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SUMMARY

This report provides the Council with further information in relation to a question asked 
by Councillor Bryant at the Council meeting on 15 June 2017

RECOMMENDATION

The Council is asked to note the contents of the report.



1. BACKGROUND TO REPORT

1.1 During the Members’ Open Questions session at the Council meetings held on 
20 April 2017 and 15 June 2017, Councillor Bryant asked how it was proposed 
that falling Revenue Support Grant, rising costs and additional calls on services 
to backfill those withdrawn by other agencies would be replaced in light of the 
plans outlined during the Leader’s speech at the Council meeting on 20 April 
2017.

1.2 The Leader provided a response on 20 April 2017, stating that meeting the 
ambitions would be big challenging and would require the completion of a piece 
of work in which members would need to be involved. Any proposed changes 
to the budget would be subject to Council approval.

1.3 At the meeting on 15 June 2017 the question was referred to the Cabinet 
Member for Finance, who stated that the Council was looking at a number of 
solutions to the financial challenges it faced in order that it remained fully 
functioning and be able to produce a balanced budget. He also promised that 
further information would be provided in a written answer to the question.

1.4 The Cabinet Member for Finance provided the following additional information 
to Councillor Bryant on 22 June 2017. 

“I am now in a position to fully answer the question you posed at full council. As 
you are aware we have a balanced MTFS out to 19/20 when we believe our 
share of Revenue Support grant and Rural Services Grant will go to zero (in 
fact slightly negative). We have added some additional items to the budget 
recently, most notable the Big Clean initiative. This will, in its early stage, be 
funded by underspends from 2016/17 outturn and the Local Priorities Reserve. 
Post review of this project the Members may decide to build this into core 
budgets, however we will be looking at the existing street cleansing and refuse 
service to ensure they are operating at an optimum level with the resources 
they have currently allocated. The Leader has been clear that he is looking to 
drive out savings, particularly from Back Office type services and derive 
additional income from commercialising existing services such as waste and 
recycling.

“I have asked Officers to look at a number of initiatives, including further 
centralisation of budgets and the potential to offer more of our building space to 
third parties. These initiatives will be alongside established projects such as 
trade waste and the digital agenda. We continue a process of a root and branch 
review of budget headings, this will bring out other opportunities for savings and 
efficiencies which will allow further investment in the priorities of the council.”

2. OTHER OPTIONS CONSIDERED

2.1 This report provides a mechanism for sharing information with Members, 
consequently no other options have been considered.

3. RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS 

3.1 There are no resource implications arising as a result of this report.



4. RISK AND MITIGATION 

4.1 Risk has been considered as part of this report and no specific high risks were 
identified.

5. ISSUES ARISING FROM IMPACT ANALYSIS (EQUALITY, SAFEGUARDING 
etc.)

5.1 This report does not require an impact analysis as it briefs Members on historic 
activity.

6. CRIME AND DISORDER IMPLICATIONS

6.1 There are no crime and disorder implications arising as a result of this report.

7. COMMENTS OF FINANCIAL SERVICES

7.1 There are no financial implications arising from this report.

8. COMMENTS OF LEGAL AND DEMOCRATIC SERVICES

8.1 A response was given to the question at full Council and further information was 
proposed. Where additional information is supplied to the questioner outside the 
meeting, following the principles set out in the Constitution at Article 4.8, 
additional information supplied in respect of a question will increase 
transparency and ensure that the information provided to all Councillors is 
consistent.

9. COMMENTS OF OTHER RELEVANT SERVICES 

9.1 There are no comments from other relevant services.

10. APPENDICES

10.1 Appendix A – Additional information provided by the Cabinet Member for 
Finance to Councillor Bryant

11. BACKGROUND PAPERS

11.1 Article 4 of the Council’s Constitution: 
http://moderngov.southkesteven.gov.uk/documents/s18078/Article%204%20am
end.pdf 

http://moderngov.southkesteven.gov.uk/documents/s18078/Article%204%20amend.pdf
http://moderngov.southkesteven.gov.uk/documents/s18078/Article%204%20amend.pdf

