funding that would be available to them.

The Chairman thanked and congratulated the Head of Finance and her
team.

At the conclusion of the above agenda item, at 7.38pm, the Chairman announced
that he would adjourn the meeting for a short comfort break.

At 7.45pm the meeting was resumed.

53. EAST CAMBRIDGESHIRE CIL – ANNUAL DELIVERY PLAN, REGULATION 123
LIST AND INSTALMENTS POLICY

The Council received a report (M205), for Members to consider the draft
Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) Annual Delivery Plan 2013/14, draft CIL
Regulation 123 list, and draft CIL Instalment Payments policy.

The Head of Planning and Sustainable Development explained that the
Council was introducing a CIL on 1 February 2013 as a tool to assist in the
collection of developer contributions from new developments. CIL was a new
mechanism introduced by the Government to allow local planning authorities to
raise funds from development in order to pay for the infrastructure that was, or
would be, needed as a result of new developments, and was based on a tariff
approach with funding raised pooled towards infrastructure delivery projects.

The draft East Cambridgeshire CIL Annual Delivery Plan, attached as
Appendix 1 of the officer’s report, set out the broad principles of how the funds
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raised from CIL would be allocated to infrastructure projects, and, in future years, it
would identify specific projects and the amounts allocated to them.

The Head of Planning and Sustainable Development explained that receipts
from CIL in 2013/14 were anticipated to be low, due to the time lag between
granting of planning permission and commencement of development (at which point
CIL became payable). As a result, the Annual Delivery Plan for 2013/14 proposed
that any receipts from CIL were retained and not spent (apart from deductions for
the Council administration costs and the Parish Council ‘meaningful proportion’
percentage, both currently estimated at 5% of income pending further government
guidance). This would allow time for CIL funds to accumulate and the 2014/15
Annual Delivery Plan could address their allocation to appropriate infrastructure
projects.

The Head of Planning and Sustainable Development explained that
Regulation 123 listed infrastructure projects or types of infrastructure might be
funded wholly or partly by CIL. Inclusion on the list did not commit the authority to
spend on this project.

It was noted that, under Regulation 123 of the CIL Regulations 2010,
projects which were funded through CIL might not receive any funding through
S106 obligations relating to a particular development. This was in order to avoid
double funding from both mechanisms.

Currently there were three projects on the draft East Cambridgeshire CIL
Regulation 123 list. However, the list was evolving and would be reviewed later in
the year, as discussions with partner agencies on project priorities were
progressed.

CIL payments would be due within 60 days of the demand notice being
issued. However, the CIL regulations provided charging authorities with the ability
to introduce an instalment payment policy. It was proposed that East
Cambridgeshire should adopt an instalment approach for larger payments, in order
to assist developers with cashflow and viability issues.

The Chairman noted that, in the past, the Council had not received some
S106 payments as the developer had gone bankrupt and he enquired of what
protection CIL provided to prevent this happening with CIL funds. The Head of
Planning and Sustainable Development explained that CIL charges were payable
on commencement of development rather than on completion of a development.
There would also be a caveat that as soon as a development opened, all CIL
charges were payable.

Cllr James Palmer was pleased that a new railway station in Soham featured
on the CIL Regulation 123 list and he referred to the recent press release where
Network Rail announced a package of investment for rail lines across East Anglia.
Cllr James Palmer noted that the dualing of the track between Ely and Soham was
scheduled for completion by 2017, which would assist the case for re-opening a
railway station in Soham. Cllr James Palmer stated that it was thanks to the hard
work by officers that re-opening of the railway station in Soham was now on the
agenda for Network Rail.

Cllr G Wilson supported the comments of Cllr James Palmer and he hoped
that the rail line would continue through to Cambridge. In response to a question by
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Cllr G Wilson, the Head of Planning and Sustainable Development explained that
the level of ‘meaningful proportion’ of CIL receipts that would be passed directly
onto parish and town councils in the district had not yet been set by Government,
therefore, the Council had assumed this would be set at 5%. Cllr G Wilson noted
that the Council was one of the first authorities to introduce CIL and therefore
congratulated officers.

Cllr Allen enquired how the figure of 5% had been determined. The Head of
Planning and Sustainable Development explained that it was a speculative guess
as Government had not yet announced the percentage that they would be setting.

Cllr Williams MBE did not agree that the percentage was balanced
particularly for the smaller villages. The Head of Planning and Sustainable
Development explained that parish and town councils would have total discretion in
the use of CIL receipts that would be passed directly to them and these funds could
be used on capital infrastructure projects in their locality, subject to the respective
parish and town council producing an annual report on the income received and
expenditure incurred. However, the level of CIL receipts in the first year of
operation of CIL in 2013/14 was forecast to be low, as CIL was payable on
commencement of development and, in cases of larger developments, by
instalments. This meant that there was likely to be a significant time lag until any
significant sums of monies were collected, and low levels of income might be
collected in the first year of operation.

The District Council, as a charging and collecting authority, was able to make
use of a proportion of the funding for administration costs. This level had also not
yet been set by Government, and therefore an assumption of 5% had been made.
Cllr Stevens hoped that, when establishing the level of percentages, the
Government would try to reflect the demographics across the whole of the country.

Cllr Wright suggested that officers should continue to monitor the policies
that neighbouring authorities were introducing, as there might be a situation where
the level of development experienced in the district was reduced if developers were
offered a better deal in other districts. Cllr Wright noted that it was once normal
practice to ask for a bond from developers.

Cllr Beckett was concerned if the percentages remained at 5%, particularly
as the ‘meaningful proportion’ of CIL receipts that would be passed directly to parish
and town councils in the district was currently 5%. However, the Council could
charge an administration cost of 5%.

It was resolved:

i. That the draft East Cambridgeshire CIL Annual Delivery Plan 2013/14,
as set out in Appendix 1 of the submitted report, be approved.

ii. That the draft East Cambridgeshire CIL Regulation 123 list, as set out in
Appendix 2 of the submitted report, be approved.

iii. That the draft East Cambridgeshire CIL Instalment Payments policy, as
set out in Appendix 3 of the submitted report, be approved.
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Having left the Council Chamber, at the conclusion of the above agenda item, Cllrs B Hunt
and Bailey returned to the Council meeting.

At this stage of the meeting Cllr Allan left the Council Chamber and did not return to the
meeting.

54. BUSINESS RATES POOLING “GROWING CAMBRIDGESHIRE”

The Chief Executive referred Members to the white coloured paper tabled at
the meeting which detailed a revised recommendation to that contained in the
officer’s report, as well as supporting financial information.

The Council received a report (M206), for Members to consider whether to
formally enter into the Business Rates Pool “Growing Cambridgeshire” in the light of
the Local Government Finance Settlement.

The Chief Executive explained that he was disappointed to have to present
the revised recommendation. However, when Members had previously discussed
the matter at the Scrutiny Committee and the Finance and Governance Committee
meetings, assessment of the financial information provided had made the Pool very
attractive. Subsequently revised financial information had been provided which now
questioned the viability of joining the Pool. Previously, it had appeared that there
would be a significant financial benefit but, since the revised financial information, it
had become apparent that the financial benefit to share amongst the entire county
totalled only £13,686.

The Chief Executive noted that although the revised recommendation was
for the Council to withdraw from the "Growing Cambridgeshire” Business Rates
Pool, the recommendation also acknowledged the Council’s support for the
principle of pooling in the future, if financially viable. The Chief Executive further
noted that the Council was not the only authority that was proposing to withdraw
from the Pool as the figures did not make sense.

In response to a question from Cllr Bailey, the Chief Executive explained that
the situation had changed due to the Levy Rate of 50% and the allocation to reduce
the effect of the Business Rate collection.

It was resolved:

i. That East Cambridgeshire District Council withdraw from the proposed
"Growing Cambridgeshire " Business Rates Pool;

ii. That East Cambridgeshire District Council support a joint response from
the Leaders of Cambridgeshire Councils to the Secretary of State
confirming their support for the principle of pooling whilst expressing
their concerns at the impact of late changes to the scheme on the
viability of any future pooling arrangements;

iii. In the light of the outcome of (ii) above, the case for pooling be
reviewed in 2014/15.

55. SCRUTINY COMMITTEE REPORT
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Council received a report, M207, previously circulated, that provided a
summary of the items considered by the Scrutiny Committee at its meeting on 27
November 2012.

It was resolved:

That the report be noted.

The meeting concluded at 8.15pm.
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          8th January 2013 

         
Dear Ian 
 
COUNCIL – 8TH JANUARY 2013 – AGENDA ITEM NO. 8 MEMBER QUESTIONS 
 
Thank you for your question to Council on 8th January 2013. 
 
Your question was as follows: 
 
 While thanking our Leader for his comprehensive reply to my last question, 

circulated to you all, I am afraid that his decision to focus his reply narrowly has 
failed to answer the main thrust of my question. 

 
 Therefore, I have to ask again, do our local political leaders who are members of 

national political parties work primarily for those parties or for the local communities 
that elected them, and if the latter then why is affordable housing not a higher priority 
for this Council?  The temporary accommodation mentioned in the reply to my last 
question may lower the financial burden in the short term but reliance on community 
land trusts to improve the huge undersupply of rented affordable housing is wildly 
optimistic.  Does this Council accept that direct involvement in housing provision is 
one of the options available to it?  Is the Council lobbying Government along with 
other authorities in the south east similarly affected by benefit changes that are the 
single biggest factor in the rise in demand for emergency accommodation, or is it 
happy to implement the policies demanded by its political allies at Westminster? 

 
As previously advised, housing remains a high priority for the Council and the forthcoming 
Homelessness Strategy will seek to address current issues of bed and breakfast usage and 
increasing pressure on households in need of a home they can afford.  Homelessness 
prevention will be the main focus, developing initiatives to enable people to remain in their 
own homes where possible.  However, there will always be a shortage of affordable 
housing. 
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This Council took a strategic decision that it no longer wished to be a direct provider of 
social housing in 1993 and transferred its housing stock to Hereward Housing Association 
(now Sanctuary Housing).  While the idea of direct housing provision appears in theory to 
be an attractive one, in practice establishing a new housing department would require 
significant investment in both capital and revenue terms.  A Housing Revenue Account 
would need to be established (by law) along with teams to manage rental income, 
maintenance of stock – responding to day to day repairs as well as planned programmes of 
improvement, housing management through a team of housing staff etc etc.  In order to be 
financially viable the number of properties to be managed would need to be significant in 
order to offset initial set up costs.  
 
I cannot agree with your view about Community Land Trusts (CLT's) which I believe will 
play a major part in providing affordable housing in local communities.   Development and 
Transport Committee on Thursday this week (10th January 2013) will consider an integrated 
programme of support to CLT's across the District which could provide up to 180 home 
starts by 2019/20. 
 
In addition, the Council continues to work with developers, registered providers and other 
partners including Town and Parish Councils to develop new affordable housing, gaining 
better value for money than direct investment in housing stock would deliver.  A range of 
measures are also being developed including strengthening links with private sector 
landlords. 
 
Thank you for your attention. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
 
 
Cllr Peter Moakes 
Leader of the Council 


