
Cabinet 
 Agenda 

8 October 2024 at 7pm 
Council Chamber, Civic Centre, Chelmsford 

Membership 
Councillor S J Robinson (Chair and Leader) 

Councillor L Foster (Fairer Chelmsford  
and Deputy Leader) 

and Councillors 
Councillor C Davidson (Finance) 

Councillor N Dudley (Active Chelmsford) 
Councillor D Eley (Safer Chelmsford) 

Councillor R Moore (Greener Chelmsford) 

Local people are welcome to attend this meeting, where your elected 
Councillors take decisions affecting YOU and your City.   

There is also an opportunity to ask your Councillors questions or make a 
statement. These have to be submitted in advance and details are on the 

agenda page. If you would like to find out more, please telephone  
Dan Sharma-Bird in the Democracy Team on Chelmsford (01245) 606523 

email dan.sharma-bird @chelmsford.gov.uk 

If you need this agenda in an alternative format please call 01245 
606923.  Minicom textphone number: 01245 606444. 
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THE CABINET 

8 October 2024 
 

AGENDA 
 

PART 1 – Items to be considered when the public are likely to be 
present 
 

1. Apologies for Absence 
 

2. Declarations of Interest 
All Members must disclose any interests they know they have in items of business on the 
meeting’s agenda and that they must do so at this point on the agenda or as soon as they 
become aware of the interest. If the interest is a Disclosable Pecuniary Interest they are also 
obliged to notify the Monitoring Officer within 28 days of the meeting. 

 
3. Minutes and Decisions Called in 
Minutes of meeting on 10 September 2024. No decisions had been called in. 

 
4.  Public Questions 
Any member of the public may ask a question or make a statement at this point in the meeting. 
Each person has two minutes and a maximum of 20 minutes is allotted to public 
questions/statements, which must be about matters for which the Cabinet is responsible. The 
Chair may disallow a question if it is offensive, substantially the same as another question or 
requires disclosure of exempt or confidential information. If the question cannot be answered 
at the meeting a written response will be provided after the meeting. 

Any member of the public who wishes to submit a question or statement to this meeting should 
email it to committees@chelmsford.gov.uk at least 24 hours before the start time of the 
meeting. All valid questions and statements will be published with the agenda on the website 
at least six hours before the start time and will be responded to at the meeting. Those who 
have submitted a valid question or statement will be entitled to put it in person at the meeting. 

 
5. Members’ Questions 
To receive any questions or statements from councillors not members of the Cabinet on 
matters for which the Cabinet is responsible. 
 
6. Finance Item 
 
6.1 Annual Financial Review Report 
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7. Greener Chelmsford Item 
 
7.1 Declaration of John Shennan Field as a Local Nature Reserve 

 

8. Urgent Business 
To consider any other matter which, in the opinion of the Chair, should be considered by 
reason of special circumstances (to be specified) as a matter of urgency and which does 
not constitute a key decision. 

 
9. Reports to Council 
The officers will advise on those decisions of the Cabinet which must be the subject of 
recommendation to the Council. 
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Cabinet CAB8 10 September 2024 

 

 

MINUTES OF 

CHELMSFORD CITY COUNCIL CABINET 

on 10 September 2024 at 7pm 

 

Present: 

Cabinet Members 

 

Councillor S Robinson, Leader of the Council (Chair) 

Councillor L Foster, Deputy Leader and Cabinet Member for a Fairer Chelmsford 

Councillor C Davidson, Cabinet Member for Finance 

Councillor N Dudley, Cabinet Member for an Active Chelmsford 

Councillor D Eley, Cabinet Member for a Safer Chelmsford 

Councillor R Moore, Cabinet Member for a Greener Chelmsford 

 

Cabinet Deputies 

 

Councillor J Lardge, Cabinet Deputy for Cultural Services 

Councillor T Sherlock, Cabinet Deputy for Sustainable Transport 

Opposition Spokespersons 

 

 Councillors, J Armstrong, S Dobson, J Jeapes, M Steel, R Whitehead and P Wilson 

 

Also present: Councillors N Chambers, R Hyland, B Massey, V Pappa, S Scott, A Sosin and 

M Taylor 

1. Apologies for Absence 

 

Apologies for absence were received from Cllrs S Goldman, Hawkins and Raven.  

 

The Chair welcomed the two new deputy Cabinet members to their first meeting, Cllrs Hawkins 

and Lardge, as the Deputies for Support and Cultural Services. Cllr Foster was also welcomed 

in their new role as Deputy Leader and Cabinet member for a Fairer Chelmsford. It was noted 

that the new roles had been put in place, since Cllr Goldman had stepped down from the 

Cabinet after being elected as the MP for Chelmsford. It was also noted that the deputy roles 

were designed to allow a wider range of Councillors to have leadership roles, with the roles 

designed to take up half the time of a full Cabinet role. 

2. Declarations of Interest 

 

Members of the Cabinet were reminded to declare at the appropriate time any interests in any 

of the items of business on the meeting’s agenda.  
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Cabinet CAB9 10 September 2024 

 

 

3. Minutes and Decisions Called-in 

 

The minutes of the meeting on 9 July 2024 were confirmed as a correct record. No decisions 

had been called in.  

4. Public Questions 

 

One public question had been submitted in advance, relating to the planned closure of HMV 

in High Chelmer Shopping Centre and can be viewed via this link.  

 

The Cabinet heard that the shop had been open for decades but was now set to close, after 

being given notice by High Chelmer management without discussion or advance warning. The 

Cabinet heard that Chelmsford would lose an important music and media store and they were 

asked what local politicians would do on behalf of residents, as the closure was not in the best 

interests of the community. The Cabinet were also informed that the shop was culturally and 

socially important and part of one of the few thriving industries in the UK and that the Council 

should intervene due to strong public opinion. 

 

In response to the question raised, the Deputy Leader of the Council stated that the Economic 

Development team were aware of the closure, but not of the circumstances surrounding the 

decision or future plans, and that they had reached out to High Chelmer management to fully 

understand the situation. They also stated that the Council had limited control over specific 

businesses that operate and the retail landscape was largely driven by market forces, 

consumer demand and the preferences of property owners and management companies.  

 

The Deputy Leader also stated that the Council remained committed to promoting Chelmsford 

as a destination for businesses which met the needs of the local community, whilst contributing 

positively to the local economy and that work would continue with the Business Improvement 

District to help shape Chelmsford’s retail offer. The Cabinet also heard that the Council had 

reached out directly to HMV to understand the situation, to offer support in identifying a 

suitable alternative premises and to provide signposting to redundancy support to share with 

those employees at risk or redundancy.  

 

In response to a follow up question, querying what local politicians would specifically do, the 

Deputy Leader, reiterated the steps that had already been taken as covered in their initial 

answer and stated that it was not within a local authorities power to dictate which retail 

premises should be on a High Street. 

 

5. Members’ Questions 

 

At this point of the meeting, Cabinet Members were asked questions by members of the 

opposition. 

In response to a question from Cllr Scott, regarding the planned removal by the Government 

of the Winter Fuel Allowance, the Leader of the Council stated that it was not a matter the 

Cabinet or Council was responsible for. They also stated that their administration did not 

support the Government plans and that the MP for Chelmsford had signed a motion in 

parliament against the removal. In response to a follow up question on the potential 

homelessness as a result of the change, the Leader stated that any homelessness 
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applications would be processed by the team in the usual way. They also referred to the list 

of warm spaces on the Council website, which the Cabinet Member for a Safer Chelmsford, 

agreed to check was up to date.  

In response to questions from Cllr Hyland, regarding a concern at the Moreland development 

in South Woodham Ferres and on housing completions, the Leader of the Council, thanked 

Cllr Hyland for the advance notice of the questions and stated that the Cabinet were not 

responsible for planning applications and specific questions on housing delivery, would be 

more suitable at the November Overview and Scrutiny Committee. The Cabinet Member for a 

Greener Chelmsford, did though respond to the elements of the questions they were able to. 

The Cabinet heard that regarding the Moreland Development, the situation regarding a sewer 

tanker having to be emptied daily, was not ideal and under the planning application, the 

development should be connected to the mains sewerage. The Cabinet Member stated that a 

neighbouring landowner had damaged the connection, leading to the temporary solution and 

that they were now disputing the right of the developer to connect through their land. It was 

noted that a new connection should be in place within the next two weeks. 

In response to Cllr Hyland’s question on housing completions, the Cabinet Member for a 

Greener Chelmsford stated that, they were not able to withhold planning permissions from 

developers, who had not built out their other permissions. It was also noted that permissions 

did have a three year time limit for commencement before elapsing, but that the Council also 

needed to be able to demonstrate a pipeline of future permissions and completions to meet 

requirements. The Leader of the Council also noted that they shared the frustrations raised 

with housing completions, and the difficulty in meeting affordable housing targets, when 

completions were based on decisions from older grants of planning permission. It was also 

agreed that Cllr Hyland, be sent written responses to the two questions, by the Cabinet 

Member for a Greener Chelmsford. 

Other questions were asked by opposition members under the relevant items already on the 

agenda. 

6.1 National Planning Policy Framework Consultation Response (Greener 

Chelmsford) 

Declarations of interest: 

None. 

Summary: 

The Cabinet were asked to consider the proposed consultation responses to the 

Government’s consultation on proposed reforms to the National Planning Policy Framework 

(NPPF) and other changes to the planning system. The Cabinet heard that the proposed 

changes to the NPPF had been published by government for consultation, on 30th July 2024, 

with a closing date of 24 September. It was noted that the consultation set out specific 

changes, including measures to seek to achieve universal national local plan coverage, 

economic growth and the building of 1.5 homes over the next five years.  

The Cabinet heard that the proposed changes were wide-ranging and sought to affect urgent 

change, in particular, the way new homes were planned for. It was noted that to enable the 

step change in the delivery of new homes, the Government would need to make significant 

investment in infrastructure provision and subsidy to deliver affordable housing which was not 

covered by the consultation. It was noted that the proposed re-introduction of statutory 

strategic sub-regional plans were welcomed, as strategic cross boundary matters could be 
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addressed more effectively than individual Council’s local plans. The Cabinet also heard that 

concerns on the use of Grey Belt terminology had been raised in the responses. The Cabinet 

noted that the most pressing matter for the progression of Chelmsford’s Local Plan were the 

proposed Local Plan transitional arrangements, which would need amending to ensure 

Council’s such as Chelmsford, that were well advanced with their plan making, were allowed 

to continue rather than having to start again with all the assonated cost and delay that would 

arise. The Cabinet Member also thanked officers for their hard work in drafting the responses 

to the consultation at short notice.  

Options: 

1. Support the proposed consultation responses. 

2. Not support the proposed consultation responses. 

3. Support in part and/or amend the proposed consultation responses. 

 

Preferred option and reasons: 
To support the proposed consultation responses as the Council’s formal response to the 

consultation. 

Discussion: 

The Opposition spokesperson for Greener Chelmsford, also thanked officers for their hard 

work in drafting responses to the consultation. They informed the Cabinet that their group 

supported the vast majority of the responses, but asked if it was possible to strengthen some 

of the responses and add further detail on areas including the definition of the grey belt, where 

it was felt that could be particularly detrimental. They also asked if they could send some 

further detail to the Cabinet Member and officers outside of the meeting, to see if they could 

be incorporated into the Council’s formal response.  

 

The Cabinet also heard concerns from another opposition member, about the lack of general 

infrastructure for future developments, and the importance of it being in place before 

developments were started. The Cabinet heard that the responses could be strengthened in 

that regard and stated that it was difficult to enable growth in communities, without the 

infrastructure elements being in place, with the capacity of the A12 and A414 in particular 

being highlighted. 

The Cabinet heard from officers that any minor comments passed on by the opposition group, 

could be looked at with the Cabinet Member and potentially incorporated into the response, 

but anything substantive should be raised at the meeting rather than via email. The Cabinet 

were also informed that officers always looked to prioritise infrastructure where possible, ready 

for future developments and each development had to be able to mitigate its own impact on 

elements such as highways.  

The Cabinet also heard concerns regarding the proposed one month transitional period, for 

Council’s such as Chelmsford, that had well developed Local Plans. It was noted that this 

should be made clear in the response, as it was the main issue that could affect Chelmsford. 

The Leader of the Council agreed and stated that they had held meetings with the Housing 

Minister, to emphasise that point and that they had also raised concerns about needing more 

powers to enforce affordable housing targets. 
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RESOLVED that subject to any minor amendments arising from discussions between the 

opposition spokesperson for Greener Chelmsford and the Cabinet member for Greener 

Chelmsford, the responses to the consultation questions set out at Appendix 1 be supported 

and sent to Government as this Council’s formal response.  

 
 
(7.18pm to 7.38pm) 

7.1 Waste Strategy for Essex (Safer Chelmsford) 

Declarations of interest: 

None. 

Summary: 

The Cabinet were asked to decide whether to support the principles and priorities of the Waste 

Strategy for Essex which had been formally adopted by Essex County Council in their statutory 

role as waste disposal authority. The Cabinet heard that the strategy had been developed by 

Essex and the 12 Borough, District and City Council’s within Essex and that it had been driven 

by the need to rethink the approach to waste management and it’s practices. The Cabinet 

heard that four principles underpinned the approach to treat waste as a resource, by moving 

to a circular economy, applying the waste hierarchy, collaborating and innovating and 

educating and engaging. 

The Cabinet were also informed that by 2035, the strategy aimed for 65% of waste to be 

reused, recycled or composted and that the City Council were well positioned to meet the 

target. It was also noted that the City Council already offered a comprehensive kerbside 

separated collection service under it’s own policies and that it was already compliant in all 

aspects with the Waste Strategy for Essex, in terms of resident access to collection services. 

The Cabinet were informed of the importance of increasing the collective recycling 

performance and reducing black bin waste as much as possible, to reduce the amount being 

sent for incineration. The Cabinet heard that there were no inherent conflicts or tensions 

between the Strategy and the Council’s own policies and that the Strategy did not limit the City 

Council’s ability to determine its own and future collection arrangements. The Cabinet Member 

thanked officers and the previous Cabinet member for their help in assisting with the 

production of the strategy. 

Options: 

1. To support the principles and priorities of the Waste Strategy for Essex. 

2. To not support the principles and priorities of the Waste Strategy for Essex. 

3. To support in part the principles and priorities of the Waste Strategy for Essex. 

Preferred option and reasons: 

To support the principles and priorities of the Waste Strategy for Essex as there would be 

benefits to working in a partnership and there were no inherent conflicts or tensions between 

the Waste Strategy for Essex and the City Council’s own recycling and waste collection 

policies and practices. 

Discussion: 

The Opposition spokesperson for Safer Chelmsford stated that their group were also in 

support of the strategy. They stated that it was comprehensive, clear and succinct and and 

thanked officers for their work in helping to produce the strategy.   
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In response to a question regarding, the potential for toxic waste being produced when waste 

was incinerated and how the strategy would deal with this, the Cabinet heard that the question 

would be best answered by the County Council itself as the relevant waste disposal authority. 

Officers did inform the Cabinet however, that they understood a long term contract for the 

treatment and disposal of residual waste had recently been let by the County Council but that 

the Rivenhall plant would not be ready until later in October. It was therefore understood by 

officers that as a temporary measure, processing would take place elsewhere with residual 

waste exported and put into an energy to waste plant in Europe.  

RESOLVED that the principles and priorities of the Waste Strategy for Essex be supported 

as set out in the report.  

 
(7.39pm to 7.49pm) 

8. Urgent Business 

 

There were no items of urgent business.  

 

9. Reports to Council 

 

No reports were subject of a recommendation to Council. 

 

The meeting closed at 7.50pm 

 

Chair 
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Chelmsford City Council Cabinet 

8th October 2024 

Annual Financial Review 2024/25 

Report by: 
Cabinet Member for Finance 

Officer Contact: 

Phil Reeves, Accountancy Services Manager (S151 Officer), 01245 606562, 

phil.reeves@chelmsford.gov.uk  

Purpose 

To update members on the Council’s overall financial outlook for current and future 

years. 

Options 

To agree or vary the proposals contained within this report whilst paying regard to the 

financial sustainability of any amendments. 

Preferred option and reasons 

Accept the report’s projections and recommendations. The report outlines the likely 

financial outcomes based on current approved policy and budgets.  

Recommendations 
1) That Cabinet note the financial forecast and use it as a basis to prepare

the 2025/26 budget.  In particular, that Cabinet 

• review capital spending to ensure it remains affordable;

• continue to explore options to reduce the costs of providing services;

• review fees and charges;

• continue pressing the Government to provide more financial support or

open up additional options for funding local government; 

Agenda Item 6.1 
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2 

• in case these actions are not sufficient for a balanced 2025-26 budget to
be set, consider how a new charge for collecting garden waste could be 
introduced.  

2)  That Cabinet approves the amended capital programme (appendix 2)

1. Background

1.1. In January, the Cabinet is required to make a proposal to February Council for the 

2025/26 Budget. This report forms a key element of the process, enabling Cabinet 

to  

• develop a robust and balanced budget proposal for 2025/26; and

• sustainably manage the Council’s finances.

1.2. A balanced budget for a Council is legally defined as where the expenditure plans 

of the authority are fully funded from income and reserves. 

1.3. The assessment of a robust budget is made by the Council’s statutory finance 

officer (s151 officer) and is included with the budget proposals made to Council 

each February.  

1.4. The Council is legally required to budget and account for its finances as: 

• Revenue: day-to-day expenditure to deliver services such as employee

costs 

• Capital: broadly capital is defined as expenditure that relates to the

acquisition or enhancement of assets which have a useful life of more than 

12 months and are charged to the Council’s balance sheet. 

1.5. For Cabinet to assess the current and projected financial position, this report 

includes projections of: 

• Appendix 1 – current year (2024/25) revenue expenditure and income

measured against the original budget 

• Appendix 2 – capital programme expenditure and funding projection

• Appendix 3 – five-year forecast of revenue expenditure and income

• Appendix 4 – five-year forecast of revenue reserves (2025/26 to 2029/30)

1.6. Using the financial projections, a high-level summary of actions has been 

produced.  

Agenda Item 6.1 
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2. High-level summary of Findings

2.1. Revenue Budget Monitoring for the current year 2024/25 as detailed in Appendix 

1 

2.1.1 The current forecast highlights: 

o Net service expenditure and income is expected to be favourably £1.4m

below budget. This is broadly from an overspend on employee costs of 

£1.7m, underspend of £1.5m on other expenditure and additional 

income of £1.6m. 

o On Housing Benefit (HB) subsidy and payments, a net adverse variance

of £0.3m arising predominantly from insufficient government funding of 

benefit paid by the Council for supported housing.  

o As a result of the above Service and HB variances, there is a £1.1m

favourable variance (allowing for rounding). 

o Non-service income and expenditure (capital financing etc.) is forecast

to be favourably underspent by £0.5m. 

o General Fund Reserve use, because of the above variances, is expected

to be £1m lower than budgeted. This is favourable. 

2.1.2 The net service and HB underspend of £1.1m is analysed as follows: 

o An approved £0.5m ongoing overspend to fund the higher costs of the

2024/25 pay award 

o An approved £0.1m ongoing overspend on additional employee costs

(temporary Housing Benefit staff and Housing Standards) 

o £1m net underspend on Temporary Accommodation (homelessness)

o £1m underspend on Electricity and Gas (which is offset by reserve

movements) 

o £0.6m additional net income from one-off grants, allowing for associated

costs 

o £0.6m staffing overspends, after allowing for approved variations, such

as the  additional cost of the 2024/25 pay award. 

o £0.3m HB Subsidy overspends

2.2. The Capital Programme and its associated financing costs 

2.2.1 Appendix 2 includes the details of the approved capital programme and any 

forecast variances.  

2.2.2 Within Appendix 2, there is a forecast revenue cost to finance the capital 

programme. It also includes details of forecast borrowing and Community 

Infrastructure Levy (CIL) income.  

2.2.3 Commentary on Appendix 2 

• The overall cost of the currently approved programme is not materially

different. 
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• Cabinet is asked to approve the variations identified in the appendix where

necessary. 

• The levels of projected debt over the forecast period have increased due to

a new lower forecast amount of CIL income. The approved capital 

programme as a result requires more borrowing to fund it. The reduced CIL 

is a result of a market-driven slowdown in house-building, including higher 

costs of construction.  

• The budget for the net revenue financing cost  of the capital programme is

£1.1m for 2024/25 and that cost is forecast to rise significantly.  Most of the 

increase is due to funding replacement equipment. The capital programme 

is a key part of the financial plans supporting current service delivery and 

supporting the achievement of Our Chelmsford, Our Plan. The budget 

process for 2025/26 will again need to make a wider assessment of the 

affordability of the capital programme, given the large forecast budget deficit 

discussed below.  

2.3. Revenue 5-year forecast projections 

2.3.1 The budget shortfall projection is shown in detail in Appendix 3. The budget 

shortfalls currently projected are (nearest million): 

2025/26 
£ms 

2026/27 
£ms 

2027/28 
£ms 

2028/29 
£ms 

2029/30 
£ms 

Annual 
shortfall 

4.0 3.1 1.8 2.2 2.2 

Cumulative 
Shortfall  

4.0 7.1 8.9 11.1 13.3 

• The main causes of these deficits are:

▪ Homelessness costs . The national housing crisis continues to cause an

increase in the number of people the Council has to house in temporary 

accommodation. The trend has lessened from 2023/24 but as each new 

case costs the Council over £13,000 a year, it remains the most 

significant financial problem the Council faces.   

▪ Inflation (including pay and National Living Wage)

▪ The cost of financing capital spending

▪ The impact of ceasing to use general reserves to support the revenue

budget (the 2024/25 budget used £1.1m to support ongoing expenditure, 

which means higher savings are needed in 2025/26)  

▪ Funding from Government has fallen despite the increased cost of

delivering services, while Government limits on the size of Council Tax 

rises have kept these below inflation. 

2.3.2 The Government currently intends to provide a one-year core local authority 

funding settlement for 2025/26. Officers expect a three-year settlement to be 

announced at some point in 2025, so ongoing funding remains uncertain. There 
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are reasons to be hopeful that Government funding may increase, which would 

reduce the forecast deficits, but evidence is insufficient to justify budgeting 

(forecasting) on that basis. 

2.3.3 Any additional Government funding will almost certainly not close the budget 

gaps sufficiently to avoid some difficult decisions having to be made within the 

budget. This is discussed in paragraph 3. 

2.3.4 Reserves continue to support the budget. For example, within the forecast 

period some £4m of earmarked reserves is making good temporary losses in 

commercial rent income and £1m is funding the development of the local plan. 

However, the General Fund reserve has limited scope to support the budget 

going forward. Projections of reserves are discussed below (figures in Appendix 

4).  

2.4. Reserves: 5-Year Forecast 

2.4.1 The Council’s reserves are revenue money set aside to fund future known 

costs, fund known risks should they be realised and cover unexpected costs or 

loss of income. The Council has earmarked reserves for specific identified risks 

and costs, plus it has an unearmarked General fund balance to act as 

contingency. The projected level of reserves is shown in detail in Appendix 4.  

• The s151 officer is required to set a recommended level of general fund

reserve (contingency); the target remains at £9m. A review of the 

recommend level of General balance will take place in the 2025/26 budget 

but is unlikely to be lowered in advance of any Government three-year 

settlement being announced. 

• The projections allow for a number of transfers between reserves which

become part of the budget. The most material transfer thought necessary in 

2025/26 is £2.475m from the General balance to a Rent income reserve to 

fund shortfalls due to predicted vacant periods in Council-owned 

commercial properties. After allowing for the transfers, the level of 

earmarked reserve to manage specific risks and costs is identified in 

Appendix 4.  

• The General balance is forecast to fall from £14.6m to £8m in the 5-year

forecast period. However, the balance is expected to remain above £9m 

until 2027/28 by which time the Government funding position should be 

established. Currently, the s151 officer views the levels to be within 

tolerance of the £9m target, given forecasting error risk, though the position 

needs to be monitored closely.  
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3. Actions and Conclusion

3.1. On current Council plans, a budget gap of £4m in 2025/26 and £13.3m in total 

across the five-year period is forecast. 

3.2. The Council has limited scope to use more reserves to support the budget. Also, 

additional use would create a larger shortfall in the next financial year.  Reserves 

should only be used this way if no other reasonable alternatives exist or there is a 

robust expectation of a resolution in a later year. 

3.3. There should be continued lobbying of government to make it fully recognise the 

dire financial position of local authorities nationally and to provide significant 

additional ongoing funding.  

3.4. The budget shortfalls cannot easily be closed unless significant additional 

government support is confirmed, so the budget process will need to: 

• Undertake the annual process of service budget reviews by directors in

consultation with cabinet members to find savings with limited impact on 

services. Overall savings are likely to be limited in value. 

• Use any additional freedoms offered by the Government to increase Council

Tax in 2025/26 to protect against service cuts. 

• Undertake initiatives to reduce Temporary Accommodation cost per case.

However, this is difficult as there are growing numbers of homeless 

households nationally and therefore strong competition for scarce housing. 

A significant proportion of the Council’s Temporary Accommodation use is 

also owned by Private Landlords and so price rises are likely and largely out 

of the Council’s control. 

• Review the capital programme to ensure spend and any financing costs are

directed effectively towards meeting corporate priorities. The Council’s 

assets should continue to be reviewed and managed to keep costs low and 

increase income either from disposals or improve their operational use. 

• Review all fees and charges.

• Re-assess existing levels of service provision as they may be unaffordable

in the medium term. 

• Consider introducing a new charge for collection of garden waste. 65% of

Councils currently charge for garden waste collections and this number is 

expected to increase to over 80%, mainly in response to the severe financial 

pressures that local authorities are experiencing. In Essex, all Councils now 

make a charge for garden waste collections with the exception of 

Chelmsford, Rochford and Epping Forest. A charge of around £60 could be 

expected to generate £1.3-£1.7m a year. Given the projected budget gap 

for next year and across the forecast, it is unlikely that the Council will be 

able to balance its budget without a garden waste charge. A decision on this 
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should be taken once it is known whether the Government proposes to offer 

the Council significant levels of additional funding.   

3.5. Which actions will be necessary to balance the 2025/26 budget and provide a 

step towards improved long-term finances will be dependent on the funding 

decisions of Government. Between now and Christmas that funding should 

become clearer, at least for 2025/26.    

List of appendices: 

• Appendix 1 - current year 2024/25 revenue expenditure and income measured

against the original approved budget 

• Appendix 2 - capital programme expenditure and funding

• Appendix 3 - five years of revenue expenditure and income

• Appendix 4 – five years revenue reserves

Background papers: 
Nil 

Corporate Implications 

Legal/Constitutional: To meet the legal requirements placed on the Council to set a 

balanced budget and approve a level of Council Tax for the coming year. 

Financial: As detailed in the report. 

Potential impact on climate change and the environment: The Council’s budget 

supports the Council in delivering its environmental objectives. 

Contribution toward achieving a net zero carbon position by 2030: The report provides 

funding for initiatives to contribute towards this goal. 

Personnel: Within the Budget, employee costs are the largest single expenditure. The 

limited financial resources and increasing inflationary pressures will make it difficult to 

maintain existing staffing levels.  

Risk Management: 

A review of the risks is identified. 

Equality and Diversity: 

N/A 

Health and Safety: 

N/A 

Digital: 

N/A 

Agenda Item 6.1 
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Other: 

N/A 

Consultees: 

Cabinet Members, Chief Executive and Directors, Monitoring Officer 

Relevant Policies and Strategies: 

Capital, Investment and Treasury Management Strategies 2024/25 (Full Council 
February 2024) 

Budget report 2024/25 (Full Council February 2024) 

Agenda Item 6.1 
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Summary Revenue Monitoring (mid-year) 

The following dashboards highlight the latest forecast for year-end spend, income, and reserve 
movements for the current financial year.  
 
The current forecast identifies an overspend on employee costs of £1.7m, an underspend of £1.5m on 
other expenditure and additional income of £1.6m, resulting in a net service underspend of just over 
£1.4m before Housing Benefit (HB) subsidy. After the HB subsidy variation, the net service 
underspend is just under £1.1m. 
 
There are a few variations between the various graphs below that offset each other, such as the 
underspend on Temporary Accommodation (TA) costs that offsets with significantly reduced rent 
income from TA, resulting in a net saving against budget of £1m.  
 
Of the £1.1m underspend, a £500k overspend has been approved for the 2024/25 pay award, plus a 
further £117k of supplementary estimates for additional employee costs. The balance of the £1.1m 
after allowing for the approved variations is a net underspend, including additional income, of £1.7m. 
The key variations are: 

• £1,005k underspend on TA 

• £953k underspend on Electricity and Gas 

• £583k additional net income from one-off grants 

• £600k staffing overspends after allowing for approved variations 

• £300k HB Subsidy overspends 

 

There are several changes to the service budgets that need to be reflected in the 2025/26 Original 
Budget process as they are ongoing. These are identified with variances in the charts below. 
 
The charts below highlight further detailed variations and the associated actions and risks, with non-
service items and reserves movements at the bottom of this dashboard.  
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Capital Programme and its Impact on the Revenue Budget 
 

1.1 The Council’s February budget and capital strategy reports explain in depth the difference between capital 

and revenue. Broadly, capital can be defined as expenditure that relates to the acquisition or enhancement 

of assets which have a useful life of more than twelve months and are charged to the Council’s balance 

sheet. 

1.2 The Council will only undertake capital investment in support of its priorities and where it supports asset 

maintenance, invest-to-save schemes, or strategic intent (such as the provision of affordable housing or 

Climate Emergency initiatives). Capital spending plans, whether funded from internal resources or through 

borrowing, must be affordable, prudent, and sustainable. 

1.3 This report updates the capital programme for changes identified by officers. There are no material changes 

that require prudential indicators to be updated, except for identifying the new borrowing forecasts further 

below which will be confirmed and reapproved in February. 

1.3.1 The Council’s capital programme is shown on page 16 in Table Capital schemes and Table Replacement 

Programme on page 27. They changes can be summarised as: 

1.3.2 Total Capital schemes – budgeted approved costs are £119.25m, however there is an expected increase in 

costs of £2.381m. Most of this increase is due to £2.61m additional expenditure for a scheme (ref 28) where 

government grant funding is being passed to CHP to deliver housing and needs no approval. The remaining 

net variation is a reduction of £0.229m. Detailed variations for Cabinet approval are on page 26. 

1.3.3 Total Replacement Programme spend for 2023/24 is shown on page 30. Some £0.8m of the budget needs 

carrying forward and approval into 2024/25. This would increase the 2024/25 budget to £6.408m. At 

February Council, a budget of £7.057m was also approved for replacements required in 2025/26.  

1.3.4 The budget proposals for 2025/26 will include any necessary revisions to the existing programme and any 

new schemes needed to deliver corporate plans. 

 

Financing the Capital Programme and Implications on the revenue budget 
1.4 The capital programme is different from revenue budgets in that borrowing and asset sales may be used to 

fund expenditure. The resources used to finance the Council’s capital programme are always estimated as 

part of the budget process but only finalised under delegation at financial year-end. The s151 Officer will 

determine the optimal mix of resources at the end of the financial year. The actual methods of financing can 

differ from the estimates depending on the life of assets being financed, resources available, and the relative 

costs of each resource. 

1.5 The impact on the Council’s revenue budget due to undertaking capital investment is via: 

• Additional running costs, income, or savings resulting from the acquisition of equipment or on 

completion of a capital project. 

• Funding capital schemes 

A) Direct Revenue Financing of capital schemes. An expenditure line in the Council’s Revenue budget 

which in effect funds capital expenditure instead of, say, borrowing. 

B) Borrowing costs. Interest and principal repayments (Minimum Revenue Provision (MRP)) are a 

revenue cost. 

C) Feasibility or design works on schemes that do not lead to an asset are revenue costs. Any such costs 

are initially funded from capital, capital grants, or borrowing, but will need to be charged to revenue 

resources. This is a requirement under government accounting practice. Although necessary to 

ascertain viability of some larger schemes, this will have a detrimental impact on revenue reserves so 

needs to be minimised. Feasibility expenditure is often essential to determine if a scheme is affordable 

and the best option.  

1.6 The Council does not have sufficient capital resources available to fund its capital programme so requires the 

use of borrowing. Borrowing does not necessarily lead to taking out external loans as the Council can and 
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does borrow internal cash such as the general fund balance or unspent CIL (community infrastructure levy, a 

charge on developers) funds. The latest projections of the Council internal and external borrowing are:  

The borrowing forecast for 2024/25 is lower than that made in February Council. However, the borrowing 

forecasts for later years have increased due to lower-than-expected CIL receipts. The level of borrowing is 

not the key financial metric, it is the cost of financing debt that determines what is affordable. Those costs 

are discussed below. 

The useful life of the asset determines how quickly we need to repay the debt through MRP. Most 

replacement assets such as vehicles and plant tend to have shorter life than larger assets such as buildings 

and land. Consequently, the MRP charged to revenue for assets in the replacement programme is 

significantly higher than the debt repayment charge for one-off schemes which tend to create assets with a 

longer life. 

The MRP repayments of internal and external borrowing are forecast to be: 

 
The MRP costs are now forecast to be lower for the period 2024/25 to 2026/27 than the February budget 

identified as expenditure was slower than planned. The changes however are not material to the budget gap. 

1.7 The net cost after allowing for interest income and expenditure of financing the capital programme is: 

The net financing costs forecast for the period up to 2025/26 are lower than those forecast in the 2024/25 

budget report but not materially. The 2026/27 net financing costs increased by circa £1m over the 2024/25 

Internal and External Borrowing Combined 2022/23 2023/24 2024/25 2025/26 2026/27 2027/28 2028/29 2029/30

£ms £ms £ms £ms £ms £ms £ms £ms

New Annual Borrowing 17.059 3.020 9.118 17.894 9.742 5.946 6.033 2.782

Less MRP Repaid -0.595 -0.811 -1.094 -1.531 -2.459 -2.537 -3.195 -3.844

Cumulative Borrowing (Capital Financing Requirement) 35.362 37.571 45.595 61.958 69.241 72.650 75.488 74.426

Breakdown MRP Repaid 2023/24 2024/25 2025/26 2026/27 2027/28 2028/29 2029/30

£ms £ms £ms £ms £ms £ms £ms

Capital Schemes Approved 0.408 0.496 0.702 0.881 0.977 1.060 1.130

Capital Scheme New Proposals

Capital Schemes MRP 0.408 0.496 0.702 0.881 0.977 1.060 1.130

Capital Replacements life less than 10 years 0.013 0.229 0.886 1.077 1.501 2.055

Capital Replacements Finance Leases 0.403 0.585 0.600 0.692 0.483 0.634 0.659

Capital Replacments MRP 0.403 0.598 0.829 1.578 1.560 2.135 2.714

Total MRP Repaid in Year 0.811 1.094 1.531 2.459 2.537 3.195 3.844

Budgeted Net Revenue Costs Changes - financing costs of Capital Programme

23/24 24/25 25/26 26/27 27/28 28/29 29/30

£ms £ms £ms £ms £ms £ms £ms

Estimate interest income -2.884 -1.01 -0.697 -0.645 -0.657 -0.711 -0.684

Estimate interest costs 0.216 0.856 1.522 2.287 2.558 2.632 2.558

Estimated MRP schemes and leases 0.81 1.134 1.53 2.46 2.54 3.2 3.84

Net Revenue cost of financing capital -1.858 0.98 2.355 4.102 4.441 5.121 5.714

Financing Cost less

Income gain from new scheme proposals 0 0 0 0 0

Income gain from existing schemes MRP -0.01 -0.08 -0.09 -0.1 -0.1

Income gain from existing schemes - interest assumed borrowing at 3.8% -0.03 -0.269 -0.307 -0.307 -0.307

Net financing cost after scheme benefits 0.98 2.315 3.753 4.044 4.714 5.307

Change Year on Year 0.47 1.335 1.438 0.291 0.67 0.593
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budget assumptions due to a much lower level of CIL receipts then previously forecasted. It is worth noting 

that no revenue or capital benefits from the development of the Chelmer Waterside site are included. 

1.8 In the coming year, new accounting regulations will be implemented that may require restating the overall 

debt position to fully reflect leases the Council has already undertaken as they will become categorised as 

borrowing. In real terms, this has no impact on the Council’s liabilities but merely changes how they are 

accounted for. 

1.9 As mentioned above, a key funding resource is CIL. The projected receipts are shown below, and they are 

expected to be revised down further during the budget process, due to a slowdown in house-building which 

is driven by market factors. However, in the medium term, changes to housing targets and economic factors 

may have a positive impact and result in upward revision post-budget. Reductions in CIL income will increase 

borrowing projections and revenue costs, as noted in paragraph 1.8 above.  

The Affordability of Capital Expenditure 

1.10 Within the context of the budget gaps, any capital expenditure that increases revenue costs could be 

deemed to be unaffordable. However, capital expenditure is a form of service delivery and is required to 

maintain existing service provision; equipment must be bought to maintain, say, collection of domestic 

waste, and refurbishment of buildings is necessary to ensure they remain fit to deliver services from. The 

budget process for 2025/26 will again need to make that wider assessment of the need for capital 

expenditure versus its cost to the revenue budget. The forecast includes the net financing cost for the 

current capital expenditure budgets. 

1.11 The Council’s capital expenditure plans are financed by £31.8m of estimated CIL income between now and 

2028. Lower than forecast CIL income will mean increased external borrowing. The projections of CIL are a 

key element in determining the extent of the Capital Programme affordability. 

Conclusion 

Financing the cost of the capital expenditure is necessary to deliver Our Chelmsford, Our Plan. Changes to reduce the 

cost of the approved programme may be possible but must be judged within the context of how they impact current 

and future service delivery plans.  

Should CIL forecasts change, there will be a need to fund more external borrowing. 

The programme and resourcing will be re-assessed during the autumn as part of the budget and reported back to 

Cabinet in January.     

Change in CIL Forecast 2024/25 2025/26 2026/27 2027/28 2028/29 2029/30

£ms £ms £ms £ms £ms £ms

Current -0.1 -1.4 -4.9 -8.2 -8.9 -8.3

Previous (February Budget Report) -3 -12.7 -18.6 -9.9 -7.4 -9.2

+lower expected CIL in year/-higher expected CIL in year 2.9 11.3 13.7 1.7 -1.5 0.9

+Cumulative lower expected CIL receipt 2.9 14.2 27.9 29.6 28.1 29.0

Page 28 of 53



APPENDIX 2 

Page 29 of 53



APPENDIX 2 

21 

Page 30 of 53



APPENDIX 2 

22 

Page 31 of 53



APPENDIX 2 

23 

Page 32 of 53



APPENDIX 2 

24 

Page 33 of 53



APPENDIX 2 

25 

Page 34 of 53



APPENDIX 2 

26 

Page 35 of 53



APPENDIX 2 

27 

Scheme Description

Latest 

Approved 

Budget

Estimated 

Budget 

Required Variation Variation Type

Percentage 

Change Reason

£000's £000's £000's

1 Riverside Elevations 22 0 -22 Budget removed -100.00% Scheme removed remaining spend on scheme transferred to revenue as aborted cost

13 Various Land Sites' Disposal Costs 867 612 -255 Reduced Budget -29.41% Spend on development sites agreed to be transferred to Guiness Housing transferred to revenue as aborted costs 

15
Apiary Yard (Galleywood Hall) Development 

Industrial Units
1,632 1,678 46 Increased Budget 2.82%

Scheme completed and has resulted in an overspend.  Additional spend in relation to meeting access requirements 

imposed by ECC.

19
Refurbishment of Commercially Leased Properties - 

Eagle House
2,200 2,136 -64 Reduced Budget -2.91% Completed scheme resulted in underspend

22

Housing Initiatives to Support the Homelessness and 

Rough Sleeper Strategy and Affordable and Social 

Housing - Development

252 0 -252 Reduced Budget -100.00%
Railway Street site to be transferred to Guiness Housing for development therefore spend to date on scheme has 

been transferred to revenue as aborted cost, £142k.  Remaining budget not required, £110k.

27 Local Authority Housing Fund Round 2 0 2,610 2,610 Increased budget fully funded 100.00%
We have been awarded a grant from DLUCH which has been transferred to CHP towards the acquisition of 15 

properties.

43 Green Fund Initiatives Phase 1 355 318 -37 Budget reduced -10.42%

Although this is being reported as a variation the spend did take place but did not qualify as capital and was 

transferred to revenue.  Appropriate revenue resources have been allowed for to fund this cost in financial planning.  

The budget has been reduced by this amount.

57 Public Realm Tindal Square Design and Construction 4,727 5,034 307 Increased Budget fully funded 6.49%

 The final account has now been agreed, although still not confirmed in writing.  Under the terms of the contract for 

the project it is anticipated that due to a number of compensation events that an additional budget of £307k is 

required to close the final account.  ECC have agreed in principal to provide funding towards the cost of £65k with 

the remainder coming from strategic CIL as previously agreed cost of scheme should come from CIL.

65 S106 Strategic Borough Sports 0 71 71 Increased budget fully funded 100.00%
Although there was no budget for this spend there is an agreement to transfer grant payments to Runwell Sports 

and Social Club to match their expenditure for a new facility.

Reasons for Variations Greater Than £25,000
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Revenue Budget Projections for next five years 

1. Below is a high-level summary of forecast changes in the Council’s income and expenditure compared to the

approved original 2024/25 budget. Minus figures are Council gains and positive are adverse costs (or less 

income). The bottom figures in yellow show the deficits, firstly for each year, then cumulatively assuming the 

preceding year is not balanced. For 2025/26, the Council has a £3.952m budget shortfall (deficit). 

2. Below are short explanatory notes on the key variances identified above:

a. The Council is forecast to spend less on homelessness and associated housing service costs in 2025/26

than the current 2024/25 budgeted amount. This lower forecast is justified as the caseload was expected 

to be 531 on the 1st April in 2024/25 budget but in fact it was 458. Additionally, other factors such as 

improved recovery of arrears and lower repairs cost should mean that 2025/26 Housing expenditure is 

£301k below the 2024/25 budget.  

Unfortunately, the number of households in TA is expected to continue to rise by 70 each year of the 

forecast. So, homelessness costs remain a significant factor in the Council’s financial challenge. TA 

requirements are hard to predict, so the budget may include amended assumptions. 

b. Pay pressures remain, with private sector pay increases running above those awarded to Council staff. A

3% increase in the pay bill has been allowed for in the projections. Plus, an extra £0.5m is included to 

reflect the 2024/25 pay award of £1,290 or 2.5% which costs more than the 3% provided in the 2024/25 

budget. 

c. Inflation has eased but in a number of areas it has remained a problem, such as building and vehicle fleet

maintenance. Most software licences now also include an inflationary increases clause. Allowance has 

been made for these costs. On the more positive side, energy cost pressures have lessened to be below 

the projected budget. The forecast assumes prices broadly remain constant with 2023/24 costs. Any 

increases will be funded from reserves on the basis they are just volatility.  

d. The Government fully funds most housing benefit paid out by the Council; the main exceptions are TA

rents and the costs of support in supported housing rents. The Council’s budget for supported housing 

benefit needs to rise to reflect higher demand and cost of provision. 

e. Income estimates have been increased in a number of areas reflecting a better 2023/24 outturn position.

However, expenditure budgets need to be increased to reflect the work in generating the extra income. 

There is a net gain of £464k which arises from theatres, leisure, car parks, and waste.  

N
o

te

2025/26 

£000s

2026/27 

£000s

2027/28 

£000s

2028/29 

£000s

2029/30 

£000s

Housing & Temporary (TA) accommodation a -300 1,150 1,012 1,013 1,014

Pay@ 3% b 1,278 1,320 1,370 1,411 1,460

Pay 2024/25 impact b 500 0 0 0 0

Energy saving (excluding reserves) c -300 0 0 0 0

Other Inflation on costs c 473 366 378 396 414

Income @3% assumed increase -878 -879 -908 -935 -963

Funding for services to meet costs of City Growth 177 196 167 167 167

Housing Benefit non-TA d 333 0 0 0 0

Net change income (allowing for associated costs) e 192 110 0 0 0

2024/25 Savings not expected to be achieved f 401 0 0 0 0

Other 217 -13 -2 26 18

Capital Financing (see Appendix 2) 1,335 1,438 291 670 593

Impact of Reserves from 24/25 g 1,110 0 0 0 0

Council tax 3% increase & housing growth -586 -556 -504 -519 -535

Budget Shortfalls 3,952 3,132 1,804 2,229 2,168

Cumulative shortfall 3,952 7,084 8,888 11,117 13,285
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There are several income budgets that will need to be reduced following a review of the 2023/24 outturn, 

totalling £656k. The adverse variations are in Trade waste, Events, Bereavement services, Building 

control, Local Land charges and Licensing. 

f. For well over a decade, the Council has each year had to find savings and additional income to balance its

budget and maintain service provision. It is increasingly difficult to identify and deliver new savings after 

such a long period. Some £401k of planned employee savings included in the 2024/25 budget (including 

an extra £180k of vacancy factor) is currently thought to be unachievable. For financial planning, it is 

assumed these will not be achieved on an ongoing basis, however they will be reviewed again in the 

budget process. It is likely, going forward, that not all the savings identified will be delivered in the target 

time scale set in the budget.    

g. The 2024/25 budget was approved with an unresolved budget gap which was prudently funded from the

general reserve. This reflected the difficulty in finding ways to resolve the gap but also the risk that 

Housing/TA costs could be significantly lower than budgeted for in 2024/25 (which current monitoring in 

Appendix 1 shows). The use of general reserves in 2024/25 is not repeated in the 2025/26 forecast, so the 

reduced use of reserves shows an adverse variance (effectively less income to revenue budget).   

h. Changes in the cost of Capital Financing are explained within Appendix 2.

3. Upsides, Risks, Uncertainties and Alleviations

There are a small number of key assumptions that are very significant to the overall outcome of the forecast. 

Officers believe changes to these key assumptions would result in changes to the forecast amounting to 

several million pounds in 2025/26 for better or worse. These are discussed below.  

The more positive outcomes in the forecast rely on Government providing more funding. It seems logical 

that more funding is likely, given the number of local authorities failing. However, there is no certainty as no 

figures or formal commitments have been given, the wider context of the Government’s announced £22bn 

funding black hole and the fact that district councils tend to be lower priority than social care. If any 

additional funding happens, it will be announced before the budget. For now, financial planning in the 

central case in this report relies on what is known and quantifiable. The key risks and uncertainties (including 

upsides) to the forecast are discussed in brief below; most have already been discussed in detail in the 

February 2024/25 budget report   

a. Government core funding (£8m).  It appears almost certain that there will be a one-year settlement for

2025/26 and, at some point in 2025/26, an announcement of three years of funding beginning in 

2026/27. The current intention of government looks to be that the three-year settlement will be a 

complete overhaul of local authority funding allocations and consolidation of funding streams. Previous 

attempts to reform funding allocations left the City Council in a worse position than before the change, 

though it seems unlikely that there will be a downside risk to the Council. The forecast assumes 2% 

increases in funding; indicatively, a further 5% increase in core funding would be an extra £0.4m a year. 

b. Business Rate Retention. No changes to the scheme are expected in 2025/26, so the forecast assumes

£2.25m of usable income each year. However, the Government has stated a desire to consolidate income 

streams to Councils. This could potentially mean winners and losers across all authorities or relatively 

small gains for some authorities. It is reasonable to conclude there is more downside risk to Business Rate 

Retention income from 2026/27 onwards. The approach taken is to set aside up to two years of income in 

a reserve, to protect against fluctuations and the complete loss of this income. Any additional gains in the 

current year over the budgeted income should be treated as one-off and set aside to fund capital (in 

order to lower long-term borrowing costs). 

c. Extended Producer Responsibilities (EPR). The Government charges a levy on packaging companies, and

this will start being paid over to Councils during 2025/26 or 2026/27. The EPR scheme will require 

improvements to local authority recycling arrangements so may require additional expenditure. The EPR 

funding is thought likely to be a significant net financial gain for the City Council. Indicatively, the gain 
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could be £1.5m a year, though it could be significantly more or less. The current forecasts do not include 

any allowance for EPR funding as the timing of the payment is uncertain, the amount is unknown and the 

Government could in later years potentially consolidate the EPR funding into the Core funding 

settlement. EPR funding could reduce the budget shortfalls, but it is most unlikely to remove the overall 

deficit. It is expected that a clearer explanation of the Government position and first year funding will be 

available in November 2024. 

d. Planning charges. The Government is consulting on allowing more freedoms for Councils to set planning

charges. The gain could be £0.1m to £0.2m. 

e. Government funding of Temporary Accommodation (subsidy loss). Currently, each extra case of

homelessness placed in TA costs the Council £13.4k a year in subsidy loss. Government funds TA Housing 

Benefit at the lowest 30th percentile of 2011 rents. If funding were increased to the 2024 equivalent rents, 

the Council would gain circa £1.3m a year. Discussions with the Government at officer level have 

provided positive feedback but given the overall financial position of Government, any additional funding 

may not be deemed affordable. No change in funding has been allowed for, as there is currently 

insufficient evidence of change.   

f. The number of cases in TA will still be an important determinant of the overall Council budget. Variations

in case load projections are lower than those included in 2024/25 budget, and this has been allowed for 

in the forecast. Further improvements are possible but there remains risk of spikes and ongoing increases 

in demand for homeless services.  

g. Pay Rises remain more of an issue than in the years prior to the pandemic, where Council pay awards

were on average around 1.5%. Increases in the national living (minimum) wage have for the last few years 

been running at nearly 10%. This creates a significant risk that the pay bill for future years could rise by 

more than the 3% allowed for in the forecasts. Every 1% increase in pay costs an extra £400k. The level of 

pay provision will be re-assessed as part of the 2025/26 budget proposals. 

h. Utility (Energy) costs. Reserves will be used to offset any risks on energy price rises.  The costs will be

driven by world events and even allowing for the Council’s procurement arrangement that can purchase 

up to 3 years in advance, pricing is unknown. 

i. VAT. The Council has applied for VAT exemption for theatre ticket income. This approach is in line with a

significant number of other local authorities. The budget and forecast allow for more than £300k of 

additional annual income on that basis. Unfortunately, the Council is in dispute with HMRC on the matter. 

There remains a risk of having to account for VAT on theatre tickets. The risk is low, given the approach 

the Council has taken has been endorsed by HMRC at other authorities. 

j. Commercial Rent Income. The Council has a number of vacant or part-vacant Council properties, which

have been discussed at Treasury Management and Investment subcommittee. The 2024/25 budget 

allowed for them being vacant, however the forecast assumes a longer period of vacancy. Reserves are 

being used to offset the loss of income. Some £4m is expected to be used over the forecast period. In the 

unlikely event the properties remain vacant for a longer period, it may be necessary to find additional 

income or savings to offset the loss, £1m a year, as reserves are not a long-term solution. 

4. Actions

The forecast budget shortfall is £4.0m for 2025/26 and cumulatively £13.3m for the whole forecast, which is 

a large challenge to resolve. Both the Chief Executive and Cabinet Members have lobbied MPs and the 

Government to explain and offer solutions to the extraordinarily difficult financial position faced by this and 

other Councils. There are reasons to be optimistic, as feedback from Government does recognise the 

problems. However, it is exceptionally difficult to believe the Government will provide funding to meet all or 

say even half of that gap and of course the first year 2025/26 is only part of a larger £13m shortfall.  

The Council in its budget process must consider other options to balance its budget in a sustainable way. If 

the Government does provide sufficient funding, then not all these will be necessary, but what happens will 

be determined by Government. It is important the Council plans for both upside and downside funding 
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changes from the Government. The areas the Council budget process will examine further to address the 

gap are: 

a. Lobbying of Government.

b. Budget Reviews. Officers will work with Cabinet members to review changes to budgets or staffing

that have no material or limited impact on service delivery. This is the normal process run for over 

15 years at the Council. The amounts identified are likely to be extremely limited due to the least 

difficult options already having been implemented.  

c. Council Tax. Officers understand that the Government may change the maximum Council Tax

increase to £10 instead of 3%. If adopted, this would raise around circa £240k extra a year for the 

City Council.  

d. Temporary Accommodation/Housing costs. The Council is highly reliant on private sector short-term

lets (often referred to as nightly lets), with 281 households in nightly lets out of 488 currently in TA. 

Officers continue to look at options to reduce costs and hope to include some initiatives within the 

budget. Nationally, there are growing numbers of homeless and there is strong competition for 

scarce housing. Currently a best-case scenario would be a reduction in costs of circa £300-500k per 

year.  

e. A review of all fees and charges will be undertaken. Charges should be increased where corporate

priorities can be still achieved. Proposals are still being developed but any increases will not be 

sufficient to meet the budget shortfall on their own.  

f. Use of reserves to balance the budget. The key measure of reserve health is the amount in the

General Balance (contingency) compared to the target level, which is currently £9m. The s151 officer 

is required to define the target in the budget each year. The multi-year projections of reserves are in 

Appendix 4. The projections do not suggest that any material amount of reserves can currently be 

used to fund the budget. Reserve levels need to be maintained, where possible, to cover the risks 

from ongoing reduced commercial rent income, new economic shocks and Government funding 

changes. The reserves continue to act as a buffer against significant risks. A lower target level of 

general balance may well be possible once the government has provided longer-term certainty over 

funding. 

g. Re-assess levels of service provision.  These may be unaffordable in the medium term as Council

income has not kept up with expenditure, given expenditure has been pushed higher by living wage 

increases of circa 10% per year, demand pressures such as the housing crisis and historically high 

inflation on a wide range of items. Government funding increases have not come close to meeting 

those costs in the last 10 years. 

h. Consider introducing a new charge for collection of garden waste. 65% of Councils currently charge

for garden waste collections and this number is expected to increase to over 80%, mainly in 

response to the severe financial pressures that local authorities are experiencing. In Essex, all 

Councils now make a charge for garden waste collections with the exception of Chelmsford, 

Rochford and Epping Forest. A charge of around £60 could be expected to generate £1.3-£1.7m a 

year. Given the projected budget gap for next year and across the forecast, it is unlikely that the 

Council will be able to balance its budget without a garden waste charge. A decision on this should 

be taken once it is known whether the Government proposes to offer the Council significant levels of 

additional funding.   

5. Conclusion

Even after allowing for the risks of forecasting error and potential government funding increases, 

any budget gap would be sizeable. Without details of the three-year funding settlement, long-term 

decision making remains difficult. The use of reserves to temporarily balance the budget would 

appear an attractive solution but  
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37 
 

• Unless additional funding is provided, the budget problem would simply be bigger in future 

years 

• Reserves at current levels are a form of insurance against the many known and unknown 

risks the Council faces. The level of reserves is only forecast to be sufficient to manage those 

risks.  

Without significant additional funding, the budget process will require challenging decisions. Where 

possible and necessary, further reports will be made to Cabinet and Council before January.
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Earmarked £000s

Original 

£000s

Updated 

Forecast 

adjs. £000s £000s

Transfers 

£000s

-Use/ 

contribution

£000s £000s

Transfers 

£000

-Use/ 

contribution£

000s £000s

Transfers 

£000

-Use/ 

contribution£

000s £000s

Transfers 

£000 £000s £000s Transfer £000s £000s

Corporate Investment
Cultural Support 'Fund' 57 57 57 57 57 57 57

Local Development Framework 1,040 -225 815 -250 565 -150 415 -80 335 -100 235 -200 35

Carry forwards & Supplementary 

estimate Reserve 0 -300 300 0 300 -300 0 300 -300 0 300 -300 0 300 -300 0 300 -300 0

Housing Intiatives 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

DPO Reserve 79 -8 71 71 71 71 71 71

Hylands House Reserve 3 3 3 3 3 3 3

Master Plan Income 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1,179 -533 0 300 946 300 -550 696 300 -450 546 300 -380 466 300 -400 366 300 -500 166

Capital Programme 
Project Evaluation Resrve 175 50 225 225 225 225 225 225

Sinking Fund for let property 50 50 100 50 150 50 200 50 250 50 300 50 350

Infrustructure fund 715 -183 532 532 532 532 532 532

Chelmsford development 2,024 -257 1,767 -1,353 414 -414 0 0 0 0

2,964 -207 -183 50 2,624 0 -1,303 1,321 0 -364 957 0 50 1,007 0 50 1,057 0 50 1,107

Risk Management
Insurance 898 -50 848 848 848 848 848 848

Pension deficiency 1,057 183 1,240 1,240 -534 706 706 706 706

Park and Ride 258 258 258 258 258 258 258

Vehicle Fuel Reserve 604 -25 25 -280 324 324 324 324 324 324

Uility Costs Reserves 1,573 -682 681 1,572 1,572 1,572 1,572 1,572 1,572

Business Retention reserve 6,491 -5 -2,450 4,036 4,036 4,036 4,036 4,036 4,036

Rent income  (temporary loss of 

tenant) 0 -1,231 2,475 1,244 1,537 -1,418 1,363 -1,247 116 -116 0 0 0

10,881 -1,993 -1,744 2,378 9,522 1,537 -1,418 9,641 0 -1,781 7,860 0 -116 7,744 0 0 7,744 0 0 7,744

Total Earmarked Reserves 15,024 -2,733 -1,927 2,728 13,092 1,837 -3,271 11,658 300 -2,595 9,363 300 -446 9,217 300 -350 9,167 300 -450 9,017

Unearmarked

General Fund & Contingency 14,607 -1,515 1,011 -2,728 11,375 -1,837 9,538 -300 9,238 -300 -305 8,633 -300 8,333 -300 8,033

Recommended level £9m

14,607 -1,515 1,011 -2,728 11,375 -1,837 0 9,538 -300 0 9,238 -300 -305 8,633 -300 0 8,333 -300 0 8,033

Total reserves 29,631 -4,248 -916 0 24,467 0 -3,271 21,196 0 -2,595 18,601 0 -751 17,850 0 -350 17,500 0 -450 17,050

2025/26 (Forecast) 2026/27 (Forecast) 2027/28 (Forecast) 2028/29 (Forecast) 2029/30 (Forecast)

Budget 

Transfers 

£000s

Usable Reserves Projections
2024/25 Budget and forecast
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Agenda Item 7.1 

Chelmsford City Council Cabinet 

8 October 2024 

Declaration of John Shennan Field as a Local Nature Reserve 

Report by: 
Cabinet Member for a Greener Chelmsford 

Officer Contact: 
Paul Van Damme, paul.vandamme@chelmsford.gov.uk 01245 606606 

Purpose 

To help meet the objectives and targets set in the Climate and Ecological Emergency 
Action Plan and the Green Infrastructure Plan, it is intended to make a Local Nature 
Reserve declaration for John Shennan Field. 

This report invites Chelmsford City Council to declare John Shennan Field a Local 
Nature Reserve [LNR] and register the LNR with Natural England. 

Options 

1. Declare John Shennan Field a Local Nature Reserve and register the LNR with
Natural England on the national register of LNR’s. 

2. Not make such a declaration. 

Preferred Option and Reasons 

The preferred option is to make the declaration and complete the registration process 
in pursuit of the City Council’s Climate and Ecological Emergency Action Plan and the 
Green Infrastructure Plan adopted as part of the Local Plan. This also accords with 
the Our Chelmsford Our Plan priority to implement measures to protect and expand 
natural green spaces, improve habitat value and increase biodiversity.  
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Recommendations 

That Cabinet support the declaration of John Shennan Field as a Local Nature 
Reserve and request that this site is listed on the Natural England register of Local 
Nature Reserves. 

1. Background

1.1 In accordance with the Climate and Ecological Emergency Action Plan and the 
Policy for Creating and Managing Species-Rich Grassland, the City Council has 
prepared and made an application to Natural England to make an LNR 
declaration for John Shennan Field. 

1.2 John Shennan Field has been managed and maintained in accordance with an 
appropriate management plan since 2016 and this plan was approved and 
validated by Natural England in May 2024 to support this declaration.  Appendix 
1 shows the defined area for the proposed LNR outlined in red. 

1.3 The site is 6.5 hectares in area and consists of a patchwork of habitats falling 
into 2 broad categories; woodland/scrubland habitat and species rich grassland 
[part fenced off to protect the habitat for ground nesting birds]. Access is 
available from Gloucester Avenue and Princes Road with hard surfaced access 
and car parking located near the Gloucester Road entrance. A network of 
regular mown walkways and informal recreation areas are also provided.  

1.4 In accordance with the Natural England’s validation process, a public 
consultation was arranged from the 8 July 2024 to the 26 July 2024. The 
consultation was published using informational signage within JSF at all 
pedestrian entrances and on the City Council’s ‘Love Your Chelmsford’ website. 

1.5 In addition, all City Council Councillors, interested bodies such as Essex 
Wildlife Trust & Essex Bird Watching Association, the adjacent allotment site 
association and parks volunteers who participated in past volunteering 
activities, were contacted and consulted.  

1.6 The reasons for the designation were set out and explained, inviting the public, 
park visitors and local residents to make their comments via a designated email 
address.  
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1.7 A total of 27 responses were received and all were all positive and supportive 
of the proposed LNR designation. 

1.8 On 22 May 2024, Natural England confirmed that it has been consulted on the 
City Council’s proposal to declare John Shennan Field a nature reserve under 
the provisions of Sections 19 and 21 of the National Parks and Access to the 
Countryside Act 1949 (as amended). The requirements for consultation 
contained in Section 21(6) of that Act have therefore been met. Natural 
England’s West Anglia Area Team have formally welcomed these proposals on 
behalf of Natural England. [see Appendix 2]. 

1.9 There are no additional financial implications to this declaration in that the 
current management and maintenance standards, processes and procedures 
are already adopted in preparation of the LNR declaration. 

1.10 Subject to approval by Cabinet to make the proposed declaration, a Mayoral 
dedication ceremony will be arranged to publicly mark the new status for the 
area. 

List of appendices: 
Appendix 1 – Map of defined area for the proposed John Shennan Field LNR shown 
outlined in red 

Appendix 2 – Letter from Natural England dated 22nd May 2024 inviting the City 
Council to make a declaration of a Local Nature Reserve 

Corporate Implications: 

Legal/Constitutional: 

As part of the City Council’s Climate and Ecological Action Plan and the Green 
Infrastructure Plan, approval is sought to make a Local Nature Reserve Declaration 
for John Shennan Field. This decision falls to Cabinet to determine.   

The Council’s legal power to establish a nature reserve by way of a declaration is set 
out in the report.  All other legal requirements relating to the making and publication of 
an LNR will be met should the declaration be approved.    

Financial: 

There are no additional financial implications to this declaration in that the current 
management and maintenance standards, processes and procedures are already 
adopted in preparation of the LNR declaration 

Potential impact on climate change and the environment: 
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The current management and maintenance arrangements and the declaration confirm 
the positive impact on the local environment and habitats and seek to enhance and 
preserve these for the future. 

Contribution toward achieving a net zero carbon position by 2030: 

Declaring John Shennan Field as a Local nature Reserve does not make a direct 
contribution to achieving a net zero carbon position for the Council’s activities and 
operations, but the site will continue to provide a ‘carbon sink’ for the local area.  

Personnel: 

None 

Risk Management: 

None 

Equality and Diversity: 

None 

Health and Safety: 

None 

Digital: 

None 

Other: 

None 

Consultees: 

Natural England 

Relevant Policies and Strategies: 

The declaration of a Local Nature Reserve for John Shennan Field is included in the 
City Council’s Climate and Ecological Emergency Action Plan and the Green 
Infrastructure Plan adopted as part of the Local Plan. The declaration will also 
contribute to achieving the Our Chelmsford Our Plan priority to implement measures 
to protect and expand natural green spaces, improve habitat value and increase 
biodiversity. 
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Directorate for Sustainable Communities
Civic Centre, Duke Street,
Chelmsford, CM1 1JE
Tel. 01245 606606     
Web www.chelmsford.gov.uk

°
0 40 8020

Metres

John Shennan Field

Area of Draft Local 
Nature Reserve

Proposed Local 
Nature Reserve

     Crown copyright and database rights 2024 Ordnance Survey AC0000809459.
You are permitted to use this data solely to enable you to respond to, or interact
with, the organisation that provided you with the data. You are not permitted to
copy, sub-licence, distribute or sell any of this data to third parties in any form

c

Princes Road

Gloucester Avenue
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Date: 22nd May 2024 
 
Your ref:  John Shennan Field LNR Designation 
 

 

Lyn McLay Kidd 
Senior Parks Officer 
Parks and Green Spaces 
Chelmsford City Council 
 

 

 

West Anglia Area 
Team 
Eastbrook 
Shaftesbury Road 
Cambridge 
CB2 8DR 
Tel:0300 060 3900  

 
 
Dear Lyn, 
 

PROPOSAL TO DECLARE JOHN SHENNAN FIELD AS A LOCAL NATURE RESERVE    

I am writing regarding the proposal to declare John Shennan Field a Local Nature Reserve (LNR) 
under the National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act 1949 (as amended). 
 
Natural England’s purpose is to conserve and enhance the natural environment for its intrinsic value, 
the wellbeing and enjoyment of people and the economic prosperity that it brings. John Shennan Field, 
managed according to the management plan is of value to both local wildlife and the local community. 
As such, Natural England is delighted to support the declaration of the site as a Local Nature Reserve.  
Protecting this site and its habitats will allow it to continue to be used and valued by local people for 
recreation and enjoyment of the natural environment. 
 
Natural England confirms that it has been consulted on your proposal to declare John Shennan Field a 
nature reserve under the provisions of Sections 19 and 21 of the National Parks and Access to the 
Countryside Act 1949 (as amended).  The requirements for consultation contained in Section 21(6) of 
that Act have therefore been met.  As a member of the West Anglia Area Team, I would like to formally 
welcome these proposals on behalf of Natural England. 
 
The next step is for Chelmsford City Council to make the necessary arrangements for the formal 
declaration of the reserve.  This can be limited to the issuing of public notices or can be extended to 
include an event to celebrate the declaration.   
 
Once the declaration is complete, we will need confirmation of the declaration date, and a copy of the 
declaration papers and a map showing the exact boundaries of the declared area.  The site will also be 
promoted through Natural England’s internet site finder.   
 
If you are unsure about any part of the declaration process, please refer to the guidance booklet from 
our website (http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/31039?category=15005) or contact 
me using the details below.  
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
Phil Holton  
Team Leader West Anglia Area Team (Essex) 
Phil.holton@naturalengland.org.uk  
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