
                                                                                                                                                             
 
 
 
 
 

 
Mission Statement 

 
To Improve the Quality of Life 

For Those Who Live and Work in The District 
 

 
21 December 2007 
 
Dear Councillor 
 
You are hereby invited to a meeting of the Environment Board to be held in 
Committee Room 2, Civic Centre, Portholme Road, Selby on Thursday 10 
January 2008 commencing at 5:00 pm. 
 
The agenda is set out below. 
 
1.  Apologies for Absence and Notice of Substitution 

 
To receive apologies for absence and notification of substitution. 
 

2.  Disclosure of Interest 
 
To receive any disclosures of interest in matters to be considered at the 
meeting in accordance with the provisions of Section 117 of the Local 
Government Act 1972, and Sections 50, 52 and 81 of the Local 
Government Act 2000 and the Members’ Code of Conduct adopted by 
the Council. 
 

3.  Minutes 
 
To confirm as a correct record the minutes of the proceedings of the 
meeting of the Environment Board held on 8 November 2007 
(previously circulated). 
 

4.  Chair’s Address to the Environment Board  
 
 
 
 
 



5.  Drax Power Station Trial Burn of Petcoke and Coal-Blended 
Fuel: Final Analysis of Results 
 
Report of the Head of Service - Environmental Health and Leisure 
(pages 6 to 9 attached). 
 

6.  General Fund Bids  
 
Report of the Head of Service - Finance and Central Services (pages 
10 to 37 attached). 
 

7.  Revenue Bids 2008/09 - 2010/11
 
Report of the Head of Service - Finance and Central Services (pages 
38 to 42 attached). 
 

8.  Performance Indicators 
 
Report of the Head of Service – Policy and Performance (pages 43 to 
49). 
 

9.  Private Session 
 
That in accordance with Section 100(A)(4) of the Local 
Government Act 1972, in view of the nature of the business to be 
transacted, the meeting be not open to the Press and public 
during discussion of the following items as there will be 
disclosure of exempt information as defined in Section 100(1) of 
the Act as described in paragraph 3 of Part 1 of Schedule 12(A) of 
the Act. 
 

10.  Selby District Urban Renaissance Programme – Selby 
Waterfront Linear Park 
 
Report of the Renaissance Manager (pages 50 to 56). 
 

11.  Selby District Urban Renaissance Programme – Selby Abbey 
Precinct Project 
 
Report of the Renaissance Officer (pages 57 to 85). 
 
 
 
 
 



12.  Update on Commercial Waste Service ‘Sorted’ Recycling 
Scheme 
 
Report of the Head of Service - Environmental Health and Leisure 
(pages 86 to 101 attached). 
 

 
 
 
 
M Connor 
Chief Executive 
21 December 2007 
 
 

Disclosure of Interest – Guidance Notes: 
 

(a) Councillors are reminded of the need to consider whether they have any 
personal or prejudicial interests to declare on any item on this agenda, 
and, if so, of the need to explain the reason(s) why they have any 
personal or prejudicial interests when making a declaration. 

 
     (b) The Democratic Services Officer or relevant Committee Administrator will   
          be pleased to advise you on interest issues.  Ideally their views should be    
          sought as soon as possible and preferably prior to the day of the meeting,  
          so that time is available to explore adequately any issues that might arise. 
 
 

Dates of Future Meetings of the Environment Board 
 

Date of Meeting Deadline Date 

 
21 February 2008 

 
05 February 2008 

 
17 April 2008 

 
01 April 2008 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Membership of the Environment Board 
11 Members 

 

Conservative Labour 

E Casling M Davis 
M Jordan (Vice-Chair) B Packham 
P Mackay J Thurlow 
C Mackman  
C Metcalfe (Chair)  
I Nutt  
C Pearson  
A Pound  
 



Descriptions of Exempt Information  
 
 

1. Information relating to any individual. 
 

2. Information which is likely to reveal the identity of an individual. 
 

3. Information relating to the financial or business affairs of any particular person (including the authority 
holding that information). 
 

4. Information relating to any consultations or negotiations, or contemplated consultations or negotiations, 
in connection with any labour relations matter arising between the authority or a Minister of the Crown 
and employees of, or office holders under, the authority. 
 

5. Information in respect of which a claim to legal professional privilege could be maintained in legal 
proceedings. 
 

6. Information which reveals that the authority proposes –  
 

(a) to give under any enactment a notice under or by virtue of which requirements are 
imposed on a person; or 

 
(b) to make an order or direction under any enactment. 

 
7. Information relating to any action taken or to be taken in connection with the prevention, investigation 

or prosecution of crime. 
 

8. Qualifications for Exempt Information: 

Information falling within paragraph 3 is not exempt information by virtue of that paragraph if it is 
required to be registered under -   

(a) the Companies Act 1985; 

(b) the Friendly Societies Act 1974; 

(c) the Friendly Societies Act 1992; 

(d) the Industrial and Provident Societies Acts 1965 to 1978; 

(e) the Building Societies Act 1986; or  

(f) the Charities Act 1993. 

9. Information falling within any of the 7 categories listed above is not exempt if it relates to proposed 
development for which the local planning authority may grant itself planning permission pursuant to 
regulation 3 of the Town and Country Planning General Regulations 1992. 
 

10. Information which; 
 

(a) falls within any of paragraphs 1 to 7 above; and 
 
(b) is not prevented from being exempt by virtue of paragraph 8 or 9 above, 

 
is exempt information if and so long, as in all the circumstances of the case, the public interest in 
maintaining the exemption outweighs the public interest in disclosing the information. 
 

 



 

 
 

Agenda Item No: 5 
___________________________________________________________________ 
 
Title: Drax Power Station Trial Burn of Petcoke and Coal 

Blended Fuel: Final Analysis of Results 
  
To: Environment Board  
  
Date: 10 January 2008 
  
Service Area: Environmental Health and Leisure Services 
  
Author: Simon Parkinson 

Principal Environmental Health Officer 
__________________________________________________________________ 
 
1 Purpose of Report 
  
1.1 To advise councillors on the completion of the petcoke trial at Drax Power 

Station and to report the conclusions of Drax Power Ltd of Selby District 
Council in respect of the trail findings    

  
2 Recommendation 
  
2.1 To follow (A further report will be issued in week commencing 31st 

December 2007 which will include a recommendation relating to the 
District Council’s official view of the trial) 

  
3 Executive Summary 
 
3.1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.2 
 
 
 
3.3 
 
 

 
In 2002, Drax Power Ltd applied for a variation to its Integrated Pollution 
Control (IPC) Authorisation to carry out a trial burn of coal blended with 
petroleum coke on one of its boilers. The Environment Agency granted a 
variation (dated 28th June 2004) to burn a blend of coal and up to 15% 
petroleum coke averaged over each 7-day period, on a single unit for a 
period of up to 18 months. 
 
The trial started on 27th June 2005, following completion of an air quality 
baseline test. Following an extension to the trial to provide further analysis in 
key areas, the trail officially finished in June 2007. 
 
This report outlines the main phases of the trial and provides an overview of 
the conclusions drawn by Drax Power Ltd. A further report offering the 
District Council’s view of these conclusions will be issued shortly. 
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4 
 
4.1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.3 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.4 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The Report 
 
Between June 2005 and June 2007, the Petroleum Coke (‘petcoke’) trial at 
Drax Power Station involved the combustion of a blend of coal and petcoke 
at up to 15% petcoke by weight. The first part of the combustion trial (phase 
2) used ‘Motiva’ petcoke on generating unit 2. Subsequently, phases 3 and 4 
investigated the combustion of ‘Baton Rouge’ and ‘Baytown’ petcokes 
respectively.  The three petcoke types represented typical petcokes within 
the specification agreed for the trial, and ranged from the higher sulphur and 
lower metals content of the Motiva type petcoke to the lower sulphur and 
higher metals content of the Baton Rouge type petcoke. Phases 3 and 4 
trials took place on generating units 6 and 4 of the station. 
 
The progress of the trial may be represented as follows: 
 

  

Composition analysis of the 3 petcokes in given in the table below; 
 

Element Typical Coal 
Used 

Motiva Baton 
Rouge 

Baytown 

Fixed Carbon (%) 48.8 81.6 80.4 83.1 
Sulphur (%) 0.87 7.11 4.20 6.64 
Nickel (mg/kg) 45 117 221 215 
Vanadium 
(mg/kg) 

49 394 710 995 

 
 
In December 2007, Drax Power Ltd issued the following conclusions from the 
trial burn of the three different petcoke materials: 
 
• Burning a coal/petcoke blend has been demonstrated during the trial 

period and all the success criteria agreed with the EA and local 
stakeholders at the outset have been met. 

 
• Based on the trial data, the overall long-term environmental impact of 

burning coal/petcoke blends is as predicted in the initial application made 
in 2002. 

 
• Throughout the trial, compliance with all current authorised emissions 

limits, including those for sulphur dioxide, nitrogen oxides and local air 
quality standards for particulates (dust) has been achieved. 

 
• There has been a trend towards a reduction in particulate (dust) 

emissions from units burning the coal/petcoke blend. 
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4.5 
 
 
 

• The dust levels in local villages have remained similar to levels 
measured during coal-only operation. 

 
• There has been no discernible effect on levels of nickel, vanadium or 

Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAHs) in the local environment. 
 
• There has been no discernible effect on water discharge quality from the 

station purge, waste water treatment plant effluent, or ash mound drains. 
 
• The compositions of pulverised fuel ash, furnace bottom ash and 

gypsum from the station have remained within the specification for 
onward sale. 

 
• Handling, transport and transfer operations have had no adverse impact 

on the environment. 
 
At the time of writing this report, neither the Environment Agency nor Selby 
District Council has given an official view of the trial. Further meetings of the 
stakeholder group (made up of Drax Power, Environment Agency, Selby 
District Council, East Riding of Yorkshire, PCT and NYCC) will take place 
over the few weeks after which a further report will be issued for 
consideration by the Board on 10th January. That report will include a 
recommendation relating to the District Council official view of the trial.     
   

5 Financial Implications 
  
5.1 
 

 There are no financial implications. 

6 Conclusions 
  
6.1 
 
 
6.2 

This report is for information only. The views expressed within 4.4 are the 
views of Drax Power Ltd and not the views of Selby District Council.  
 
A further report will be issued in the week commencing 31st December 2007 
which will include a recommendation relating to the District Council official 
view of the trial. 
 

7 Link to Corporate Plan 
  
7.1 This report links to the following Strategic Themes   

• Protecting the Environment – through its links to the Local Air Quality 
Strategy for Selby District  

• Healthier Communities – through the link between ill health and poor air 
quality.  

 
  
8 How Does This Report Link to the Council’s Priorities? 
  
8.1 • Championing the Reduction of Greenhouse Gases by Leading by 

Example. 
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9 Impact on Corporate Policies 
 
9.1 Service Improvement 

 
No Impact  
  

9.2 Equalities 
 

N
  

o Impact  

9.3 Community Safety and Crime 
 

No Impact  

9.4 Procurement 
 

No Impact  

9.5 Risk Management 
 

No Impact  

9.6 Sustainability 
 

N
  

o Impact  

9.7 Value for Money 
 

No Impact  

10 Background Papers 
  
10.1 Coal/Petcoke Trial at Drax Power Station: Summary Report  

December 2007 – Drax Power Ltd 
  

 

                                             9



 

 
 
 

Agenda Item No: 6 
___________________________________________________________________ 
 
Title: General Fund Budget Estimates 2008/09 – 2010/11 
  
To: Environment Board 
  
Date: 10 January 2008 
  
Service Area: Environmental Health, Planning & Economic 

Development, Housing Services (GF) and Human 
Resources.  

  
Author: David Tomlinson – Senior Accountant 
  
Presented by: Karen Iveson, Head of Service – Finance & Central 

Services   
  
__________________________________________________________________ 
 
1 Purpose of Report 
  
1.1 To present councillors with information on the budget estimates relating to 

Environment Board Services for 2008/098 – 2010/11. 
  
  
2 Recommendations: 
  
 (i) that councillors consider the budget estimates for 2008/09 – 

2010/11; and 
 

(ii) that councillors recommend the acceptance of the report to 
the meeting of Council on 12 February 2008. 

 
  
3 Executive Summary 
  
3.1 
 
 
3.2 

This report covers the budget estimates relating to Environment Board 
Services. 
  
The budget estimates for 2008/09 – 2010/11 are based on a present policy 
basis, and include known commitments.  An inflation provision of 3% has 

                                             10



 

 
 
 

been allowed for on salaries to take account of April pay awards, and 1% on 
superannuation costs, as a consequence of the Actuarial valuation.  Owing 
to the pressures on the budget, no other inflation has been provided for 
unless a contract is currently in force that has an inflationary provision 
included in its terms.  In these cases the relevant rate of inflation has been 
applied. Not including inflation on all budget heads  has resulted in savings in 
real terms of £19,090 for 2008/09.   

  
4 The Report 
  
 Background 
  
4.1 In line with the medium term financial plan, and the requirements of the 

modernising agenda for local authorities to present three- year budgeting 
programmes, the service papers have been collated with budget projections 
from 2008/09 to 2010/11. 

  
4.2 The details of the budgets are presented at appendix 1 on the accompanying 

pages, and show: 
 

• the present policy budget estimates for income and expenditure for 
2008/09 – 2010/11 

 
• the latest approved budget for 2007/08; and 
 
• the actual income or expenditure for 2006/07 for information only. 

  
4.3 The present policy budget estimates for 2008/09, 2009/10 and 2010/11 are 

£4,005,330, £4,189,680 and £4,361,680 respectively. 
  
4.4 Environment Board receives regular budget monitoring reports on a quarterly 

basis, and the latest approved budget for 2007/08 is £3,951,620.   
  
4.5 In order to comply with the Best Value Accounting Code of Practice 

produced by CIPFA, officers continually review to which services their costs 
are recharged through the central establishment charge (CEC) process.  Any 
changes to recharges identified by officers have been reflected in the 
attached report. 

  
 Budget Changes and Pressures 
  
4.6 
 

2008/09 will continue to see an expansion of the domestic and commercial 
waste collection service. Although the rollout of the Garden Greens scheme 
and the expansion of the SORTED service have  been allowed for in the 
estimates, a large increase in the cost of disposal of commercial waste will 
mean raising charges to the customer, which may put pressure on achieving 
customer growth. 
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4.7 There may also be pressure on achieving the income from the sale of 
Recyclable materials. The sale price achieved is governed by the demand in 
external markets and therefore can be quite volatile, although a recent 
change in the main customer for waste paper has seen an increase in sale 
price.    

  
4.8 As a result of the future Selby Town centre redevelopment, a number of car 

parking spaces may be permanently lost, which will put pressure on 
achieving the current levels of income. With this in mind future year income 
budgets have been left static until a clearer position can be determined. 

  
4.9 Changes to the technician structure and administrative section of the 

Environmental Health Department have led to a number of changes in the 
allocation of CECs. These allocations will be monitored and will be amended 
if necessary.    

  
4.10 Budget officers have been reviewing budgets as part of the base budget 

review savings exercise, and savings to the value of £207,280 have been 
included in the budget from 2008/09 onwards.   

  
 Fees and Charges  
  
4.11 The current policy is that, generally, all fees and charges over which the 

Council has control, are increased by at least 3% each year.  The exceptions 
are services for which there is an alternative policy or arrangement. 

  
4.12 An increase to fees and charges income has been included within the budget 

estimates for all income streams within Environment Board services at the 
agreed policy level of 3%. The main exceptions are the sale of recyclable 
materials, which are governed by external markets, and car parking income, 
which is subject to a separate policy and is reviewed by Environment Board.  

  
 Budget Risk 
  
4.13 A key aspect of the Council’s approach to budgeting is a risk management 

assessment which is carried out throughout the budget process.    
  
4.14 In the case of expenditure there is low risk to most of the Council’s estimates 

and the budget can be fairly accurately predicted, for example, employee 
costs and most running costs.  

  
4.15 The key risks that have been assessed as part of the budget process include 

the achievability of the budget savings identified and the potential for income 
generation. 
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4.16 Within Environment Board there are budget areas which are particularly 
vulnerable, such as income from pay and display car parks, market rents and 
the income from domestic and trade waste collection. In these cases, a 
cautious estimate has been allowed, and quarterly budget monitoring reports 
to Environment Board will highlight any potential areas of concern. Officers 
will monitor their budgets closely and take appropriate action where 
necessary. 

  
4.17 Within the overall General Fund budget a contingency sum of £150,000 is 

included to provide resource for unforeseen expenditure.  This resource also 
ensures that repair budgets can be kept at a reasonable level without the 
need to carry excess budget for eventualities which may or may not happen.  

  
  
5 Financial Implications 
  
5.1 As per the attached working papers. 
  
  
6 Conclusions 
  
6.1 The budgets under the control of Environment Board form part of the overall 

general fund budget package, which will be reviewed as a whole by 
councillors prior to setting the Council Tax for 2008/09 in February 2008.   

  
6.2 Information for 2009/10 and 2010/11 is given for guidance to assist in the 

continual development of the Council’s plans and priorities. 
  
 
7 Link to Corporate Plan 
  
7.1 The budget process supports all of the Council’s strategic themes. 
  
  
8 How Does This Report Link to the Council’s Priorities? 
  
8.1 The budget process supports all of the Council’s priorities. 
  
  
9 Impact on Corporate Policies 
  
9.1 Service Improvement 

 
Impact 

 Effective financial management helps to ensure that the council is aiming for 
continuous improvement as demanded by the principles of Best Value. 
 

9.2 Equalities 
 

No Impact  
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9.3 Community Safety and Crime 
 

No Impact 

9.4 Procurement 
 

No Impact  
9.5 Risk Management  

 
Impact  

 A key aspect of the Council’s approach to budgeting is a risk management 
assessment, which is carried out throughout the budget process.  This report 
helps to ensure the reduction of risks arising from spending outside of 
delegated powers and enabling an accurate, realistic and manageable 
budget. 
 

9.6 Sustainability 
 

No Impact  
9.7 Value for Money 

 
Impact  

 2008/09 will see the continuation of the Gershon Efficiency savings initiative.  
Budget holders within Environment Board are working to contribute to the 
corporate requirement of the council.  During the budget exercise officers 
have been asked to make savings wherever possible, and this has mainly 
been achieved through the non-application of inflation on certain items. 

 
 
10 Background Papers 

  
10.1 Accountancy budget working papers.  
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APPENDIX 1ENVIRONMENT BOARD

SUBJECTIVE ANALYSIS OF EXPENDITURE

2006/2007 2007/2008 2008/2009 2009/2010 2010/2011
ACTUAL LATEST BUDGET BUDGET BUDGET

OUTTURN APPROVED
£    £    £    £    £    

182,069 Employees 177,900 190,970 152,130 142,900

142,298 Premises 159,930 128,780 173,480 177,590

11,996 Transport 11,930 12,370 12,430 12,490

1,299,855 Supplies & Services 1,657,230 1,716,020 1,780,020 1,834,940

2,048,675 Third Party Payments 2,315,030 2,383,210 2,488,930 2,599,730

962,115 Central Establishment Charges (CEC) 977,890 1,010,570 1,032,220 1,063,250

167,219 Capital Financing Costs 170,790 135,400 127,610 116,500

4,814,227 Gross Expenditure 5,470,700 5,577,320 5,766,820 5,947,400

-1,622,401 Income -1,519,080 -1,571,990 -1,577,140 -1,585,720

3,191,826 Net Expenditure 3,951,620 4,005,330 4,189,680 4,361,680
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APPENDIX 1ENVIRONMENT BOARD

OBJECTIVE ANALYSIS OF EXPENDITURE

2006/2007 2007/2008 2008/2009 2009/2010 2010/2011
ACTUAL PAGE LATEST BUDGET BUDGET BUDGET

OUTTURN NUMBER APPROVED
£    £    £    £    £    

70,013 Barlow Nature Reserve EN 4 60,820 63,320 65,650 68,030

31,770 Closed Burial Grounds EN 5 36,280 32,000 32,920 33,860

243,728 Commercial Health EN 6 257,670 292,280 298,870 308,120

3,001 Countryside Projects EN 7 2,200 2,270 2,340 2,420

48,456 Dog Warden EN 8 58,870 60,530 61,700 63,140

25,602 Environmental - Other EN 9 43,340 37,200 75,030 77,200

0 Environmental Emergencies EN 10 0 0 0 0

39,529 Pest Control EN 11 38,790 29,840 30,610 31,200

258,381 Pollution Monitoring & Contaminated EN 12 262,280 229,490 234,260 241,190
Land

48 Rural Transport Partnership EN 13 3,500 4,970 1,000 1,040

77,377 Public Conveniences EN 14 93,190 90,950 91,490 92,180

40,664 Civic Amenities EN 15 27,110 36,250 37,510 38,800

525,019 Recycling EN 16 964,660 1,090,490 1,122,990 1,169,480

1,297,474 House & Trade Refuse Collection EN 17 1,479,650 1,436,250 1,502,600 1,571,310

601,656 Street Cleansing EN 18 659,400 655,410 679,710 705,680
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APPENDIX 1ENVIRONMENT BOARD

OBJECTIVE ANALYSIS OF EXPENDITURE Continued…

2006/2007 2007/2008 2008/2009 2009/2010 2010/2011
ACTUAL PAGE LATEST BUDGET BUDGET BUDGET

OUTTURN NUMBER APPROVED
£    £    £    £    £    

8,426 Naming/Numbering of Streets EN 19 2,000 24,710 25,530 26,420

35,922 Car Parks EN 20 29,720 19,710 20,030 20,340

-112,662 Car Parks - Pay & Display EN 21 -78,400 -113,390 -109,360 -105,860

Markets

-17,618 - Selby EN 22 -7,470 -5,810 -2,610 -2,890

15,040 - Tadcaster EN 23 18,010 18,860 19,410 20,020

3,191,826 3,951,620 4,005,330 4,189,680 4,361,680
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APPENDIX1S.D.C. ESTIMATE WORKING PAPER
BOARD            ENVIRONMENT

2006/2007 2007/2008 2008/2009 2009/2010 2010/2011
ACTUAL NARRATIVE LATEST BUDGET BUDGET BUDGET

OUTTURN APPROVED
£    £    £    £    £    Comments

BARLOW NATURE RESERVE 

Budget Manager :- Head of Environmental Health and Leisure

Expenditure

53,719 Employees (1) 47,900 50,430 52,330 54,280 (1)

10,670 Premises (2) 0 0 0 0

4,916 Supplies & Services 0 1,230 1,270 1,310 (2)

0 Third Party Payments (3) 10,000 10,330 10,670 11,020

2,350 Central Establishment Charges 1,230 1,330 1,380 1,420 (3)

1,687 Capital Financing Costs 1,690 0 0 0

73,342 Total Expenditure 60,820 63,320 65,650 68,030

Income

-3,329 Fishing Permits (2) 0 0 0 0

-3,329 Total Income 0 0 0 0

70,013 Net Expenditure 60,820 63,320 65,650 68,030

The 2006/2007 outturn includes overtime paid to the  
Wardens for ad hoc duties outside normal opening 
hours.

This budget represents the fee paid to NYCC for the 
day to day management of the site.

The responsibility for these costs has now passed to 
North Yorkshire County Council, who are also 
receiving any income generated.

With effect from 1 April 2007, the responsibility for 
the day to day running of the reserve transferred to 
North Yorkshire County Council.

EN 4                                              18



APPENDIX1S.D.C. ESTIMATE WORKING PAPER
BOARD            ENVIRONMENT

2006/2007 2007/2008 2008/2009 2009/2010 2010/2011
ACTUAL NARRATIVE LATEST BUDGET BUDGET BUDGET

OUTTURN APPROVED
£    £    £    £    £    Comments

CLOSED BURIAL GROUNDS 

Budget Manager :- Head of Environmental Health and Leisure

Expenditure

3,465 Employees 4,350 5,050 5,250 5,440 (1)

25,554 Premises (1) 31,830 26,840 27,550 28,300

0 Central Establishment Charges 100 110 120 120

2,751 Capital Financing Costs 0 0 0 0

31,770 Total Expenditure 36,280 32,000 32,920 33,860

The reduction in budgets from 2008/09 is mainly due 
to savings from the new Grounds Maintenance 
contract.   
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APPENDIX1S.D.C. ESTIMATE WORKING PAPER
BOARD            ENVIRONMENT

2006/2007 2007/2008 2008/2009 2009/2010 2010/2011
ACTUAL NARRATIVE LATEST BUDGET BUDGET BUDGET

OUTTURN APPROVED
£    £    £    £    £    Comments

COMMERCIAL HEALTH 

Budget Manager :- Head of Environmental Health and Leisure

Expenditure

1,444 Premises 1,480 1,460 1,500 1,550 (1)

2,424 Supplies & Services (1) 41,930 6,300 6,300 6,300

246,340 Central Establishment Charges (2) 246,990 285,520 292,070 301,270 (2)

250,208 Total Expenditure 290,400 293,280 299,870 309,120

Income

-25 Other Income -50 0 0 0
-6,455 Other Grants (3) -31,680 0 0 0 (3)

0 Private Drainage Service Cont. -1,000 -1,000 -1,000 -1,000

-6,480 Total Income -32,730 -1,000 -1,000 -1,000

243,728 Net Expenditure 257,670 292,280 298,870 308,120

The 2007/08 Budget reflects the one off cost of 
introducing the No Smoking Policy.

The 2008/09 Budget takes into account a restructure, 
which has led to an increase in the cost of the Food 
Hygiene and Private Health & Safety services.

As in (1) above, this budget reflects the contribution 
from central government to implement the No 
Smoking Policy. Part of the grant was received in 
2006/07. 

This service includes Food Hygiene, Private Health & 
Safety, Infectious Diseases, and the recent Smoke 
Free legislation.
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APPENDIX1S.D.C. ESTIMATE WORKING PAPER
BOARD            ENVIRONMENT

2006/2007 2007/2008 2008/2009 2009/2010 2010/2011
ACTUAL NARRATIVE LATEST BUDGET BUDGET BUDGET

OUTTURN APPROVED
£    £    £    £    £    Comments

COUNTRYSIDE PROJECTS 

Budget Manager :- Head of Environmental Health and Leisure

Expenditure

1,564 Transport 0 0 0 0 (1)

1,437 Supplies & Services 0 0 0 0

0 Third Party Payments (1) 2,200 2,270 2,340 2,420

3,001 Total Expenditure 2,200 2,270 2,340 2,420

This budget represents the management fee paid to 
NYCC.

With effect from 1 April 2007 the responsibility for 
managing these projects transferred to North 
Yorkshire County Council.
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APPENDIX1S.D.C. ESTIMATE WORKING PAPER
BOARD            ENVIRONMENT

2006/2007 2007/2008 2008/2009 2009/2010 2010/2011
ACTUAL NARRATIVE LATEST BUDGET BUDGET BUDGET

OUTTURN APPROVED
£    £    £    £    £    Comments

DOG WARDEN 

Budget Manager :- Head of Environmental Health and Leisure

Expenditure

23,738 Employees (1) 24,790 31,940 32,950 33,990 (1)

3,128 Transport 5,100 5,320 5,350 5,380

6,612 Supplies & Services (2) 13,860 8,840 8,840 8,840
(2)

14,940 Central Establishment Charges 14,110 13,430 13,570 13,950

1,214 Capital Financing Costs 1,210 1,210 1,210 1,210

49,632 Total Expenditure 59,070 60,740 61,920 63,370

Income

-1,176 Contribution to Costs -200 -210 -220 -230

-1,176 Total Income -200 -210 -220 -230

48,456 Net Expenditure 58,870 60,530 61,700 63,140

Due to a change in legislation, from 6 April 2008, the 
responsibility for dealing with stray dogs " round the 
clock" will transfer from North Yorkshire Police and is 
expected to lead to additional overtime payments.

The budget in 2007/08 includes an element to cover
costs mentioned in (1) above, which has been shown 
as an employee cost from 2008/09.
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APPENDIX1S.D.C. ESTIMATE WORKING PAPER
BOARD            ENVIRONMENT

2006/2007 2007/2008 2008/2009 2009/2010 2010/2011
ACTUAL NARRATIVE LATEST BUDGET BUDGET BUDGET

OUTTURN APPROVED
£    £    £    £    £    Comments

ENVIRONMENTAL - OTHER 

Budget Manager :- Head of Environmental Health and Leisure

Employees

0 Employees 0 170 340 510 (1)

3,820 Premises (1) 23,500 6,500 43,500 44,610

5,972 Supplies & Services 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000

15,810 Central Establishment Charges (2) 15,840 26,530 27,190 28,080
(2)

0 Capital Financing Costs 0 0 0 0

25,602 Total Expenditure 43,340 37,200 75,030 77,200

The 2007/08 budget includes the cost of tree surveys 
and inspections throughout the district. The budgets 
for 2009/10 and 2010/11 include commitments for the 
repairs and maintenance costs associated with 
projects being delivered by the Renaissance 
programme.

The increase in CEC charges is due a restructure in 
the Env Health section which has led to a reallocation 
of officer time, together with a charge made by the 
Strategic Directors, to cover time spent by them, 
mainly on Environmental Protection issues.

This service covers various Environmental Repair and 
Maintenance projects, Burials and the cost of Medical 
Advice/Reports given to the authority by Health 
practitioners.
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APPENDIX1S.D.C. ESTIMATE WORKING PAPER
BOARD            ENVIRONMENT

2006/2007 2007/2008 2008/2009 2009/2010 2010/2011
ACTUAL NARRATIVE LATEST BUDGET BUDGET BUDGET

OUTTURN APPROVED
£    £    £    £    £    Comments

ENVIRONMENTAL EMERGENCIES

Budget Manager :- Head of Environmental Health and Leisure

Expenditure

0 Capital Financing Costs (1) 30,000 0 0 0 (1)

0 Total Expenditure 30,000 0 0 0

Income

0 Contributions (Inc) (1) -30,000 0 0 0

0 Total Income -30,000 0 0 0

0 Net Expenditure 0 0 0 0

These budgets reflect the cost of aid given to 
residents affected by the flooding in July 2007, offset 
by grant given by central government. 
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APPENDIX1S.D.C. ESTIMATE WORKING PAPER
BOARD            ENVIRONMENT

2006/2007 2007/2008 2008/2009 2009/2010 2010/2011
ACTUAL NARRATIVE LATEST BUDGET BUDGET BUDGET

OUTTURN APPROVED
£    £    £    £    £    Comments

PEST CONTROL 

Budget Manager :- Head of Environmental Health and Leisure

Expenditure

12,007 Third Party Payments 11,200 11,540 11,890 11,890 (1)

27,510 Central Establishment Charges (1) 27,590 18,300 18,720 19,310

39,517 Total Expenditure 38,790 29,840 30,610 31,200

Income

12 Income-Bad Debts W/O 0 0 0 0

12 Total Income 0 0 0 0

39,529 Net Expenditure 38,790 29,840 30,610 31,200

The reduction in CEC charges is due to a reallocation 
of officer time in the Environmental Health Admin 
section.
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APPENDIX1S.D.C. ESTIMATE WORKING PAPER
BOARD            ENVIRONMENT

2006/2007 2007/2008 2008/2009 2009/2010 2010/2011
ACTUAL NARRATIVE LATEST BUDGET BUDGET BUDGET

OUTTURN APPROVED
£    £    £    £    £    Comments

POLLUTION MONITORING & CONTAMINATED LAND 

Budget Manager :- Head of Environmental Health and Leisure

Expenditure

22,272 Employees (1) 17,480 5,500 5,500 5,500 (1)

1,921 Premises 1,060 1,000 1,000 1,000

43,704 Supplies & Services (2) 53,690 33,700 33,700 33,700 (2)

234,620 Central Establishment Charges 234,050 229,110 234,200 241,460

302,517 Total Expenditure 306,280 269,310 274,400 281,660

Income 

-9,470 Water Sampling -10,500 -10,820 -11,140 -11,470
595 Income - Bad Debts W/O 0 0 0 0

-10,872 PPC A2 Income -8,500 -6,000 -6,000 -6,000
-24,389 EPA Applications -25,000 -23,000 -23,000 -23,000

-44,136 Total Income -44,000 -39,820 -40,140 -40,470

258,381 Net Expenditure 262,280 229,490 234,260 241,190

The decrease in the budget for 2008/09 is 
due to the bid for the Contaminated Land 
Officer finishing on 31 March 2008.  

The outturn for 2006/07 includes a saving of £4400 on 
Misc Supplies for the Contaminated Land service.
The budget for 2008/09 includes savings on the cost 
of consultants, £10000 in relation to New Water Regs 
and £2500 on the Env Protection Act. In addition there 
is an expected saving of £7500 on the cost of Power 
Station related activity.
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APPENDIX1S.D.C. ESTIMATE WORKING PAPER
BOARD            ENVIRONMENT

2006/2007 2007/2008 2008/2009 2009/2010 2010/2011
ACTUAL NARRATIVE LATEST BUDGET BUDGET BUDGET

OUTTURN APPROVED
£    £    £    £    £    Comments

RURAL TRANSPORT PARTNERSHIP 

Budget Manager :- Head of Planning & EDU

Expenditure

74 Supplies & Services (1) 3,500 4,000 0 0 (1)

80 Central Establishment Charges 0 970 1,000 1,040

154 Total Expenditure 3,500 4,970 1,000 1,040

Income 

-106 Other Income 0 0 0 0

-106 Total Income 0 0 0 0

48 Net Expenditure 3,500 4,970 1,000 1,040

A three year revenue bid for administration support, is 
not required for the third year, and therefore ends in 
2008/09.
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APPENDIX1S.D.C. ESTIMATE WORKING PAPER
BOARD            ENVIRONMENT

2006/2007 2007/2008 2008/2009 2009/2010 2010/2011
ACTUAL NARRATIVE LATEST BUDGET BUDGET BUDGET

OUTTURN APPROVED
£    £    £    £    £    Comments

PUBLIC CONVENIENCES 

Budget Manager :- Head of Environmental Health and Leisure

Expenditure

758 Premises (1) 9,720 4,220 4,340 4,450 (1)

49,670 Third Party Payments (2) 56,400 56,400 56,400 56,400

14,640 Central Establishment Charges 14,800 17,980 18,400 18,980

13,229 Capital Financing Costs 13,190 13,270 13,270 13,270 (2)

78,297 Total Expenditure 94,110 91,870 92,410 93,100

Income

-920 Contributions to Costs -920 -920 -920 -920

-920 Total Income -920 -920 -920 -920

77,377 Net Expenditure 93,190 90,950 91,490 92,180

The outturn for 2006/07 is as a result of 
large rate refunds being received due to a 
reduction in rateable values. The budget for 
2008/09 has taken into account the latest 
position.

Due to a dispute with the contractor, the 
outturn for 2006/07 was over £6000 less 
than budget.
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APPENDIX1S.D.C. ESTIMATE WORKING PAPER
BOARD            ENVIRONMENT

2006/2007 2007/2008 2008/2009 2009/2010 2010/2011
ACTUAL NARRATIVE LATEST BUDGET BUDGET BUDGET

OUTTURN APPROVED
£    £    £    £    £    Comments

CIVIC AMENITIES 

Budget Manager :- Head of Environmental Health and Leisure

Expenditure

10,705 Premises 10,970 15,290 15,700 16,110 (1)

38,533 Supplies & Services (1) 25,200 30,430 31,280 32,160

-345 Central Establishment Charges 40 30 30 30

48,893 Total Expenditure 36,210 45,750 47,010 48,300

Income

-8,229 Contributions -9,100 -9,500 -9,500 -9,500

-8,229 Total Income -9,100 -9,500 -9,500 -9,500

40,664 Net Expenditure 27,110 36,250 37,510 38,800

The approved budget in 2007/08 contains core 
funding in respect of Groundwork Trust (£20600).This 
has been increased by £5000 plus inflation in 2008/09.

This service covers Groundwork Trust, the Trans 
Pennine Trail and other similar amenities within the 
District.
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APPENDIX1S.D.C. ESTIMATE WORKING PAPER
BOARD            ENVIRONMENT

2006/2007 2007/2008 2008/2009 2009/2010 2010/2011
ACTUAL NARRATIVE LATEST BUDGET BUDGET BUDGET

OUTTURN APPROVED
£    £    £    £    £    Comments

RECYCLING 

Budget Manager :- Head of Environmental Health and Leisure

Expenditure

13,269 Employees (1) 20,000 30,000 0 0 (1)

6,000 Transport 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000

1,013,498 Supplies & Services (2) 1,344,140 1,426,700 1,488,810 1,537,810
(2)

83,680 Central Establishment Charges (3) 86,130 95,820 97,450 100,460

122,932 Capital Financing Costs (4) 104,150 104,980 100,740 95,220
(3)

1,239,379 Total Expenditure 1,557,420 1,660,500 1,690,000 1,736,490

Income
(4)

-141,988 Sale of Goods (5) -180,000 -160,000 -160,000 -160,000
-346,922 Fees & Charges (5) -380,630 -396,630 -397,630 -397,630
-104,768 Contribution to Costs (6) -18,750 0 0 0 (5)
-120,682 Govt Grants Deferred (7) -13,380 -13,380 -9,380 -9,380

-714,360 Total Income -592,760 -570,010 -567,010 -567,010
(6)

525,019 Net Expenditure 964,660 1,090,490 1,122,990 1,169,480

(7)

The budgets for 2007/08 and 2008/09 include bids of 
£10k and £30k for procurement assistance whilst 
preparing the Council's environmental services 
contracts.

The budgets from 2008/09 onwards include an on-
going bid to cover the cost of the Garden Greens 
rollout to various parts of the District.

The CEC charges from 2008/09 onwards include a 
change in   the level of support from the Env Health 
Admin section, which has resulted in an increased 
charge.

The depreciation charge reduces as the written down  
value of several Recycling vehicles drops to nil. 

The fees and charges budgets reflect an expected 
increase in the value of Recycling credits as the 
volume of waste recycled grows.
 
In 2007/08 the service benefited from receiving a 
reward grant for achieving recycling targets. 

The Recycling service receives grant funding through 
a Local Area Agreement to help expand the service. 
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APPENDIX1S.D.C. ESTIMATE WORKING PAPER
BOARD            ENVIRONMENT

2006/2007 2007/2008 2008/2009 2009/2010 2010/2011
ACTUAL NARRATIVE LATEST BUDGET BUDGET BUDGET

OUTTURN APPROVED
£    £    £    £    £    Comments

HOUSE & TRADE REFUSE COLLECTION 

Budget Manager :- Head of Environmental Health and Leisure

Expenditure

26,456 Employees (1) 25,840 27,760 14,130 0 (1)

131,610 Supplies & Services (2) 108,860 147,340 152,340 157,340

1,403,530 Third Party Payments (3) 1,611,610 1,671,160 1,751,020 1,834,990 (2)

176,860 Central Establishment Charges (4) 191,940 157,620 160,520 164,720

24,108 Capital Financing Costs (5) 19,250 14,640 11,090 5,500 (3)

1,762,564 Total Expenditure 1,957,500 2,018,520 2,089,100 2,162,550

Income
(4)

-43,169 Sale Of Bins & Sacks (6) -11,200 -20,600 -21,220 -21,860
-396,801 Container Income (6) 0 0 0 0

0 Rents -7,250 -7,250 -7,250 -7,250
-25,120 Refuse Disposal Income (6) -459,400 -554,420 -558,030 -562,130 (5)

-465,090 Total Income -477,850 -582,270 -586,500 -591,240
(6)

1,297,474 Net Expenditure 1,479,650 1,436,250 1,502,600 1,571,310

This service covers both Domestic and Trade Refuse 
Collection and Clinical Waste.

This budget is for an ongoing bid for the Commercial 
Waste & Recycling Officer which ends in September 
2009.

The increase in budget from 2008/09 reflects an 
expected increase in the costs charged by NYCC for 
the disposal of trade waste.

The actual in 2006/07 included savings made on the 
Refuse and Trade Waste contracts, and budgets from 
2008/9 onwards include price rise inflation and an 
element added to the base to cover new properties.

The reduction in the CEC charge is as a result of a 
restructure and transfer of staff within the Env health 
Admin section.

The depreciation charge reduces as the written down 
value of wheeled bins drops to nil.

The income level for the sale of bins reflects the 
anticipated increase in domestic properties in the 
district. Container income shown in 2006/07 has now 
been integrated into Refuse Disposal Income, and 
takes into account the expansion of the SORTED 
scheme for commercial customers.
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APPENDIX1S.D.C. ESTIMATE WORKING PAPER
BOARD            ENVIRONMENT

2006/2007 2007/2008 2008/2009 2009/2010 2010/2011
ACTUAL NARRATIVE LATEST BUDGET BUDGET BUDGET

OUTTURN APPROVED
£    £    £    £    £    Comments

STREET CLEANSING 

Budget Manager :- Head of Environmental Health and Leisure

Expenditure

21,181 Supplies & Services (1) 36,680 29,180 29,180 29,180 (1)

535,116 Third Party Payments 569,570 575,690 598,950 623,450
(2)

53,230 Central Establishment Charges 56,400 56,190 57,380 59,010

609,527 Total Expenditure 662,650 661,060 685,510 711,640

Income

-7,651 Fees & Charges (2) -3,000 -5,150 -5,300 -5,460
-220 Fines & Penalties -250 -500 -500 -500

-7,871 Total Income -3,250 -5,650 -5,800 -5,960

601,656 Net Expenditure 659,400 655,410 679,710 705,680

The budget for 2007/08 includes a carry forward from 
the previous year of £7500.

2006/07 saw a large demand for the supply and fitting 
of dog and litter bins from Parish Councils within the 
District. 
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APPENDIX1S.D.C. ESTIMATE WORKING PAPER
BOARD            ENVIRONMENT

2006/2007 2007/2008 2008/2009 2009/2010 2010/2011
ACTUAL NARRATIVE LATEST BUDGET BUDGET BUDGET

OUTTURN APPROVED
£    £    £    £    £    Comments

NAMING & NUMBERING OF STREETS / STREET NAMEPLATES 

Budget Manager :- Head of Environmental Health and Leisure

Expenditure

11,796 Premises (1) 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 (1)

0 Central Establishment Charges (2) 0 22,710 23,530 24,420

11,796 Total Expenditure 4,000 26,710 27,530 28,420 (2)

Income

-3,370 Sale of Nameplates -2,000 -2,000 -2,000 -2,000

-3,370 Total Income -2,000 -2,000 -2,000 -2,000

8,426 Net Expenditure 2,000 24,710 25,530 26,420

Due to a large number of new developments taking 
place, 2006/07 saw an increased cost in the provision 
and fitting of street signs and nameplates. 

With effect from 1 April 2008, the Development Control 
section will take responsibility for the naming and 
numbering of streets. 
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APPENDIX1S.D.C. ESTIMATE WORKING PAPER
BOARD            ENVIRONMENT

2006/2007 2007/2008 2008/2009 2009/2010 2010/2011
ACTUAL NARRATIVE LATEST BUDGET BUDGET BUDGET

OUTTURN APPROVED
£    £    £    £    £    Comments

CAR PARKS 

Budget Manager :- Head of Environmental Health and Leisure

Expenditure

32,366 Premises (1) 28,420 18,210 18,530 18,840 (1)

3,556 Supplies & Services 1,300 1,500 1,500 1,500

35,922 Total Expenditure 29,720 19,710 20,030 20,340

Budget for 2007/08 includes a carry forward to cover 
repairs at the Central Area Car Park in Tadcaster. 
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APPENDIX1S.D.C. ESTIMATE WORKING PAPER
BOARD            ENVIRONMENT

2006/2007 2007/2008 2008/2009 2009/2010 2010/2011
ACTUAL NARRATIVE LATEST BUDGET BUDGET BUDGET

OUTTURN APPROVED
£    £    £    £    £    Comments

CAR PARKS PAY & DISPLAY 

Budget Manager :- Head of Environmental Health and Leisure

Expenditure

18,502 Employees 17,310 18,890 19,600 20,350 (1)

25,762 Premises 27,000 27,900 29,630 30,370

1,304 Transport 3,830 4,050 4,080 4,110

17,358 Supplies & Services 16,820 16,090 16,090 16,090

76,670 Central Establishment Charges 73,840 67,880 69,440 71,420

1,298 Capital Financing Costs 1,300 1,300 1,300 1,300

140,894 Total Expenditure 140,100 136,110 140,140 143,640

Income

-3,375 Abbey Cent. Car Park (1) -3,000 -9,000 -9,000 -9,000
-243,655 Fees & Charges (1) -210,000 -235,000 -235,000 -235,000

-6,526 Excess Charge Tickets -5,500 -5,500 -5,500 -5,500

-253,556 Total Income -218,500 -249,500 -249,500 -249,500

-112,662 Net Expenditure -78,400 -113,390 -109,360 -105,860

From September 2006, the car park at the Abbey 
Leisure Centre became short stay, which has led to a 
large increase in income, as users of the car park are 
not necessarily being refunded their fee for using the 
facilities at the centre.

The fees and charges budget for 2007/08 was set to 
reflect the uncertainty as to how a new price structure 
and the re-designation of some car parks would affect 
usage.
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2006/2007 2007/2008 2008/2009 2009/2010 2010/2011
ACTUAL NARRATIVE LATEST BUDGET BUDGET BUDGET

OUTTURN APPROVED
£    £    £    £    £    Comments

MARKETS - SELBY  

Budget Manager :- Head of Environmental Health and Leisure

Expenditure

15,316 Employees 14,810 15,560 16,150 16,740 (1)

15,124 Premises 18,380 19,830 24,100 24,630

8,369 Supplies & Services (1) 6,500 5,960 5,960 5,960

33,417 Third Party Payments (1) 38,500 39,760 41,070 42,420

11,870 Central Establishment Charges 11,250 13,000 13,130 13,370

84,096 Total Expenditure 89,440 94,110 100,410 103,120

Income

-98,704 Rents (2) -93,600 -96,610 -99,710 -102,700 (2)
-3,010 Other CEC Recharge -3,310 -3,310 -3,310 -3,310

-101,714 Total Income -96,910 -99,920 -103,020 -106,010

-17,618 Net Expenditure -7,470 -5,810 -2,610 -2,890

In 2007/08 the budget for Contractor costs relating to 
the Farmers Market has been moved from Supplies 
And Services to Third Party Payments.

Income budgets have been increased by 3% in line 
with policy on fees and charges.
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2006/2007 2007/2008 2008/2009 2009/2010 2010/2011
ACTUAL NARRATIVE LATEST BUDGET BUDGET BUDGET

OUTTURN APPROVED
£    £    £    £    £    Comments

MARKETS - TADCASTER 

Budget Manager :- Head of Environmental Health and Leisure

Expenditure

5,332 Employees 5,420 5,670 5,880 6,090 (1)

2,378 Premises 3,570 3,530 3,630 3,730

611 Supplies & Services 750 750 750 750

14,935 Third Party Payments 15,550 16,060 16,590 17,140

3,860 Central Establishment Charges 3,580 4,040 4,090 4,190

27,116 Total Expenditure 28,870 30,050 30,940 31,900

Income

-12,076 Rents (1) -10,860 -11,190 -11,530 -11,880

-12,076 Total Income -10,860 -11,190 -11,530 -11,880

15,040 Net Expenditure 18,010 18,860 19,410 20,020

Income budgets have been increased by 3% in line 
with policy on fees and charges.
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Agenda Item No: 7 
___________________________________________________________________ 
 
Title: Revenue Bids 2008/09 – 2010/11 
  
To: Environment Board 
  
Date: 10 January 2008 
  
Service Area: Environmental Health & Leisure Services  
  
Author: Kevin Ross – Principal Accountant 
  
Presented by: Karen Iveson 
  
__________________________________________________________________ 
 
1 Purpose of Report 
  
1.1 To enable councillors to consider the revenue bids for 2008/09 – 2010/11. 
  
  
2 Recommendations: 
  
2.1 That councillors indicate which bids they support and recommend to 

the meeting of Council on 12 February 2008. 
  
  
3 Executive Summary 
  
3.1 
 
 

This report covers the bids submitted by budget officers for additional 
revenue funds in the 2008/09 – 2010/11 financial years.  In the light of the 
forecast overall budget deficit, councillors are asked to indicate which bids 
they support. 

  
  
4 The Report 
  
4.1 As part of the budget process, officers are given the opportunity to identify 

bids for funding over and above their normal year-on-year base budget.  The 
bids have arisen as a result of corporate council initiatives, consultation, 
changes in government legislation and section improvement plans. 
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4.2 A list of proposed revenue bids for the board is attached as Appendix 1.  To 
aid councillors in their consideration, wherever possible, the bids have been 
categorised by officers.  The categories are: - 
 
Category A – Statutory. 
Category B – Essential to maintain the existing level of service. 
Category C – Vulnerable Services. 
Category D – State of the Area Address Initiative. 
Category E – Section improvement plan initiative. 
Category F – New Service. 

  
4.3 To further assist councillors, following discussions at Operational 

Management Team on 5 November 2007, bids have been placed in high, 
medium and low priority order. 

  
4.4 In the light of the forecast overall budget deficit, councillors are asked to 

consider all the bids shown in the appendix, and indicate which bids they 
support and recommend to Council for consideration in the budget. 

  
  
5 Financial Implications 
  
5.1 The financial implications of accepting all the bids are summarised in the 

table below. 
  
 2008/09 2009/10 2010/11

£ £ £
Revenue 30,800 36,010 26,480
Total 30,800 36,010 26,480  

  
  
6 Conclusions 
  
6.1 Affordability of bids are subject to the affordability of the overall budget 

package. 
  
  
7 Link to Corporate Plan 
  
7.1 The budget process works with all strategic themes. 
  
  
8 How Does This Report Link to the Council’s Priorities? 
  
8.1 The budget process works with all Council Priorities. 
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9 Impact on Corporate Policies 
  
 
9.1 Service Improvement 

 
Impact 

 Effective financial management helps to ensure that the council is aiming for 
continuous improvement as demanded by the principles of Best Value. 
 

9.2 Equalities 
 

No Impact  
9.3 Community Safety and Crime 

 
No Impact 

9.4 Procurement 
 

No Impact  
9.5 Risk Management 

 
Impact  

 This report helps to ensure the reduction of risks arising from spending 
outside of delegated powers and enabling an accurate, realistic and 
manageable budget. All bids carry a risk assessment. 
 

9.6 Sustainability 
 

No Impact  
9.7 Value for Money 

 
Impact  

 The approval of revenue and capital bids assists in the process of enabling 
the Council to deliver its services effectively and efficiently. 
 

 
 
10 Background Papers 

  
10.1 Accountancy budget working papers.  
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APPENDIX 1

ENVIRONMENT BOARD - HIGH PRIORITY REVENUE BIDS

Head of 
Service Description  2008/9  2009/10  2010/11  Risk  Category PURPOSE / JUSTIFICATION

 One-off 
/Perm 
/Fixed 

 £  £  £ 

EHL
To provide resource to appoint an Energy 
Champion to take forward the climate change 
agenda for the District Council

3,000 8,000 8,000

Risk of not supporting bid - commitment to 
climate change agenda is unlikely to be 
supported by action. Carbon Trust will 
continue to offer support only if council can 
evidence positive action. Negative press - 
public keen to see council leading by 
example

C

Recent energy management assessment of 
SDC key buildings by Carbon Trust 
identified 5 key actions to improve energy 
management effectiveness. Carbon Trust 
recommend appointing a Energy Champion 
to oversee council energy issues. 

P

EHL
To secure funds to carry out joint recruitment of 
a Contaminated Land Officer in partnership 
with another authority

15,300 15,760 16,230

No longer able to provide a consultation 
response to planning applications with 
potential contaminated land issues - could 
result in development of contaminated sites 
posing risks to human health. No progress 
made with Contaminated Land Strategy 
therefore

A

Enable SDC to progress with Contaminated 
Land Strategy & to provide technical 
expertise on contaminated land issues 
brought to authority through planning 
process. Required to protect human health 
and environment. Statutory duties & council 
has BVPI's 216 & 216b relating to 
contaminated land.

P

EHL
Public awareness campaign in preparation for 
implementing an alternate bin collection 
scheme across the district in October 2009

10,000 10,000

The risk associated with not carrying out 
extensive education and awareness is that 
the public may not be fully on board, may 
not understand what it will mean to them 
and therefore not participate fully.  This 
could impact the councils ability to reach its 
recycling and composting targets and 
impact on the reputation of the service and 
the council.  

C

The current budget for education and 
awareness is quite limited and provides for 
the existing newsletters and leaflets.  This 
budget will be required to fully promote 
awareness and provide targeted campaigns 
to ensure that the new ABC scheme is 
implemented successfully.

F 

Total 28,300 33,760 24,230

Head of Service:
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APPENDIX 1

ENVIRONMENT BOARD - LOW PRIORITY REVENUE BIDS

Head of 
Service Description  2008/9  2009/10  2010/11  Risk  Category PURPOSE / JUSTIFICATION

 One-
off/Perm/

Fixed 
 £  £  £ 

EHL Scores on the Doors Scheme for Food 
Businesses 2,500 2,250 2,250

Initiative to support the council's statutory 
enforcement service. Sub regional project 
(all NY districts + City Of York) subject to 
funding. Failure to participate will 
marginalise authority & miss opportunity to 
drive forwards food safety standards & 
protect public health. Council would be 
failing to implement a key Food Standards 
Agency strategy.

E

Basis of scheme - to publicise star ratings 
for all food businesses on the council's 
website. Rating relates to food safety 
standards at the premises. Customers will 
be able to check rating prior to visiting. 
Scheme provides strong commercial 
incentive to improve food safety standards &
rewards good performance. Bid is for cost of 
software, licence & support.

 

F (3 yrs)

Total 2,500 2,250 2,250

Total of all Environment Board revenue bids 30,800 36,010 26,480

Head of Service:
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Public Session 
 

Agenda Item No: 8 
___________________________________________________________________ 
 
Title: Environment Board 2007/2008 Performance Indicator Report: 

April 2007 – November 2007 
  
To: Environment Board 
  
Date: 10 January 2008 
  
Service Area: Policy and Performance 
  
Author: Melanie Hambrecht – Policy and Performance Assistant 
  
Presented by: Heather Watts, Head of Service - Policy and Performance 
__________________________________________________________________ 
 
1 Purpose of Report 
  
1.1 To assist councillors in focussing on priority areas and managing the 

performance of the Council by updating the Environment Board on the 
progress that is being made in 2007/2008 for the corporate and statutory Best 
Value Performance Indicators (BVPIs) for which they are responsible. 
 

  
2 Recommendation 
  
2.1 That future actions and priorities be established to recognise 

achievement and address the areas of weakness highlighted. 
  
  
3 Executive Summary 
  
3.1 
 
 
 
 
3.2 
 
 
3.3 
 

The ‘star’ ratings for the statutory performance indicators are categorised by 
using the quartile ratings that are calculated from the performance statistics 
submitted by district councils.  They are used to compare performance both 
nationally and locally.  
 
The thumbs up/down compares performance year-to-date in 2007 to year-to-
date for 2006. 
 
Details of the background figures used to determine quartile ratings can be 
obtained from the Policy and Performance section. 
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4 The Report 
  
4.1 
 
 
 
 
4.2 
 
 
4.3 
 
 
4.4 
 
 
 
 

This report has been produced using the statistical data that is collated from a 
broad range of service areas for statutory performance indicators throughout 
the year.  Background figures and full audit trails are available within service 
areas and from the Policy and Performance section. 
 
The quartile ratings are currently based on 2006/2007 year-end data for all 
District Councils.  
 
The officers responsible for reporting the data have provided the commentary 
for this report. 
 
The report shows which BVPIs the Audit Commission has classed as a High 
Risk and/or a Comprehensive Performance Assessment Performance 
Indicator. 
 
 

5 Financial Implications 
  
5.1 
 
 
 
5.2 
 
 
 
 
6 
 
6.1 

Subject to the actions determined by councillors to address weakness 
identified, there are no financial implications arising from the contents of this 
report. 
 
Any actions identified for improvements to performance would need to be 
properly assessed for financial implications and, if required, approval for any 
additional funding sought. 
 
 
Conclusions 
 
Future actions and priorities need to be established to recognise 
achievements and address the areas of weakness highlighted in this report. 

 
 

 

7 Link to Corporate Plan 
  
7.1 The ongoing management of performance and improvement data assists the 

Authority in achieving its strategic themes and priorities. 
  
  
8 How Does This Report Link to the Council’s Priorities? 
  
8.1 The ongoing management of performance and improvement data assists the 

Authority in achieving its priorities. 
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9 Impact on Corporate Policies 
  
9.1 Service Improvement 

The continual monitoring of service areas will 
address areas of weakness, if any, highlighted. 
 

Impact 

9.2 Equalities 
 

No Impact 

9.3 Community Safety and Crime 
 

No Impact 

9.4 Procurement 
 

No Impact 

9.5 Risk Management 
There is a significant risk given the impact that 
performance management has on the outcome 
of Council and service area inspections. 
 

Impact 

9.6 Sustainability 
 

No Impact 

9.7 Value for Money 
The on-going management of performance will 
facilitate improvement in services and hence 
value for money. 

Impact 

  
  
10 Background Papers 
  
10.1 Environment Board 2007/2008 Performance Indicator Report: April 2007 – 

November 2007. 
 
Please find below a key to the star ratings. 
 
 

KEY 
 

 
QUARTILE / TOLERANCE 

 
 
 

 
BEST 

 
 
 

 
SECOND 

 
 
 

 
THIRD 

 
 
 

 
WORST 
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ENVIRONMENT BOARD PERFORMANCE UPDATE
APRIL 2007 - NOVEMBER 2007

WASTE STRATEGY

Code Description 2006/2007 
Year End 2007/2008 Target Reporting 

Period
2007/2008 Year to Date

(2006/2007 Year to Date)

2006/2007 
District 

Council Best 
Quartile 
Figure

Daventry B G 
Average 

(April 2006 - 
March 2007 )

BV199a 
CPA

The proportion of relevant land and highways (expressed 
as a percentage) that is assessed as having combined 
deposits of litter and detritus that fall below an acceptable 
level.

9.4% 9.5% Monthly 
Cumulative

9.6%
(8.9%)

2007/2008 year to 
date compared to 
2006/2007 year to 

date.

6.0% 10.1%

BV218a Percentage of new reports of abandoned vehicles 
investigated within 24hrs of notification. 98.17% 80.00% Monthly 

Cumulative
100.00%
(97.67%) 98.22% 87.01%

BV218b
Percentage of abandoned vehicles removed within 24 
hours from the point at which the Authority is legally 
entitled to remove the vehicle.

79.86% 81.00% Monthly 
Cumulative

83.33%
(78.57%) 97.76% 70.38%

BV199a - Year to date April 2006 to November 2006 was 8.9%.

Slightly below year to date performance for last year but because of improving performance over the last couple of months, we are now within our year end target. We will continue to work closely with 
our contractors to further improve performance.

November 2007 = 7.2% - November 2006 performance was 15.00%.  Another excellent performance following October improving figure.  

We have been working with our contractors to ensure effective use of resources and as a result we have had an extra road sweeper being used during November along with new leaf blowing equipment 
for footpaths which has been supplied to two street cleaners to combat leaf fall during this month.

BV218a - Performance for April 2006 to November 2006 was 97.67%.

All vehicles reported this year have been responded to within 24 hours.  Procedures are in place to ensure that staff holidays or sickness do not have a negative impact on performance and all vehicles 
are still responded to within the target time.

November 2007 = 100.00% - November 2006 performance was also 100.00%. 2 vehicles reported and both were responded to within 24 hours.

BV218b - Performance April 2006 to November 2006 was 78.57%.

We have met the target for the year end this month due to the procedures that we have recently put in place.  We expect to improve performance month by month to maintain our year end target.

November 2007 = 100.00% - November 2006 performance was also 100.00%.  Two vehicles were due to be removed this month. Willinghams visited within 24 hours of notice expiry, but unfortunately 
both vehicles were not at location.                                                46



ENVIRONMENT BOARD PERFORMANCE UPDATE
APRIL 2007 - NOVEMBER 2007

WASTE STRATEGY continued
DUE TO THE NORMAL TWO MONTHLY DELAY IN RECEIVING WEIGH TICKETS FROM NORTH YORKSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL, THE DATA FOR THE FOLLOWING PIs COVERS THE PERIOD 
OF APRIL 2007 - SEPTEMBER 2007:

Code Description 2006/2007 
Year End 2007/2008 Target Reporting 

Period
2007/2008 Year to Date

(2006/2007 Year to Date)

2006/2007 
District 

Council Best 
Quartile 
Figure

Daventry B G 
Average 

(April 2006 - 
March 2007 )

BV82a (i) 
CPA/ High Risk

Percentage of household waste arisings which have been 
sent by the Authority for recycling. 14.45% 14.00% Monthly 

Cumulative
14.05%

(13.30%)

2007/2008 year to 
date compared to 
2006/2007 year to 

date.

24.19% 20.33%

BV82a (ii) 
CPA/ High Risk

Total tonnage of household waste arisings which have 
been sent by the Authority for recycling. 5,525.26 4,800.00 Monthly 

Cumulative
2,905.95

(2,680.89) 10,069.95 8,297.68

BV82b (i)  
CPA/ High Risk

The percentage of household waste sent by the Authority 
for composting or treatment by anaerobic digestion. 15.14% 16.50% Monthly 

Cumulative
23.17%

(19.40%) 17.97% 18.17%

BV82b (ii) 
CPA/ High Risk

The tonnage of household waste sent by the Authority for 
composting or treatment by anaerobic digestion. 5,790.42 4,900.00 Monthly 

Cumulative
4,793.40

(3,910.22) 7,513.87 8,010.10

BV84a 
CPA

Number of kilograms of household waste collected per 
head of the population. 492.9 Kgs 505.0 Kgs Monthly 

Cumulative
260.3 Kgs

(259.7 Kgs) 380.8 Kgs 429.7 Kgs

BV84b 
CPA

Percentage change from the previous financial year in the 
number of kilograms of household waste collected per 
head of the population. 

0.87% 0.00% Monthly 
Cumulative

-0.19%
(0.01%) -1.87% 0.36%

BV82a(i) - April 2006 to September 2006 YTD figure was 13.30%.

Whilst this increase is due in part to an increase in the number of households in the district there has also been a lot of work done improving access to the service for hard to reach properties such as 
flats and areas of sheltered accommodation.

September 2007 = 14.47%  - September 2006 was 13.89%.

Slight increase in this percentage compared to last September, even with the lower tonnage of dry recyclables this month.  

There has been a reduction in total waste arisings of over 110 tonnes this September in what is generally a 'low waste' month.
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ENVIRONMENT BOARD PERFORMANCE UPDATE
APRIL 2007 - NOVEMBER 2007

WASTE STRATEGY continued
BV82a (ii) - April 2006 to September 2006 YTD tonnage was 2680.89 tonnes.

A significant improvement on tonnage collected last year.  Whilst this is due in part to an increase in the number of households in the district there has also been a lot of work done improving access to 
the service for hard to reach properties such as flats and areas of sheltered accommodation.

September 2007 = 444.05 tonnes - September 2006 was 441.08 tonnes.

This is the lowest monthly tonnage collected by far but historically September is a 'low waste' arisings month.  For example landfill tonnages have been the lowest of the year during September for the 
last 3 years and so we should not be concerned about this slight drop in tonnage.

We are still on course to reach our year end target.

BV82b (i) - April 2006 to September 2006 YTD figure was 19.40%.

We had expected an increase in performance as the scheme was expanded this year but the excellent performance through the summer means we should have no problem reaching our year end 
target as tonnages reduce over winter.

September 2007 = 20.44% - September 2006 was 22.90%.

We expect this monthly figure to drop slightly each month now as green waste tonnages drop.  This is not a cause for concern and the high performance over the summer should mean there are no 
issues reaching the year end target.

BV82b (ii) - The April 2006 to September 2006 YTD tonnage was 3910.22 tonnes.

Excellent performance throughout the summer means that we are only just over 100 tonnes from our year end target.  

We are starting to see a reduction a green waste tonnages but are promoting christmas tree recycling at the kerbside which should result in increased tonnage over the New Year period.

September 2007 = 627.24 tonnes - September 2006 was 727.16 tonnes.

Green waste tonnages are starting to drop off as we would expect around September - October.  We have only just over 100 tonnes off our year end target already though which is excellent after only 6 
months of the year.
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ENVIRONMENT BOARD PERFORMANCE UPDATE
APRIL 2007 - NOVEMBER 2007

WASTE STRATEGY continued
BV84a - The April to September 2006 YTD figure was 259.7kgs.

A very minor increase of 0.5kgs per head compared to this time last year.  We are starting to see the reduction in green waste tonnage heading into Autumn and Winter and to achieve our year end 
target we need to achieve a monthly figure of between 40 - 41kgs.

September 2007 = 39.5Kgs - September 2006 was 40.9kgs.

This is the lowest monthly figure so far this year which we would expect given the reduction in the tonnage of green waste collected.

BV84b - The April to September 2006 YTD figure was +0.01%.

Total waste arisings for April to September 2007 are up by 527 tonnes compared to April to September 2006 but there has been an increase in the number of households due to recent development.   
There is still a reduction in Kgs of waste per head and actual waste to landfill has reduced by almost 600 tonnes.

September 2007 = -3.30% - September 2006 was 14.11%.

Total waste arisings for September is down over 110 tonnes on September 2006 and is the lowest monthly figure so far for this financial year.  September is historically a low month in terms of waste 
arisings.
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