CORPORATE SERVICES LEAD MEMBER BRIEFING

1ST DECEMBER, 2003.

PRESENT:
Councillors Hinds and Murphy



M. Brooks, K. Clare, S. Fryer, G. Topping



J. Spink and A. Westwood

· John Spink to provide a briefing note on the pros and cons of a local income tax

· Record of the meeting held on 24th November, 2003 – noted

· Council Tax Discounts and Exemptions – AGREED that the new powers to vary the discounts on second homes, vary or remove the discounts on long term empty properties and provide locally funded discounts and exemptions on an individual or class of property be not used in respect of the financial year 2004/05

· Business Rates Case – Encon Insulation –v- Nottingham City Council – noted, and that Steve Fryer investigate the statutory powers referred to in the letter from the ODPM of February, 2001

· Budget Consultation 2004/05 –

· Details of public comments submitted – to be organised into themes ready for consultation meeting in January when Lead Member / Directors will be expected to attend and respond to the comments

· Need to improve publicity for consultations in time for next years round

· Submit comments to Cabinet

· Budget proposals document required in time for January consultation

· Proposal to visit Registrars Office – noted

· Collection Fund Estimated Outturn 2003/04 – deficit of £0.953m noted

· Applications for VER – APPROVED

· Proposals for capital expenditure – Salford Inner Relief Route Stage 3 - £1.890m – APPROVED

· City Treasury Building – Maura Brooks  commented on the lack of heating in the reception area in the building where staff were now expected to work and that Development Services had said that mobile heaters could not be used – that an immediate risk assessment of the use of mobile heaters be undertaken with a view to them being used on a temporary basis pending more permanent measures being introduced

· Beacon Visit – the visit by the inspectors on the 27th November appeared to have gone well

· Social Services FSS – details of the FSS data changes submitted which did not appear to show that an appeal against the allocation would be successful  

