clirencester

- town council -

@ ouncil

You aie hereby summoned to atiend a Meeting of the Council to be held in the Bingham Gallery at
Bingham House, 1 Dyer Street, Cirencester, at 7.06 p.m.
on Tuesday, 10® Ociober 2017.

1 eeting

Andrew Tubb, Chief Executive Officer
3d Qctober 2017

Pledge:

“Let our debating be reasoned and temperate,
recognising that others may have a different point of
view; and may we always remember that our
deliberations and decisions are ultimately for the good
of the people of Cirencester.”

Summary of Agenda
ftems 1-9 Standing Items inc. Minutes & Schedule of Payments
&12-14 (pages 04 to 10 refer)
ltem 10 Local Plan Examination in Public
ltem 11 New Homes Bonus {pages 11 10 46 refer)

Confidentiat Session

ftem 15 Cirencester Town Centre Traffic Reguiation Order Proposal
(pages 48 to 52 refer)

ltem 16 Land at Purley Road (pages 53 to 81 refer)

[tem 17 CCTV Monitoring and Maintenance (pages 82 to 89 refer)

Bingham House, 1 Dyer Street, Cirencester, Gloucestershire, GL7 2PP
Tel: 01285 655646/Fax: 01285 643843/ Web: www.cirencester.gov.uk
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Agenda

Apologies
To receive and formally approve the apologies presented.

Declarations of interest

To receive declarations of interest and to note any dispensations which have been approved.

Members are reminded to declare pecuniary or non-pecuniary interests on any item on the agenda in
accordance with Cirencester Town Council's Code of Conduct.

Council Minutes
To consider any matters arising and to approve the Minutes of the Meeting held on Tuesday, 12%
September 2017, as an accurate record {pages 04 to 06 refer).

Public Participation {Standing Order 68 refers)

If a member of the public wishes to speak at the meeting, or would like to submit correspondence they
are asked to notify the Chief Executive Officer in advance and no later than 5pm on the day before the
meeting. For the purpose of public speaking, a member of the public is defined as someone who is
included on the electoral register for the town of Cirencester and those who are excluded from the
register by age and who reside in the town. Members of the pubfic who wish to submit a written
question for inclusion as part of public participation may do so at any time.

District and County Council Participation (Standing Item) _
To consider items and updates from Cotswold District Council and Gloucestershire County Council.

Youth Participation {Standing Item)
To consider items and updates from young people, as and when received, and to provide an
apportunity to comment on Council reports and raise local matters for future discussion.

Member Participation (Standing Orders 27 to 30 refer)
A member may ask the Mayor/Presiding Chairman any question concerning the business of the Council.

Delegation of Urgent Matters (Standing Order 11 ¢ refers)
To provide a summary of any matter which has required urgent attention under Standing Order 11a)
and 11h).

Schedule of Payments
To approve the schedule of payments made during the period 1% August to 31% August 2017 (pages 07
to 10 refer).

Local Plan Examination in Public
To consider, in light of the deferred South Chesterton Outline Planning Application, priority issues that
should be raised on behalf of Cirencester at the Local Plan Fxamination in Public.

New Homes Bonus

To ask Cotswold District Council to undertake public consultation on how the estimated £13 million
New Homes Bonus funding from the Government should be allocated in respect of the proposed
strategic housing and employment development at Chesterton {pages 11 to 46 refer).

Announcements
To receive and note any important announcements from Members relating to Council business.

Correspondence
a) Council Information Sheet; including details of any actions taken arising from previous meetings.
b} Any other correspondence received in accordance with Standing Order 68g.

Matters Identified for Future Consideration

14.1  For Members io state a matter they wish to be considered for future discussion within the remit
of a respective Group/Committee and which directly relates to the business of the Coundil.
Please note that this Agenda item is not for the purpose of asking questions or debating the
matter which is raised;

t4.2 7o receive an update, for information, on matters raised under this item at previous meetings of
the Council (page 47 refers).
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PART TWOQO
CONFIDENTIAL
Confidential item in respect of which a resolution may be passed in accordance with the Public Bodies
(Admission to Meetings) Act 1960, excluding the press and public.

15. Cirencester Town Centre Traffic Regulation Order Proposal
To consider a proposal from Gloucestershire County Council relating to traffic regulation within the
town centre (pages 48 to 52 refer).

16. Land at Purley Road
To consider a report relating to the purchase of land at Purley Road from Gloucestershire County Council
{(pages 53 to 81 refer),

17. CCTV Monitering and Maintenance
To consider a report relating to the provision of monitoring and maintenance of CCTV within Cirencester
(pages 82 to 89 refer).

MEMBERS ARE ASKED TO CONTACT THE CEQ, ANDREW TUBB, IN ADVANCE OF THE MEETING
[F THEY HAVE A SPECIFIC QUESTION REEATING TO ANY OF THE AGENDA ITEMS OR WOULD LIKE
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

NOTES & INFORMATION
1. Al reports referred to, induding recommendations, are available to view at the local Information
Centre, Bingham House, 1 Dyer Street, Cirencester.
2. A Welcome Sheet is available to members of the public at the meeting; and on request via the Local
Information Centre.
3. Please note that in the event of a fire, follow the exit signs, which are clearly identifiable. The primary exit from the
Bingham Gallery & Conference Suite is via Bingham House front entrance where the assembly point is located at the entrance
to 'The Woolmarket’. The secondary exit is via the back door and through the court yard to the rear of Bingham Library.
4. Future Meeting Dates: -
12" October and 9™ November — Planning Committee Meeting at 10am, 1% Floor Meeting Room, Bingham House,
1 Dyer Street
14" November — Council Meeting at 7pm, Bingham Gallery, Bingham House, ¥ Dyer Street
5. Members of the public are welcome to attend meetings of the Coundil and its Committees.
6. Follow us on Facebook, Twitter and Instagram.,

For details about public participation, please contact the Local Information Centre,







ITEM NO 3
CIRENCESTER TOWN COUNCIL

MINUTES of the Council Meeting held in the Bingham Gallery and Conference Suite, Bingham House, No. 1 Dyer
Street, Cirencester, on Tuesday, 12" September 2017 at 7.00 p.m.

PRESENT: Councillor Nigel Robbins — Chairman of the Council

71.18

72.18

73.18

74.18

75.18

Councillar Patrick Coleman — Vice Chairman of the Council

Councillors: Claire Bloomer
Mark Harris
David Henson
Jenny Hincks
Roland Hughes
Andrew Lichnowski
Deryck Nash
Sabrina Poole
Shane Poole
Lee Searles
Gary Selwyn

Andrew Tubb — Chief Executive Officer
lohan Newman — Office Services Manager

County and District Councillor J Harris was present.
1 newspaper representative and 1 member of the public were present.

Apologies

Apologies were received and accepted from Councillor Stuart Tarr (personal) and Councillor Jonathan
Wells (personal}.

[Voting'Record: " " For=13 ' ' ‘Apainst=0. . Abstentiois=0 " 1 Absent=2

Declarations of Interest
None were received.
Coundil Minutes

RESOLVED that the Minutes of the Meeting held on 18" July 2017 be approved as a correct record and
signed by the Mayor.

Voting Record. For 6 Against—0  Abstentions—5  AbsentoA ]

Public Participation {Standing Order 68 refers)
None.
District and County Council Participation (Standing ftem)

County and District Councillor Joe Harris advised that the issue of parking in Hammond Way was being
addressed and it was hoped that an on street parking review would be carried out within a year and
that it would extend to a town wide scheme.

Councillor Harris also referred to funding new bollards in West Market Place; questions were also raised
with regard to Cotswold District Council's transfer of services.

In accordance with Standing Orders, it was agreed that the order of business be varied to allow for agenda items
11 to 13 relating to the Town Centre Regeneration Scheme, Chesterton OPA and Local Plan, to be taken before

the standing items.

Voting Record: For—13 Against - 0 Abstentions — 0 Absent — 2 - |
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76.18 Town Centre Regeneration Scheme Update

Members received and noted an update report on the scheme, which included information on project
management, phasing and delivery, public information, project challenges, Cricklade Street scheme,
disabled parking provision, funding update and the Stage 3 Road Safety Audit {RSA). A question and
answer fact sheet about the scheme and layout was also circulated at the meeting and was noted far
public release; in addition, it was agreed to publish a welcome to Cirencester information card for the
elderly and blue badge holders.

It was also noted that the project team would be drafting a response on the latest RSA and consider
how the issues raised are to be addressed; noting that no issue has been raised with the kerb heights.
However, a mobility and access audit is to be carried out and consideration to he given o issues
identified. A public consultation on the impact of the scheme would be carried out in early 2018,

Reference was also made to the number of penalty notices issued to drivers ignoring the restrictions in
Cricklade Street and pedestrian safety, improving town centre signage, traffic lights reinstatement,
updating satnav companies on new traffic flows, lack of greenery, music events in the Market Place
conflicting with church events, bus stop locations, shortage of taxi ranks, blue badge parking and
bicycle parking.

77.18  Chesterton Outline Planning Application

i) Members received and noted the Town Council’s formal response to the Chesterton Outline
Planning Appilication for information;

i) The planning obligations and CIL compliant projects, directly relating to the Town Council were
received and affirmed following discussion;

[Voting Record: .~~~ For=40. . - ~Against=0 " Abstentions=3. .- Absent.o2 - .
iii) It was RESOLVED that Councillor Stuart Tarr, lead member for planning, be appointed as the

Town Council's spokesperson at the forthcoming meeting of Cotswold District Council to
determine the application on 26" September 2017.

Voting Record: " “For=13 . Against-0  Abstentions—0 . Absemioa

78.18 Local Plan Examination in Public

It was RESOLVED that the Chairman of the Council be appointed to speak at the Examination in Public,
in accordance with the Town Council’s formal submissions made to Cotswold District Council.

Voting Record: . - For=13. Against—0 _ Abstentions-0 . . Absent—2 . . ..

79.18 Youth Participation (Standing [tem)

An update report was circulated at the meeting, which included information on grants and funding,
Ozone Hub/Café, play sessions and future plans.

80.18 Member Participation (Standing Orders 27 to 30 refer)
None.
81.18 Delegation of Urgent Matters (Standing Order11c) refers)
It was noted that in accordance with standing delegated authority, the Chief Executive Officer had:
a) signed a standard agreement with Gloucestershire County Council permitting the Town Council to
instalt mobile vehicle activated speed signs on the public highway;
and

b) signed a letter in support of a joint bid for funding to improve walking and cycling routes across
Cirencester as part of a Cotswolds AONB led Rural Development Programme funding appiication.

B06945




82.18 Schedule of Payments

Members received and RESOLVED that the Schedule of Payments made during the period 1% June to
31" July 2017 be approved.

Voting Record: "~ For—13 Against—0  Abstentions =0 Absent 2

83.18 Appointment to Committees and Groups

RESOLVED that:
a) Councillor Claire Bloomer be appointed to the Personnel Group and Health and Safety Group;

[Voting Record: ~  For—12 -~ Against—0 _ Abstentions=1 . Absent-2 - - |

b) Councillor Sabrina Poole be appointed to the Planning Committee and Finance and Audit Group.

|Voting Record: .~ For=12 . Against=0_ . Abstentions—1. . . Absent=2 |
84.18 Announcements
The Mayor provided an update on a recent meeting with Earl Bathurst and Councillor Mark Harris
relating to a partnership with Bathurst, Australia. It was noted that the Mayor had declined to get
further involved at this stage as no formal agreement had been entered into by the Coundil.
85.18 Correspondence
a) Coundil Information Sheet;
Members noted the Weekly Information Sheet that was circulated electronically.
b) Any other correspondence received in accordance with Standing Order 68g);
None.
86.18 Matters Identified for Future Consideration
a) Parking in Cirencester {off and on street);
b) Consider responding to the Raynsford Review of Planning (deadline 31/10/17).
The meeting closed at 8.50 p.m. Councillor Nigel Robbins

Chairman of the Council







Cirencestier Town Council 201718

Current Account

ITEM NO ©

List of Payments made between 01/08/2017 and 31/08/2017

Date Paid ~ Payee Name
20/08/2017  Castle Water
241082017  Pitney Bowes

01/08/2017  Farol Ltd
01/08/2017  Lex Autolease Lid
01/08/2017  Aviva
01/08/2017  Sherriff Amenity Services
01/08/2017  Gloucestershire County Councit
01/08/2017  Austins Country Store
01/08/2017  Severnside Safety Supplies
01/08/2017  C P Jeffries

01/08/2017 Spaldings
01/08/2017 A & B Fencing Roofing Ltd
01/08/2017  Valley Trading
01/08/2017  Seton
01/08/2617  ScrewFix
01/08/2017 R&R Tools & Fixings
01/08/2017  Vale Press
01/08/2017 CBCS
01/08/2017 A Maddock
01/08/2017 Tech Recycle
01/08/2017  Winstones ice Cream
01/08/2017  Ben Hilditch
01/08/2017  Cirencester Civic Sociely
01/08/2017  Nationat Pen Promotional Prods
01/08/2017  Mrs C Hawke
01/08/2017 GCC Holding Fund
¢1/08/2017  GCDT
01/08/2017 Eagle Plant
01/08/2017  Garden Supplies
01/08/2017 Rhodri Baines
01/08/2017  Woodberry
01/08/2017  SG Bailey Paints
01/08/2017  Peppermint Print
01/08/2017  Foundation
01/08/2017  Abbey Loos Lid
02/08/2017  Spot on Supplies Lid
02/08/2017  Office Right Business Solution
3/08/2017  Cotswold District Council
03/08/2017  Cotswold District Goundl
03/08/2017  Cotswold District Council
03/08/2017  Cotswold District Council
04/08/2017  Vodafone
04/08/2017  Southern Electric
04/08/2017 NEST
09/08/2017  Aviva
09/08/2017  Aviva

Chegue Ref

DD1
DD2
bD1
pbh2
Bb3
012070
012071
012075
012076
012077
012078
012080
012081
012082
012085
012086
012003
012094
012092
0612091
012090
012089
012088
012087
012084
012083
012074
012072
012065
012066
012067
012068
012069
DD
012079A
012085
012096
DD4
DD5
bDs
bb7y
DB8

oDa
DD
DD10
DDA

Amount Paid

Authorized Ref

Transaction Detail

43.00
93.47
70.00
289.09
1,368.45
200.82
125.00
4.70
520.38
68.40
§7.20
106.72
336.00
76.86
105.94
265.93
290.40
78.00
11.70
30.00
43.20
35.00
80.00
75.54
420.52
60.00
414.00
472.80
840.00
310.00
732.24
50.35
269.00
238.80
221.60
354.50
95.62
136.00
261.00
321.00
734.00
48.45

1,374.45
178.G7
117.38
117.38

Office
Estates
Estates
Corporate
Estates
Gommunity
Estates
Estates
Estates
Estates
Reserves
Estales
Estates
Estates
Reserves
Office

Office
Office
Office
Office
Office
Office

Community

Reserves
Reserves
Estates
Estates
Estates
Office

Office

Office & Estates
Comrmunity
Carporate
Estates
Corporate

Estates/
Community

Community

Corporate

Carporate

Water Charge SMP — July 17
Lease - Franking Machine
Servicing Agreement —John Deere
Vehicle Lease

Insurance Policy

Herbicide - Estates

Road Closure-Advent Festival
Firelighters - SMP

Plastic Signs - Depot

Repairs to W.C.'s - SMP

Chain Oil - Depot
Materials-Abbey Grounds Sand Pit
Bulk Refuse Callection - Depot
Anti-Climb Spill Granules

Safety Wear - Estates Team
Materials-Abbey Ground Sand Pit
Maps for sale in LIC

Banner - Phoenix Festivai
Volunteer Parking

IT Recycling

lce Cream for sale in LIC

Honey for sale in LiC

Leaflets for sale in LIC

Pens for sale in LIC
Overtime/Mileage - OZone Hub
GCC Holding Fund

Refund - Wrist Bands Phoenix Fest
Canteen Unit - Phoenix Festival
Playsand - Abbey Grounds
Instaflation-Abbey Grounds Sand Pit
West Market Place Seating

Paint Container - Depot
Signage/Astwork/Flyers - SMP
Woebsite Hosting - Aug 17
Purchase Ledger Payment

Office Cleaning Products
Office/Estates Stationery & Refreshments
Business Rates - Markeis
Business Rates-BH Ground Floor
Business Rates - KSD

Business Rates- BH 1st Floor

Mobile/WiFi — Emergency Duty Team,
CCTV & Environmental Warden

Electricity ~ Church Floodlighting
Pansions Contributions - Aug 17
Insurance Policy

Insurance Policy




Current Account

List of Payments made between 01/08/2017 and 31/08/2017

Date Paid  Payee Name

09/08/2017  Travis Perkins

09/08/2017  ScrewFix

09/08/2017 T W Hawkins & Sons
09/08/2017 St John Ambulance
09/08/2017  Ermin Plant (Hire & Services)
09/08/2017  Hills Quarry Products
09/08/2017  Lister Wilder

09/08/2017 PATA

09/08/2017  Enigma CCTV Lid
09/08/2017 NABMA

09/08/2017 DCK Deavers Lid

09/08/2017  Peter Doggett
08/08/2017  NALC

00/08/2017  WPS Insurance Brokers
09/08/2017  Gloucestershire County Council
09/08/2017  Able Pest Control

09/08/2017  J Parker Dutch Bulbs
09/08/2017  Ciearwater Vehicles
09/08/2017  Decimal itd

09/08/2017  ATB Shop

09/08/2017 I3 Nash

08/08/2017  Chesterton Community Group
09/08/2017  Watermoor Community Group
09/08/2017  Community Family Card
QS/08/2017  NALC

09/38/2017  GB Sport & Leisure
09/08/2017  Laurie Plant

09/08/2017  Garden Supplies

09/08/2017  Mrs C Hawke

09/08/2017  Chesterton Community Project
10/08/2017  Barclaycard Merchant Services
14/08/2017  Mainstream Digital btd
15/08/2017 UK Card Services Ltd
16/08/2017  Cirencesier College
17/08/2017  Payzone

18/08/2017  Mainstream Digital Ltd
21/0872017  Southern Electric

21/08/2017  Castle Water

22/08/2017 ITEC

22/08/2017  Roval Mail

22/08/2017  Microshade Business Consuitant
2210872017  Abbey Loos Lid

221082017  Newsquest

22/08/2017  Network Connections
22/08/2017  Campus Trading

22/08/2017  Goode and Gander
22/08/2017  Infrastructure Design Studio

Cheque Ref Amount Paid Authorized Ref  Transaction Detail

012097 891.81 Reserves Railway Sleeper — Abbey Grounds Sand Pit
012098 261.18 Estates Safety Wear & Hazard Tape
012102 831.60 Estates White Liner - KSD

012103 354,00 Estates First Atd Course

012104 58.90 Estates White Liner - KSD

012105 87.44 Estates Plant Beds - Abbey Grounds
012106 55.30 Estates Strimmer Blade - Depot

012112 143.00 Caorporate Payroll Support - August 17
012116 3,864.19 Community CCTV Monitoring - July 17
2117 864.00 Community Annuai NABMA Conference
012118 478.68 Corporate Account Support

0i2119 150.60 Corporate SMT Development Training
012420 60.00 Corporate Local Council Scheme

012121 2,697.26 Corporate Vehicles Insurance

12124 250.00 Community Read Closures - Mop Fair
012125 60.00 Estates Wasp Control - Norman Arch
012123 663.72 Estates Flower Bulbs for Planters
012122 906.20 Estates Vehicle Repair — Insurance Claim
012115 650.00 Community Skate Equipment for Hire
012114 350.00 Community Scooter Jam Prizes

012113 4410 Corporate Member Mileage

012110 530.00 Community Grants towards Play Session
012109 50.60 Community Grant -Teddy Bears Picnic
012108 550.00 GCC Holding Fund

012107 17.00 Corporate LRC Subscription Renewal
012101 318.00 Estates Rope Net-Baunton Lane

012100 200.00 Estates Workshop Costs - Love Parks
012099 §72.00 Reserves Playsand - Abbey Grounds

DD 260.60 Youth Officer Contract — Aug 17
012110A -500.00 Community Cancelled Chegue

DD2 12.98 Office Card Facility Charge - July 17
Db3 385.14 Office Telephone Charges

bp12 1,031.20 Estates Fuel for Vehicles

0t2127 50.00 Corporate College Awards Sponsorship
DD2 24,00 Office Card Facility Charge - July 17
DD1 445.22 Office Telephone Charges

D3 108.11 Estates Electricity - Abbey Grounds

Db 43,00 Water Charge SMP - August 17
012128 163.44 Office Copy Charge - July 17

012129 129.42 Office Response Service Licence Charge
012130 758.40 Office Citrix Hosting - Aug 17

012131 1,638.28 Phoenix Festival Deposit WC's - Phoenix Festival
012132 238,80 Advertisement - Phoenix Festival
012133 1,44G.60 Community CCTV Maintenance-Aug-Oct17
012135 1,100.00 Mini Ramp Hire — Phoenix Festival
012136 582.30 T-Shirts - Phoenix Festival
12138 1,620.00 Reserves Design Engineering-Town Centre
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Curreni Account

List of Payments made between 01/08/2017 and 31/08/2017

Date Paid  Payee Name Cheque Ref Amount Pald Authorized Ref  Transaction Detail
22/08f2017 CBCS 012139 . 78.00 " Banner - Phoenix Festival
22/08/2017  Jackie Wreford-Brown at2140 2480 Volunteer Parking
220812017 Cordee 012141 43.15 Office OS5 Maps for Sale in LIC
22/08/2017  KDRUK Lid 012142 532,50 Banner/Posters - Phoenix Festival
24/08/2017  Total Gas & Power DB 448,52 FEstates Gas Charges - KSb
29/08/2047  Mrs C Hawke 02143 1,287.689 Community Youth Officers Fee - Aug 17
29/08/2017  Pitney Bowes B2 105.00 Office Postage — Meter Resat — 20/07
30/08/2017  John Deere Mower DD1 301.91 Estates Monthly Mower Hire — John Daare

TFotal Payments 40,743.80
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Girencester Town Council 2017/43

Salaries Account

List of Paymenis made between 01/08/2017 and 31/08/2017

Date Paid . Pavee Name Cheque Ref Amount Paid Authorized Ref  Transaction Detail
09/08/2017  Salaries . BACS 32,378.61 " Salaries - August 17
Total Payinents 32,378.61
Cirencester Town Council 2017/18
Bank of Scotland Chedque Alc
List of Payments made between 01/68/2017 and 31/08/2017
Date Paid  Payee Name Cheqgue Ref Amount Paid Authorized Ref  Transaction Detail
01/08/2017  Hillcard |£d 011669 1,005.00 Reserves Sleepers - KSD
01/08/2017  Eric Cole 011670 2,100.00 Reservas CDM Contract - Town Centre
01/08/2017  Glos LGPS 011671 8,142.30 Pension Contributions-July 17
01/08/2017  Post Office 011672 9,074.82 PAYE/NIC 086/07-05/68
Q1/08/2017  Severn Ambuiance & Medical 011673 1,380.00 Medical Cover-Phoenix Festival
02/08/2017  Lloyds TSB Salaries Account S0 30,000.060 ‘Fransfer of Funds - Salarles
07/08/2017 Visa Account pD 1,048.13 Transfer of Funds - Visa
22/08/2017  Mudway Waorkman 011674 5,017.80 Marguees-Phoenix Festival
22/08/2017  Toby Chevis 011675 6,211.80 Sound System-Phoenix Festival
272/08/2017 Laurence Rae Associates 011676 2,640,00 Reserves Road Safety Audit —Town Centre
Total Payments 66,619.85
Cirencester Town Council 2017/18
Visa Account
List of Payments made between 01/08/2017 and 31/08/2017
Date Paid  Payee Name Chegue Ref Amount Paid Authorized Ref  Transaction Detail
01/08/2017  Adobe Software VISA 3 30.34 Office Adobe In Design Sofiware
01/08/2017 Booker VISA 4 14745 Community Stock for 3Zone Hub
03/08/2017  Discount Displays VISA S 126.00 Community Pavement Sign - OZone Hub
03/08/2017  Hootsuite Media VISA B 14.10 Office Social Media Marketing
08/08/2017  Vista Print VISA7 21.56 Office Business Cards
17/08/2017  Microsoft VISA 8 7.99 Office Office 365 Home Software
Total Payments 347.44
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Council
10" October 2017
REPORT SUMMARY
AGENDA ITEM: 1.
REPORT TITLE: New Homes Bonus
REPORT AUTHOR: Andrew Tubb, Chief Executive Officer

LEAD MEMBER:

Councillor Nigel Robbins, Chairman of the Corporate Group

PURPOSE OF REPORT: To ask Cotswold District Council to undertake public consultation on how

the estimated £13 million New Homes Bonus funding from the Government
should be allocated in respect of the proposed strategic housing and
employment development at Chesterton.

LEGAL: There are no legal implications directly arising from this report.

FINANCIAL: There are no financial implications directly arising from this report.

PERSONNEL: there are no personnel implications directly arising from this report.

ENVIRONMENTAL: There are no environmental implications directly arising from this report.

RECOMMENDATION That the Chairman of the Council and Chief Executive Officer write a joint
letter to Cotswold District Council asking that public consultation is
undertaken on how the estimated £13 million New Homes Bonus funding
from the Government should be allocated in respect of the proposed
strategic housing and employment development at Chesterton.

1. introduction

i1

1.2

1.3

1.4

15

A detailed briefing paper on the New Homes Bonus (NHB) is attached to this report as an appendix
and has been published by the House of Commons Library.

The NHB was introduced by the Coalition Government with the aim of encouraging Local
Authorities to facilitate housing growth.

Whilst the Government has not ring-fenced this funding, Ministers have expected principal
authorities to consult with the public on how NHB should be allocated, particularly in those areas
within which the housing growth is taking place.

Council will recall that the Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government {DCLG) has
considered extending the Council Tax Referenda Principle to town and parish coundils in light of
recent increases in council tax at this most local level of community governance,

Funding streams such as the local council tax support grant, Community Infrastructure Levy and
NHB was intended by Government to be passed on by principal authorities to towns and parishes
towards meeting local economic, soctal and environmental needs.
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1.7

At a recent meeting with the Minister for Lacal Government at DCLG, Marcus Jones MP, the CEO
autlined concerns about principal authorities which were not passing en the tax support grant and
ather funding streams such as NHB; however, CDC is commended for having passed on the support
grant for as long as it has.

Whilst acknowledging that NHB forms part of the wider funding mix of local government, the
Naticnal Audit Office reports that the benefit of NHB is to ‘incentivise local authorities to encourage
new homes locally by contributing to visible benefits for local communities and countering
resistance to growth in housing'.

Purpose of Report

2.1

2.2

2.3

2.4

25

Cotswold District Council has published details of the NHB it is expected 1o receive in the event of
the strategic site at Chesterton being developed; this is estimated to be in the region of £13 million.

On 17" December 2015, DCLG, in publishing its technical consultation paper stated that whilst
councils can decide how to spend the New Homes Bonus there is an expeclation that they consult
communities about how they will spend the money, especially communities where housing stock
has increased.

£13 million is a significant funding receipt and would have substantial impact on the sodal,
economic and ernvironmental well-being of the community which is faced with significant housing
growth over the life time of the emerging Local Plan.

It is fundamentally and morally ethical that Cotswold District Council {CDC) consults with the public
on how this funding is best allocated.

Further to enquiries with officers at CDC it has been confirmed that Cotswold District Council
currently uses NHB receipis to fund its operational activity.

RECOMMENDATION

That the Chairman of the Council and Chief Executive Officer write a joint letter to Cotswold District Council
asking that public consultation is undertaken on how the estimated £13 million New Homes Bonus funding
from the Government should be allocated in respect of the proposed strategic housing and employment
development at Chesterton.
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3 The New Homes Bonus (England)

Summary

The New Homes Bonus {(NHB) was introduced by the Coalition Government with the aim
of encouraging local authorities to grant planning permissicns for the building of new
houses in return for additional revenue, Under the scheme, the Government has been
matching the Council Tax raised on each new home built for a period of six years, Local
authorities are not obliged to use the Bonus funding for housing development. A
consultation paper on the scheme was published on 12 November 2010 and the Final
Scheme Design was published in February 2011. The scheme applies only to England.

The Department for Communities and Local Government (DCLG) initially set aside almost
£1 billion over the Comprehensive Spending Review period (2011 to 2015) for the New
Homes Bonus. The aim was to provide an additional 140,000 homes over a ten-year
period. In February 2015 DCLG announced that a total of almost £3.4 billion had been
allocated between 2011 and 2016. The Government said that this £3.4 billion was
"rewarding the delivery of 700,000 net additional dwellings, and over 100,000 long-term
empty homes brought back into use.” By December 2016 more than £6 billion had been
paid 1o local authorities and “more than 1.2 million homes had been delivered”.

The context in which this scheme has been developed is one of housing supply failing to
meet demand. In England and Wales, housebuilding in 2010 was at the lowest point since
1946 (and the lowest since 1923 if the period around WWil is excluded). The number of
households in England is projected to increase by an average of 210,000 per year
between 2014 and 2039. 167,920 dwellings were completed in England in 2015/16.
Comparative statistics on house-building completions can be found in Library note
SN02644 Housebuilding: Social Indicators.

The National Audit Office (NAG) published a report on the impact of the New Homes
Bonus in March 2013 in which it called for an urgent Government review "“to ensure that
it successfully encourages the construction of much-needed new homes,” October 2013
saw publication of the Public Accounts Committee’s report on the New Homes Bonus in
which it observed: "The Department has yet to demonstrate that the new homes it is
funding through this scheme are in areas of housing need and the Department’s planned
evaluation is now urgent.” The Government’s Evaluation of the New Homes Bonus was
published in December 2014 and covers the first four years of the scheme’s operation.

The 2015 Spending Review included an announcement that “the government will consult
on reforms to the New Homes Bonus, including means of sharpening the incentive to
reward communities for additional homes and reducing the fength of payments from

6 years to 4 years.” The consultation proposals were published in December 2015;
consultation closed on 10 March 2016,

As part of the provisional Local Government Finance Settlement 2016, Sajid Javid,
Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government, said that “for all its successes,
the system can be improved.” He confirmed that from 2017 a national baseline for
housing growth would be introduced of 0.4%. He also confirmed that in 2017-18 NHB
payments would be made for five, rather than six years, and that the payment period
wolld be reduced again to four years from 2018-19,
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1. New Homes Bonus (NHB)
Scheme

The Conservative Party’s 2010 Manifesto included a desire to "create a
property-owning democracy, where everyone has the chance to own
their own home" and went on to describe a scheme to incentivise
sustainable house-building:

Communities should benefit when they choose to develop
sustainably, so we will match pound-for-pound the coundil tax
receipts that local authorities receive from new homes to
encourage sensitive local development.’

A February 2008 decentralisation paper, Control Shift, published by the
Conservative Party spelled out how this Coundil Tax incentive would be
funded,

To achieve this we wili:

e abolish the HPDG;

e use the £250m of HPDG funding allocated for 2010-11 as
the first contribution to a new Matching Fund; and

e add a further £250m to the Matching Fund in each of the
succeeding four years (to take the total to £1,250 million
per year in 2014-15), by taking £250m per year off what
would otherwise be the overall increase in formula grant to
coundils in each of those years.

As a result of these measures, councils will get an automatic, six-
year, 100 per cent increase in the amount of revenue derived
from each new house built in their areas. Local councils and local
voters will know that by allowing mare homes to be built in their
area they will get more money to pay for the increased services
that will be required, to hold down council tax, ar both. This will
be a permanent, simple, transparent incentive for lacal
government and local people to encourage, rather than resist,
new housing — of types and in places that are sensitive to local
concerns and with which local communities are, therefore,
content.

In addition, we wilt look at the complex array of existing levies on
development, for example the proposed Community
Infrastructure Levy and Section 106 agreemenis, and examine
how these can be simplified and focalised so that bath individuals
and communities affected by new development are properly
compensated for any loss of amenity.?

On 9 August 2010 the Housing Minister, Grant Shapps, announced the
New Homes Bonus Scheme. In the context of abolishing the existing
planning regime for the development of new housing, the scheme was
aimed at encouraging local authorities to grant planning permissions for
housing development:

' The Conservative Party Election Manifesto 2010
* Conservative Party, Controf Shift, February 2009, p10
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The New Homes Bonus (England)

The Minister confirmad that councils who take action now to give
planning consent and support the construction of new homes
where they are needed and wanted will receive direct and
substantial benefit for their actions.

Mr Shapps urged councils to open up an honest and direct debate
with the communities they serve about the benefits of building
new homes in their area - how they can reap the benefits of
development and not just the costs.

In a letter to coundils Mr Shapps also confirmed that the
Gavernment is working on business rate reforms to encourage
economic development, as well as reforming the Community
Infrastructure Levy to provide an even clearer incentive to
develop.?

On 29 August 2010 the Government announced that the scheme
would also provide incentives to local authorities to provide authorised
sites for travellers.?

As notad above, under the scheme the Government matches the
Council Tax raised on each new home for six years (note that has
changed from 2017/18 onwards).®

fn the wake of the 2010 Spending Review, Grant Shapps wrote to local
authorities on the settiement for housing. The letter included reference
o imminent consultation on the detail of the scheme, which was
published on 12 November 2010. ©

The Department for Business, Innovation and Skills published a White
Paper on 28 October 2010, Local Growth: realising every place’s
potential, which described the New Homes Bonus Scheme as “the
cornerstone of the new framework for incentivising housing growth”
and went on to say:

Starting in 2011-12 the scheme will match fund the additional
council tax for each new home and property brought back into
use, for each of the six years after that home is built. Central
government will help establish the scheme with support of £196
rillion in the first year and £250 million for each of the following
three years.”

The White Paper identified the importance of housing construction in
driving economic growth;

Housing can be an important source of economic growth,
particularly at a local enterprise partnership level. The recent
recession had a severe impact on housing construction, with
output falling by around a third from its pre-recession peak.
However, this also means that the sector has clear potential to
grow. It could therefore play a major role in leading the economy
back towards growth and improving the long-term
competitiveness of the UK economy. This potentiat has been
demonstrated in UK growth over the past six months, which

3 Department for Communities and Local Government, Grant Shapps: Extra funding for
councils who go for growth now, press release, 9 August 2010

4+ DCLG, "Eric Pickles: Fair deal for travellers and the settled community”, 29 August
2010

5 Seesections 8 and 9 of this paper for information on changes to the period over
which the bonus is payable.

& Deposited Paper 2010-1857

7 Cm 7961, October 2010
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showed construction output — of which housing is a major part -
growing by 14 per cent between the first and third quarters of
2010, making a major contribution to the strength of whole
economy GDP growth. Housing can also play a key role in
suppotting an efficient labour market, which is critical to
economic growth. A more strategic role for housing and planning
at the LEP level could help maximise the UK"s house building
supply response and the wider economic recovery.®

1.1 The consultation paper

The New Homes Bonus consultation paper was published on
12 November 2010. The paper was described as a “technical
consultation for local authorities.”

The Government consulted on the following issues:

e How we should reward local authorities for the additional
properties made available in their community for the following six
years,

° The level of the enhancement for affordable homes and how we
should define an affordable home.

e Whether we should reward local authorities for bringing empty
properties back into use.

o Whether, in two tier areas outside London, allocating 80 per cent
of the New Homes Bonus to the lower tier and 20 per cent to the
upper tier authority is an appropriate split. If not, what would the
appropriate split be, and why?

o Whether the proposed methods of data collection to track
increases to the housing stock are appropriate.

. We would also welcome your wider views on the proposed New
Homes Bonus, particularly where there are issues that have not
been addressed in the proposed model.?

1.2 Consultation stage impact assessment

An impact assessment was published as Annex E to The New Homes
Bonus consultation paper. This assessment considered the potential of
the Bonus to increase housing supply and concluded that it could result
in an 8-13% increase nationally, representing 144,000 additional homes
over 10 years. It was acknowledged that there would be winners and
losers amongst local authorities:

The New Homes Bonus is set to be funded primarily by taking
maoney out of the formula grant settlement. That is, money will be
taken out of the formula grant allocation and redistributed based
on the parameters of the bonus: the policy therefore — in the long
run - is revenue neutral. This redistributive mechanism of the New
Homes Bonus means that the scheme will create financial winners
and losers: for any authority to gain financially {relative to their
allocation before the honus), one or more authorities must lose
finandially. Across the spending review period, however, these
impacts will be mitigated by additional central Government
money from the abolition of the Housing and Planning Delivery

8 Ibid.
?  DCLG, The New Homes Bonus consultation paper, Novermber 2010
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The New Homes Bonus (England)

Grant: this will fund the full cost in year 1 and a falling proportion
across years 2-4.%0

In February 2011 Graham lones asked the Minister for further
information on potential winners and losers and where the additional
new homes were likely to be built. The Minister said “...the distribution
and behavioural response of local authorities will largely determine the
geographical spread” and:

To disclose the retrospective modeiling would be inappropriate.

The modelling was done on the basis of retrospective housing
supply data which cannot take account of future policy changes. !

1.3 Responses to the consultation process

Communities and Local Government published a Summary of Responses
to the New Homes Bonus Consultation paper in February 2011. This
covered the key issues raised in responses, as well as the Government
response.

The key issues were broadly focussed around;

e Linking the level of grant to the national average of the council
tax band; specifically the impact on affluent versus less affluent
areas and an encouragement to build 'executive” homes.

. Level of affordable homes enhancement.
° Tier split.
® The bonus as a material consideration.

1.4 Final scheme design

The Final Scheme Design for the New Homes Bonus was published in
February 2011, Four hundred and eighty responses to the consultation
paper were received —~ the Government described the proposals as
having “met with widespread support” and said it would implement the
scheme immediately.'”? The Scheme is summarised below under a series
of headings.

Note that the following sections describe the scheme as initially
introduced. Changes that will apply from Aprii 2017 are covered in
section 9 of this paper.

Unit of reward

The levei of grant for each additional dwelling is linked to the national
average of the council tax band for the foliowing six years.® Grant is
payabie based on the change in dwellings on council tax valuation lists.
This recognises:

° increases in housing stock;

0 The New Homes Bonus consultation paper, p48

" HC Deb 11 February 2011 cc470-1W

2 DCLG, Summary of Responses to the New Homes Bonus Censultation paper,
February 2011

13 Byt note that the payment period will start to reduce from 2017-18 to five years and
then four years from 2018-19.
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® the refative value of the properties — larger family homes require
more land and that homes built in areas of highest need are more
expensive and tend to be in a higher council tax band; and

® that local council tax levels have a variety of historic and local
reasons and we do not want to penalise authorities which have
been prudent.

The Final Scheme Design contains an example calculation on page 17.
Affordable housing enhancement

The development of each additional affordable home attracts an
enhancement of a flat rate £350 per annum.

Defining affordable housing

Appendix B to the Final Scheme Design provides detail on this
definition. Affordable housing includes social rented housing let at
social rents and at "affordable rents” (up to 80% of market rent levels).
It includes low cost home ownership products and can include homes
provided by private sector bodies and homes without grant funding
provided that they:

e Meet the needs of eligible households including availability at a
cost fow enough for them to afford, determined with regard to
local incomes and local house prices.

e Include provision for the home to remain at an affordable price
for future eligible households or, if these restrictions are lified, for
the subsidy to be recycled for alternative affordable housing
provision.

The definition also covers traveller sites in public ownership,
Empty homes

The New Homes Bonus is payable where empty homes are brought
back into use.

Allocating the New Homes Bonus

Tier split

The payment of the New Homes Bonus is split between tiers outside
London: 80 per cent to the lower tier and 20 per cent to the upper tier,
as a starting point for local negotiation. In London 100 per cent goes to
the London borough.

Flexibility on using the money

Local authorities have flexibility on how to spend the un-ringfenced
grant but DCLG expects local councils to consult communities about
how the money will be spent.

Basis of calculation

The calculation of grant for a billing authority’s area within a financial
year (“the relevant year”) is carried out as follows:

" DCLG, Final Scheme Design, para 7
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9  The New Homes Bonus (England)

The baseline for the number of effective stock for the preceding
financial year will be established using the following lines in the
Council Tax Base form supmitted by the authority for the
preceding year

Dwaellings on the valuation list (Line T) — adjustment for recent

demaolitions and out of area dwellings (Line 3) — Long term empty
homes (Lines 12, 14 & 15)

The position for the relevant year will be established in the same
way, but using the Council Tax Base form for that year.

Both these calculations will be converted to numbers of Band D
equivalents using the standard table below.

Ratio to Band D

Band A 6/9
Band B e
Band C 8/9
Band D 1
Band E 11/9
Band F 13/9
Band G 15/9
Band H 2

We will then calculate the annual change from the preceding
financial year (‘the relevant figure’) using the Band D equivalent
calculations.

The grant for the authority’s area will be calculated by multiplying
the relevant figure by the average Band D council tax in England
for the previous year.

The grant will be payable for the relevant year and the five
financial years following that year {that is, for a total of six
financial years). The total wili not be less than zero.

This process will be repeated each financial year with each new
amount of grant being added to the amount of grant payable in
the preceding financial year.

From the seventh year of the scheme onwards the grant
calculated six years earlier will no longer be included in the total
grant payable (and so in the seventh year the amount calculated
for the first year will no longer be paid, in the eighth year the
amount calculated for the second year will no longer be paid and
50 on)."?

5 Thid., paras 26-28
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A New Homes Bonus calculator {and instructions) can he found on the
Government website,

Timing of payments
The New Homes Bonus is paid in line with the local government finance

timetable; provisional allocations are announced in early December and
final allocations in early February.

Grant for increases in effective stock between successive Octobers is
paid from the foliowing April. Using this approach means that there is a
potential time lag for payment of the grant. Houses built between
October 2010 and October 2011 attracted the Bonus in the April
2012-13 financial year.

Data on affordable homes

The Department for Communities and Local Government official
statistics on gross additional affordable housing supply are used to
calculate the affordable homes enhancement. These statistics measure
additional affordable supply on a gross basis and do not deduct
demolitions or other losses to stock. Local authorities receive the
enhancement for all new affordable homes regardiess of whether there
have been any reductions to stock.

As the statistics also measure acquisitions, {previously market homes
that have been made affordable) authorities receive the £350
enhancement in respect of these properties. They do not receive the
counci tax element as they are not new supply and are not be included
in the data set from the valuation list.

The statistics run from April to Aprit and do not become available until
October. The affordable homes enhancement of £350 per home is paid
the following April. The enhancement for affordable homes delivered
between April 2010 and April 2011 was paid alongside the main grant
payments for year two.

1.5 Spending Round 2013: “pooling” the
NHB

spending Round 2013 (June) proposed that in 2015-16, £400 million of
NHB payments would be top-sliced for use by Local Enterprise
Partnerships (LEPs) as part of a £2 billion Local Growth Fund, A
consultation was launched in July 2013 on how this would be achieved.

The proposal proved unpopular within local authorities - the 2013
Autumn Statement advised that pooling would not be taken forward,
aside from in London:

The government will formally respond to the technical
consultation on the New Homes Bonus and the Local Growth
Fund in due course. The government will not include the New
Homes Bonus in the Local Growth Fund, except for £76 million for
the London Local Enterprise Partnership, which is chaired by the
Mayor of Londaon, 16

16 Autumn Statement 2013, para 1.230
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11 The New Homes Bonus (England)

London Councils described the decision to poot £70m of New Homes
Bonus in London from 2015 as "outrageous.” "

1.6 NHB Allocations up to 2017-18

The first cash payments through the New Homes Bonus, totalling almost
£200 million, were announced on 4 April 2011. Each authority's
allocation was listed in The new homes bonus scheme grant
determination 2011-12 (31/1877).

Provisional allocations for 2012-13 were announced on 1 Dacember
2017 in a Written Statement:

Today, | am pleased to announce the delivery of 159,000 more
homes over the last year, and £431 million of government
funding 1o local authorities.

[..]

The Bonus will be paid in respect of 159,000 homes from October
2010 to October 2011 including 137,000 extra homes and
22,000 long-term empty properties brought back into use. The
allocations also include the first affordable homes enhancement,
which totals £21 million in respect of 61,000 new affordable
homes.

This means we will pay councils £431 million of provisional New
Homes Bonus for local authorities in England. This includes the
second instalment of £199 million in respect of year 1 and £232
million for housing growth in year 2.

[...]

On 1op of these provisional aliocations, we will address any loss of
New Homes Bonus in areas affected by last summer's riots
through riot recovery funds Local authorities wilt have until 30
December 2011 to make representations on their provisional
allocations. The Department has written to local authorities with
details for making representations on their authority's provisional
allocations and | have also written to all Members of Parliament in
England.

A fult list of the provisional allocations is being placed in the
Library of the House. Further information on the Bonus, including
the first New Homes Bonus Bulletin - Unlocking the Bonus can be
found at:

www.communities.gov, uk/housing/housingsupply/newhomesbon
us. A copy of the Budietin is also in the Library. 18
Final allocations for 2012-13 (totalling £431m) were announced on
1 February 2012,

Final allocations for 2013-14 were announced in February 2013: New
Homes Bonus: grant determination 2013 to 2014. The total allocation
amounted to £668.3 million.

New Homes Bonus allocations for 2014 to 2015 were published in
February 2014. £917 million was allocated to authorities bringing total

7 London Councils, *Qutrageous £70m cut must be reversed,” 9 December 2013
8 HC Deb 1 December 2017 ¢67WS
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allocations up to £2.2bn over the 4 years between 2011 and 2015 of
which £1 billion was additional grant provided by DCLG."®

New Homes Bonus: final allocations for 2015 to 2016 were publishad in
February 2015. Allocations of £1.17 billion in 2015-16 brought the total
allocated to almost £3.4 hillion over the 5 years between 2011 and
2016. Of that, £1.2 billion was additional grant provided by DCLG. The
Government said that the £3.4 billion was "rewarding the delivery of .
700,000 net additional dwellings, and over 100,000 long-term empty
homes brought back into use.”? DCLG also published: New Homes
Bonus. aggregate numbers of homes recognised for the 5 years
2011-12 to 2015-16,

New Homes Bonus final allocations for 2016 to 2017 were published in
February 2016. £1.46 billion was allocated, bringing the total amount
allocated to over £4.8 billion.

New Homes Bonus: final allocations 2017 to 2018 were published on
20 February 2017.2" £1.2 billion was allocated. Announcing the final
settlement, the Secretary of State said:

Recognising the immediate challenges in the care market facing
many councils next year, this settlement repurposes £240 million
of money which was previously directed to local authorities via the
New Homes Bonus to create a new adult social care support grant
next year.?

2017-18 also marks a change in the period over which the NHB will be
paid {see sections 8 and 9 of this paper), together with the introduction
of a baseline housing growth of 0.4% - housing growth up to this level
is no longer rewarded.

1.7 Distribution of the 2017-18 New Homes
Bonus

A total payment of £1.2 hillion has been allocated for 2017-18, of
which £197 million is based on delivery of new homes in Year 7 of the
scheme, This section looks at how the £197 million is distributed
amongst local authorities.

The New Hornes Bonus award for 2017-18 is calculated as follows:

6 Net additions are calculated as the change in the number of
dwellings between October 2015 and October 2016.

o Long-term empty homes brought into use are added to this total,
and new long-term empty homes are subtracted.

. This total is converted into Council Tax band D equivalent
dwellings (see table in section 1.4 of this briefing).

¥ DCLG, New Homes Bonus allocations for 2014 to 2015, February 2014

® DCLG, New Homes Bonus: final allocations for 2015 to 2016, February 2015
21 Section 1.7 of this paper considers the distribution of the allocations.

2 DCLG, Press release, 20 February 2017
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13 The New Homes Bonus {England)

@ The number of units for reward is the growth in the Council Tax
band D dwellings, net of a baseline of 0.4%. Growth in housing
up to 0.4% is not rewarded {(see section 9 of this briefing).

® An affordable homes premium is provided at the rate of an
additional £350 per additional affordable unit.

Distribution by region

The table below shows the number of units for reward by region.
London had the most units for reward (40,890) while the North East
had the fewest (8,107). The South East, East of England and North East
fost out by having more new empty homes than empty homes brought
back into use.

Units for 2017-18 New Homes Bonus by region

Change in stock®

Net Empty homes Units for

additions  brought into use Total reward”

London 38,937 1,070 40,007 40,990
South East 37,215 -335 36,880 37,566
East of England 24,325 -168 24,157 23,710
South West 24,607 156 24,763 23,514
North West 21,397 1,318 22,715 20,403
West Midlands 18,934 589 19,523 18,323
Fast Midlands 18,977 451 19,428 17,753
Yorkshire & the Humber 16,198 668 16,866 15,614
North East 9,236 -298 8,938 8,107
England 208,826 3,451 213,277 205,979

Notes

# Change in dwelling stock is calculated as the difference between this year's
and last year's dwelling stock. Long-term empty homes brought into use are
added to the total, and new empty homes are subtracted.

b Uinits for reward are calculated by converting the total into council tax band D
equivalents, and subtracting a baseline of 0.4% growth without reward.

Source: DCLG, Mew Homes Bonus: final allocations 2017-18

The table below shows how ‘units for reward’ transiates into Year 7
payments by region. London local authorities received the highest total
reward (£42.5m) while authorities in the North East received the lowest
{£7.1m).

L
e
e
<o
[
Gt




Number 05724, 24 July 2017 14

Units for 2017-18 New Homes Bonus by region

Year 7 payment {fm)

Affordable

Basic payment _homes premium Total
London £40.5 £2.0 £42.5
South East £34.6 £1.9 £36.5
South West £22.2 1.4 £23.6
East of England £21.3 £1.2 £22.5
East Midlands f16.8 £1.0 £17.8
North West £16.0 £1.3 £17.3
West Midlands £15.3 £1.1 £16.4
Yorkshire & the Humber £12.7 £0.9 £13.6
North Fast 6.6 £0.5 £7.1
England £186.0 £11.4 £197.4

Source: DCLG, New Homes Bonus: final allocations 2017-18

. New Homes Bonus: £ per band D
Looking at payments allocated per band D equivalent dwelling

equivalent dwelling in a region’s Council Tax

Base controls for the size and make-up of the London

region’s existing dwelling stock. London East Midlands

receives the highest payment (£13 per band D South West

equivalent), followed by the East Midlands South Fast

and South West {each £11). East of England

The New Homes Bonus is paid to both lower- West Midlands

tier and upper-tier focal authorities (lower tier North Fast |

authorities get 80% of the total, except in Vorks & Humber &

London where they get 100%). This analysis _

looks at the amount received by both types of North West f , , -
authority in a region. £0 £5 £10 £15

Sources: DCLG, Mew Homes Ronus: final
allocations 2017-18 DCLG, Council Tax Base
2076 in England, local authority level data

Distribution by deprivation decile

It is also possible to ook at how units for reward are distributed
amongst the most and least deprived focal authorities in England. The
English Indices of Deprivation measure relative levels of deprivation in
England.

These scores can be used to rank lower-tier local authorities on their
average deprivation score across all neighbourhoods. The chart below
shows units for reward by local authority deprivation decile. Local
authorities in the bottom deciles (i.e. with more deprived
neighbourhoods) tended to have more units for reward and more
affordable units than less deprived local authorities.
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15 The New Homes Bonus {England)

Units for 2017-18 New Homes Bonus by deprivation decile

30,000 -

Units for reward = Affordable units

25,000

20,000
15,000
10,000

5,000 -

0 4

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Most deprived Deprivation decile Least deprived

Sources: DCLG, Mew Homes Bonus: final allocations 2017-18, DCLG, Fnglish
indices of deprivation 2015, file 10

Notes: This analysis looks at lower-tier local authorities. New Homes Bonus
payments are split outside of London: 80% goes to the lower-tier authority and
20% to the uppet tier. In London 100% goes to the London borough.

1.8 General comment on the NHB

In terms of reaction to the August 2010 announcement of the
introduction of the NHB, the BBC reported the following:

The Local Government Association welcomed the move but said
any new building would need the support of local people.

But David Orr from the National Housing Federation said more
had to be done.

He tofd the BBC: "There are places ali over the country where
there is a crying need for new homes, but there are still many,
many communities where the default position is *we don't want
to see any new homes built here'.

“This incentive might help to persuade some local authorities,
whether it will be enough to persuade the local communities -1
think that's a much broader question.

"And § think that there is a different strategy that's needed here,
about persuading the nation that we have to be able to house our
children, and if we do nat build more homes we will not he able
1o do that."#

Sheiter welcomed the August 2010 announcement but warned that the
bonus on its own would not secure an adeguate supply of new
housing.?*

in the June 2011 UK Housing Review Briefing Paper Pawson and Wilcox
described the potential for the Bonus scheme to produce an additional
14,000 homes annually as a “fairly modest figure” when set against the
possible fall in house-buitding arising from the Coalition Government’s
planning reforms. They went on:

23 "Councils in England offered new homes bonus”, BRBC News, 9 August 2010
24 Shelter Response
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Local authorities’ response to the new system is, of course, hard
to predict. However, it has been argued by the South East
Strategic Leaders (of local authorities) that NHB payments will be
insufficient inducement for councils to change their attitudes
towards new development.®®

Then former Labour Housing Minister, John Healey, criticised the
scheme during the Labour Party’s 2010 Annual Conference,

Speaking on the final day of the Labour Party conference, Healey
said that money for the Government's planned New Homes
Bonus, which is intended to match council tax raised on every
new home built for six years, would be sliced from the total local
government grant from Whitehall, 26

Independent research commissioned by the National Housing Federation
from Tetlow King Planning (published in July 2010) concluded that the
abolition of regional housing targets in May of that year had resulted in
coundils scrapping plans for around 85,000 new homes?’.

Subsequently, the Home Builders Federation (HBF) assessed that
authorities that had cut back on previous house building plans would
miss out on up to £27 million a year in funding from the New Homes
Bonus?®

Policy Exchange commissioned an update of Tetlow King Planning’s
research, the results of which were published in December 2012:

The updated research has uncovered reductions in housing targets
of 272,720 dwellings against RS requirements across Fngland, of
which 67,284 come from a backlog in the early part of the RS
period not being made up over later periods in new core
strategies/ local plans

The HBF published a factsheet identifying those authorities that were
furthest away in cash terms in 2011~12 from maximising their potential
under the New Homes Bonus. Stewart Baseley, Executive Chairman of
the HBF, described the money provided by the New Homes Bonus as
“invaluable” in these "austere times” and calied on local authorities:

.10 look hard at the difference the New Homes Bonus could
make to them and work with the industry to plan properly for
housing in their areas. The industry is willing to engage
constructively and the financial rewards for meeting local needs
will enable Authorities to fund a wide range of the services they
want to provide for their electorate,®

The June 2012 UK Housing Review Briefing Paper contained Pawson
and Wilcox's comments on the early impact of the scheme;

While it started only recently, there is evidence that scheme rules
have already led to a disproportionate volume of NHB being
claimed for newly constructed student housing andfor the

* June 2011 UK Housing Review Briefing Paper, p9
6 Report of Labour’s 2010 Annual Conference (accessed on 7 January 20t4)

7 UK Housing, Minister’s letter caused councils to axe 85,000 new homes, July 2010
2 HBF, Logal authorities Josing miltions, 2 March 2011
3 Tetlow King Planning for Policy Exchange, Research on_the Impact of the frapending

Revocation of Regional Strategies on Proposed and Adopted Local Housing Taraets
across England, December 2012
3 HBF, Local authorities losing millions, 2 March 2011
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17 The New Homes Bonus (England)

conversion of multi-occupied dwellings into separate smalt units,
rather than as a result of general-purpose new build.

What can we say about the scheme’s overall impact? {...] its
introduction in 2011/12 failed to sustain the post-credit-crunch
recovery in new housing starts that had begun to develop over
the previous three years. More concerning is the observation that
planning approvals for new housebuilding fell to a new low of
115,000 in 2011 — considerably below 2009’s previous nadir of
126,000. Of course, the main reasons for the current slump in
output and in planning approvals are the general economic
background and an unhelpful mortgage market. It can only be
hoped that the new measures announced in 20117 will help turn
the situation around, if and when the wider environment
becomes more favourable, However, given the time lags inherent
in the planning and housebuilding process, any significant upturn
in completions must be several years away, at best, !

In an article for Public Finance Magazine (May 2012) former Housing
Minister, Nick Raynsford, argued for a review of the New Homes Bonus
scheme on the ground that “it isnt stimulating much actual new house
building.”*

A survey of over 100 builders carried out by Knight Frank UK {estate
agents) in 2012 found that 81% were sceptical about the role of the
bonus in incentivising house building compared 10 63% in 2011.
Barriers to development were identified as a lack of mortgage finance
and uncertainty around the new planning policy framework.*

A survey of English authorities commissioned by Inside Housing
magazine found that of the 137 respondents, 60% had paid New
Homes Bonus funding for 2012/13 info their General Funds.? Tetlow
King Planning expanded on this research by considering use of the New
Homes Bonus in six case study areas. The resulting report, published in
December 2012, found:

All six case studies have displayed goad practice in some form and
provide interesting examples of how NHB can be directed back to
communities. However, the research into the case studies has
highlighted some recurring themes which demonstrate some
potential limitations of NHB. These are:

. In several cases, the funds allacated from the upper tier
authorities (counties) to the lower tier authorities {districts}
were relatively insignificant amounts and only a small
proportion of the upper tier's totat NHB funding pot;

. Despite aliocating a proportion of the grant towards
comrmunity projects, three out of six case studies also
directed a portion of the funds towards the Council's
central account;

. There are examples of where funds are directed back to the
focal communities but not necessarily directly targeted at
those experiencing housing growih, i.e. the 'affected’
communities;

31 UK Housing Review Briefing, June 2012, p7
32 public Finance Magazine, “Bonus that doesn’t fit the bill,” 1 May 2012

B Inside Housing, "Builders guestion impact of new homes bonus,” 28 May 2012
3 nside Housing, ” Councils hoard £142 New Homes Bonus cash”, 28 June 2013
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) The majority of the local authorities are unsure as to the
extent to which they might be able to continue allocating
funds to local communities, as opposed to reinforcing their
central accounts, owing to euts in central Government
budgets; creating longer-term uncertainty over wha
benefits from NHB;

o General concerns over how NHB is being funded, and how
the tap slicing of formula grant could lead to potential net
lass of funding for some authorities; and

o For the most part, NHB funded projects would have
commenced without the additional funding incentive, or
were already up and running. In some cases, these projects
were expanded by the use of NHB funding.®

The June 2014 UK Housing Review Briefing Paper concluded that the
NHB had had ittle impact on housing supply at that point:

Measures such as the reformed planning system, the New Homes
Bonus and the stimufus packages included in the government
strategy Laying the Foundations, and augmented in the last
Budget, have so far had little impact on new housing supply.3¢

B Tetlow King Planning, New Homes Bonus Research_- Incentivising Growth - A New
Solution? December 2012
* LK Housing Review Briefing, June 2014, p3
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2. CLG Select Committee inquiry
2010 — regional spatial
strategies

The Communities and Local Government Select Committee took
evidence from a variety of bodies during its inquiry into the abolition of
regional spatial strategies. As part of this inquiry witnesses were asked
about the New Homes Bonus Scheme.

The Committee’s report, Abolition of Regional Spatial Strategies — a
planning vacuum? was published in March 2011.%7

The Committee’s recommendations for the New Homes Bonus are
reproduced beiow:

We recommend that the Government ensure that the New Homes
Bonus scheme keeps the local development plan at its heart,
where planning decisions are based on sound evidence and
judged against criteria which include issues of sustainability. It
should do so by explicitly Enking the Bonus to homes provided for
in the local plan following robust assessments of housing need.
We agree that it should be paid only when those homes are
actually built.

We recommend that the Government redesign the New Homes
Bonus so that it better rewards the meeting of demonstrable need
for affordable housing.

The Government’s response to the Committee’s report was published in
June 2011 —the relevant exiract is reproduced befow:

The New Homes Bonus is intended to create a more receptive
ervironment for new housing development by returning the
natural economic benefit of growth to the local level.

However, as was made clear in DCLG's summary of responses to
the New Homes Bonus Consultation:

“The New Homes Bonus. .. is not intended to encourage housing
development which would olherwise be inappropriate in planning
terms. Local planning authorities will be well aware that when
deciding whether or not to grant planning permission they cannot
fake inta account immaterial considerations. The New Homes
Bonus cannot change this and nor fs it intended to. Local planning
authorities will continue to be bound by their obligations here.”
Our position on this has not changed.

A new clause (New Clause 124) was added to the Localism Rill on
17 May 2011, during the House of Commons report stage and
third reading of the Bill on Wednesday 18 May.

Qur intention in making this amendment is to clarify the current
legal situation. That is, to confirm that issues relating to local
finance considerations such as the New Homes Bonus or the
Community Infrastructure Levy can be taken into account in the
determination of planning applicaiions, just as 5106 payments can
— but only where they are material to the particular application
being considered.

3 M 517, Second Report of 2010-11, March 2010
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The amendment does not affect the status of the development
plan in the determination of planning applications, or the legal
framework for plan-making.

[-.]

We agree that it is crucial that we ensure that there is a good
balance of market and affordable homes and the New Homes
Bonus gives an incentive to local councils to help meet the needs
of local people. The scheme provides an additional £350 for each
affordable home for the following six years. This means that the
bonus available for an affordable home will be up to 36 per cent
more than for a simiiar market home. We believe this strikes the
right balance between providing a credible incentive that will
increase the supply of affordable housing and ensuring that the
scheme does not skew the market in favour of affordable homes.

The responses to the Government's consultation on the New
Homes Bonus were broadly supportive of the principles
underpinning the scheme and the way it is being implemented. A
summary of the comments was published alongside the final
scheme design on 17 February 201138

CLG Select Committee Inquiry

2011: Financing Housing Supply

A range of badies submitting evidence (oral and written) to the

Committee’s 2011-12 inquiry into financing new housing supply took
the opportunity to comment on the New Homes Bonus, Some doubted
that the bonus provided any additional incentive to build houses® while
others argued for a change in its distribution and for “recalibration. 40
The Committee’s final report did not contain specific recommendations

in relation to the bonus,

¥ CM 8103, June 2011

% HC1652, Eleventh Report of 2010-12, April 2012, Ev 38 & 39 — see also volume !l
containing additional writien evidence.

¢ HC1652, Eleventh Report of 2010-12, April 2012, Ev 130 - see also volume Il
containing additional written evidence.
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4. National Audit Office Report
March 2013

The NAO's report on the New Homes Bonus®' examined whether the
Department was meeting its objective of incentivising local authorities
to encourage the development of more homes. It was accepted that it
was too early for the scheme to have achieved its full impact.

The simplicity of the scheme was praised by the NAO as were the
Department's efforts to avoid the risk of paying disproportionate awards
to local authorities that set relatively high levels of Council Tax.
However, the NAQ noted that because the NHB varies with relative
house prices, “on average tocal authorities in areas with higher relative
house prices receive higher payments for similar new homes.”

Separating out the impact of the NHB from other measures aimed at
increasing housing supply is complex. DCLG has concluded:

.. itwould be impossible to calculate definitively how far the
Bonus is responsible for any change in the rate of creation of new
homes bacause of the Bonus' interplay with other policies, the
long-term nature of housebuilding and the wide-ranging effects
of harriers such as availability of financing for hausing developers
and whether there is viable land for housing. Such barriers can be
powerful, and their influence varies widely depending on the local
new-housing market.*?

The NAC conduded that DCLG's estimate of the potential increase in
new house building attributable to the NHB was “unreliable”:

The Department estimated that the Bonus would increase housing
supply by 8 to 13 per cent over its first ten years, equivalent to
around 140,000 additional homes. The Department produced the
estimate using modelling for which the assumptions were
unrealistic, being based on very limited evidence of local
authaorities’ actual behaviour. The calculation also contained a
substantial arithmetical error which, when corrected, reduces the
estimate by around 25 per cent (paragraphs 1.18 to 1.21).4?

The NAO was critical of DCLG's decision not to monitor the early impact
of the NHB — a decision made due to the time lag between gaining
planning approval and the completion of new housing:
By not monitoring the early impact of the Bonus more closely, the
Department missed the opportunity to gain insights that might

apply to other incentive-based funding that it is introducing from
Aprii 20134

In terms of impact, while accepting that it was too early to assess
whether the NHB would increase house building, the NAO found " little
evidence that the Bonus had yet made significant changes to local
authorities’ behaviour towards increasing housing supply.”* Evidence

S

1 HC 1047 of Session 2012-13
42 hid., para 11
#  |bid., para 12
4 |bid., para 14
4 |bid., para 15
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indicated that it had “mainly rewarded home creation that was not
incentivised by the Bonus.” * The NAO did find evidence that the Bonus
had given authorities resources to protect activities around tackling
empty dwellings,*

The NAO was critical of the impact that funding the NHB through
deductions from Formuta Grant was having on some authorities:

The Department’s decision to fund a large part of the Bonus from
a deduction from the Formula Grant is seen by some local
authorities as unfair. Local authorities that earn anly low levels of
Bonus will not make up their share of the sum deducted from the
Farmula Grant. These local authorities are usually in areas where
developers are less likely to want to build housing, which are
more typically in deprived parts of the country or in areas where
land can be more expensive to develop. As we described in our
recent report Anancial sustainability of local authorities, these
authorities will need to find ways of managing the financial
impact of their inability to make up the reduction of the Formula
Grant from receipts of the Bonus.

The total Bonus increases as it builds towards an estimated
payment of £1.4 billion in the sixth year. Some local authorities
will gain substantially while others will experience further
substantial net reductions in the Formula Grant. The Department
was aware the Bonus could result in large cumulative losses for
some local authorities, though this effect was not covered in the
impact assessment and the Department has done no analysis of
the position of individual local authorities. The Department's main
mitigation of this impact is the general protection afferded by the
Transition Grant. The redistributive effect will increase from Aprit
2013 when the Formula Grant to local authorities will no longer
be reduced to account for additional council tax collected on new
homes. 8

The NAQ's recommendations called on the Government to review the
NHB and monitor its impact and other financial pressures on the
spending power of local authorities.®

4 |bid., para 16
47 bid., para 18
4 Ibid., paras 20 & 21
9 hid., para 24
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5. Public Accounts Committee
Report October 2013

Following on from the NAO's findings the PAC took evidence from the
Department for Communities and Local Government’s Permanent
Secretary, Director of Local Government Finance and Director-General
for Neighbourhoods, about the implementation and achievements of
the New Homes Bonus. The PAC criticised the Government’s failure to
evaluate the impact of the Bonus in terms of influencing local
authorities’ behaviour;

The success of the Bonus should be evaluated to reflect whether:
a) local authorities encourage more homes to he built if they are
incentivised by the prospect of receiving Bonus payments; b) the
prospect of losing formuia funding changes their behaviour if they
do not; and <) the Bonus simply rewards a local authority for what
they would have done anyway. This change from a grant to an
incentive-based means for funding local government makes it
essential to assess whether the Bonus is achieving its objectives as
early as possible, We would have expected the Department to
have planned a systematic evaluation from the outset to track its
impact on local authorities” hehavicur towards housing
development, and the cumulative impact of the Bonus alongside
the Department’s other policies affecting local authority
funding.®

The PAC called for an urgent evaluation of the scheme. Sir Bob
Kerslake, then Permanent Secretary at DCLG, expressed his
disappointment at the Committee’s findings:

[ am disappointed by today's report and have some significant
disagreements with its findings. We have made very clear that our
review of the New Homes Bonus is underway and the
groundwork will be completed by Easter 2014 as we have always
promised. ‘

The whole point of the New Homes Bonus - which the committee
fails to recognise - is 1o recognise housing growth where it occurs,
with money going where those homes are needed most. That's
why we’'ve committed £1.2 billion over 5 years towards this
scheme, which the National Audit Office itself found has the
potential to deliver up to 100,000 additional homes over 10
years.*!

The NHB review was published in December 2014 (see section 6 below).

50 HC 114, Twenty-ninth report of 2013-14, The New Homes Bonus, October 2013
5t DCEG Press Release, 31 October 2013
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b. DCLG evaluation of the NHRE
December 2014

The DCLG’s evatuation of the scheme over the first four years of
operation was published in December 2014 Evaluation of the New
Homes Bonus. The findings are briefly summarised in the following
sections.

6.1 Impact on local authority finances

Analysis showed that the bonus provided 'a dlear financial incentive for
authorities’ but the financial impact and subsequent strength of the
incentive "will vary for different authorities depending on the current
and forecast state of their overall finance:’
The increasing size of the overall Bonus fund and an increasingly
reliance on financial redistribution means there has been a shift
from all authorities being better off under the policy towards a
mix of around three quarters being better off and the remainder
being worse off in net financial terms by 2014/15. The size of
these impacts both positive and negative, have alse continued to
grow over time,?

Shire districts were found to be the highest net beneficiaries while more
negative impacts were found in the north of England, Yorkshire and the
Humber. The picture in London was more mixed ‘with some of the
highest positive and negative effects,’s3

NHEB payments were found to be 'fargely matching the distribution of
housing need, though there were some areas of mismatch, in particular
tor London authorities.’

6.2 Use of bonus receipts

No evidence was found that the NHB and the accompanying affordable
housing enhancement ‘was providing an additional incentive in
increasing support specifically for more affordable homes.” There was
some agreement that it was acting as an incentive to reduce the
number of empty homes and was also being used for this purpose. 5

6.3 Attitudes to house building

There was high knowledge and understanding of the NHB amongst
ptanning officers. Around 40% agreed that it had resulted in officers
and elected members being more supportive of housebuilding.
However, this did not translate into the wider community ‘where only
10% of planning officers agreed the Bonus had bequn to increase
support for new homes for this group.’

There was also limited evidence that authorities were raising

awareness of the Bonus within the community, or communicating
what activities and services the fund was being spent on.

52 DCLG, Evaluation of the New Homes Bonus, p2
2 bid.
5 lhid,, p4
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25 The New Homes Banus {England)

Although there were some examples where a proportion of the
fund was being devolved directly to community groups, there
were questions generally as to the extent to which Bonus receipts
were being spent "in line with local community pricrities” as was
intended hy the policy,%

6.4 Impact on housing supply

The PAC had emphasised the need for the Government to establish the
NHB's impact in terms of incentivising housing supply alongside other
Government initiatives. The Evaluation of the New Homes Bonus
highlights several difficulties in isolating the NHB's impact:

There are other challenges in being able to isolate the potential
impact of the Bonus specifically on attitudes and behaviours and
subseguent housing outputs. There are a wide range of factors
which, over the period of the evaluation, will also be influencing
attitudes and behaviours. These include the state of the economy
and housing market, wider planning reforms, house builder
confidence and changes in the state of local government finances
amongst others. The National Audit Office in their report into the
Bonus concluded (para 1.25) "/t is not possible fo separate out the
impact of the Bonus from other policies and wider factors
affecting housebuilding. Nefther is it possible to robustly assess
what the housing supply would have been without the Bonus.”

27. Finally, the New Homes Bonus is still at a relatively early stage
in terms of the size of the financial incentive involved. Because
increases in housing stock receive Bonus payments for six years,
the amount of paymenis gained will accumulate over time as
more hores are added in each financial year. Consequently, an
increasing amount of Bonus payments will also be derived from
the redistribution of local government funding. As we are only
four years into the programme the full effects of the policy are yet
to be seen.5®

55 |bid., p4
5 |bid., pp12-13
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/. The Lyons Housing Review 2014

The Lyons Housing Review, commissioned by the Labour Party, was
published on 16 October 2014. The review proposed three
recomimendations for NHB:

° The New Homes Bonus should be reviewed to consider:

® whether the New Homes Bonus should be retained in its current
form;

e assessment of whether it has an element of deadweight,
rewarding housing growth that it has not incentivised; and

° the redistributive impact of the policy.*

The issue of housing growth not incentivised by NHB was also
highlighted in a July 2014 Parliamentary Question from Cheryl Gillan:

To ask the Secretary of State for Communities and Local
Government whether a local planning authority which rejects a
housing development application which is subsequently approved
on appeal by the Planning Inspectorate are still eligible for the
New Homes Bonus.®®

This was confirmed to be the case in Kris Hopkins' response.

The Lyons recommendation on redistributive impact followed a
July 2014 Fnancial Times investigation into NHB and its relative impact
on local authority budgets:

London, the Southeast, Southwest and East Anglia have reaped
£177m more than they would have done without the bonus — to
the detriment of authorities in the Midlands and the Norih.

The 50 most deprived councils have lost out on £111m while the
50 least deprived have gained £96m. The NHB has also rewarded
Tory-held councils by £155m and Lib Dem authorities by £18m
white in effect remaving £177m from Labour-held authorities.

Thase calculations are based on how much councils would have
received if the New Hames Bonus was distributed o local
authorities in the same way as the general formula grant.®

However in March 2014, then Economic Secretary to the Treasury, Nicky
Morgan, argued:

It is interesting to note that Tower Hamlets, one of the poorest
boroughs in London, has received £49 million from the new
homes bonus, compared with £6 million for Wokingham, so he
(Hilary Benn) is not entirely right to say that money has been
taken from the poorest authorities in the country.® '

57 Housing Commission, The fvons Housing Review, October 2014

% PQ 202127 [on housing: planning permission], 3 July 2014

**  Financial Times, Flagship gavernment housing scheme shifts cash from north, 27 July
2014

8 HC Deb, 24 March 2014, cc125-126
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8. DCLG Consultation 2015-16:
Sharpening the Incentive

Following the General Election, the 2015 Autumn Statement included
an announcement that:

...the government will also consult on reforms to the New Homes
Bonus, incduding means of sharpening the incentive to reward
communities for additional hames and reducing the length of
payments from 6 years to 4 years. This will include a preferred
option for savings of at least £800 million, which can be used for
social care. Details of both reforms wili be set out as part of the
local government finance settlement consultation, which will
include consideration of proposals to introduce a floor to ensure
that no authority loses out disproportionately. '

The then Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government,
Greg Clark, confirmed that the scheme would continue in some form,
subject to changes made through the consultation;

Another important provision of the settlement is the continuation

of the new homes bonus. It had not been guaranteed that the

existing scheme would continue through the spending review

period. | believe that the bonus has been a valuable source of

funding for councils and a spur to much-needed house building,

so | am very happy that the scheme will continue, subject to the

changes on which | am consulting.®?

The consultation proposals were published by DCLG in December 2015,
New Homes Bonus: Sharpening the Incentive. This was a 12 week
consultation, with a closing date of 10 March 2016.

The consultation was framed in the context of the 2015 Spending
Review:
This confirmed the intention to move to full retention of business
rates by 2020 and a preferred option for savings of at east £800
million, which can be used for social care. Savings in the overall
cost of the Bonus will be redistributed with the local government

settiement, in particular to support authorities with specific
pressures, such as in adult social care budget,

No changes were proposed for calculation of 2016-17 allocations or

payments due to he made in 2016-17 relating to previous years. The
options for change are briefly summarised in the following sections.

Changing the number of years over which
payments are made

DCLG consulted on whether, from 2017-18, the number of years for
which legacy payments under the Bonus are to be paid should be
reduced from 6 to 4 years. This was the prefetred option, but
consideration was aiso given to reducing payments to 3 or 2 years.

The rationale presented by DCLG for this proposal was:

61 Snending Review and Autumn Statement 2015, p.59
52 H{ Dab 10 February 2016, cc1644
63 New Homes Bonus: Sharpening the Incentive, December 2015
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At present, each year's allocation under the Bonus leads to
“legacy” payments over 6 years. Originally, this was to
compensate for reductions in settlement aflocations which
reflected growth in an authority’s Council Tax base. However,
since 2011, the decision has been taken not to reduce allocations
in this way. At the same time, the way in which each year's
allocations lead to commitments over several years leads to a
build-up of costs over time. 5

Proposals regarding the transition of this change were included in the
consultation document and included an intermediate change of 5 years
in 2017-18 and then 4 years from 2018-19,

Reforms to improve the incentive
The consultation document presented three ways in which the incentive
impact of the Bonus might change;

° withholding new Bonus allocations in areas where no Local Plan
has been produced in accordance with the Planning and
Compulsory Purchase Act 2004

e reducing payments for homes built on appeal; and

e only making payments for delivery above a baseline representing
deadweight.

Withholding the Bonus where no Local Plan has been produced

Local Plans are the primary basis for identifying what development
is needed in an area and deciding where it should go. Plans give
communities and businesses alike certainty about what
development is appropriate and where, and set out how local
housing and other development needs will be met. Plans are the
mechanism through which national policies are applied to specific
localities. By identifying sites in a Local Plan authorities can guide
development to the most suitable locations, supported by the
right infrastructure. Plans provide the starting point for dealing
with planning applications as applications must be determined in
accordance with the development plan, unless material
considerations indicate otherwise. Where a plan is not in place an
area may be more vulnerable to unwanted or speculative
development.

Local authorities have had more than a decade to produce Local
Plans in accordance with the Planning and Compulsory Purchase
Act 2004 (“the 2004 Act™). Maost have done so - 83% of local
planning authorities have published a Local Plan.

The Government'’s preferred option is that from 2017-18
onwards, local authorities who have not submitted a Local Plan
prepared under the 2004 Act shauld not receive new New Homes
Bonus allocations for the years for which that remains the case.
Their legacy payments relating to allocations in previous years
would be unaffected,

This proposal caused concern amongst some local councils, who said
that they were unable to submit a plan until they received housing data
from neighbouring authorities and thus could lose out on the bonus,

* New Homes Bonus: Sharpening the incentive, para 3.3 December 2015
55 Mew Homes Bonus: Sharpening the Incentive, para 3.12 Decernbier 2015
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"or consider taking our core strategy off the shelf and just pushing that
through for approval.”®

Reducing payments for homes allowed on appeal

Currently, where a development is granted planning permission
on appeal, overturning the original decision made by a local
planning authority {or in place of a decision by the authority in the
case of appeals against non-determination), councils receive the
same reward as when development takes place that the local
planning authority has permitted. This means that Bonus
payments do not always reflect positive decisions to allow
development, and nor do they reflect the additional costs and
delays for applicants arising as a result of the appeal process. The
Government is, therefore, proposing to reduce new in-year
allocations payments to individual authotities where residential
development is allowed on appeal.

Government’s preferred approach is to use existing data collected
by the Planning Inspectorate as the basis for these adjustments.
The Inspectorate recard the number of houses associated with
each planning appeal decision (which may be indicative numbers
in the case of applications for autline planning permission). This
data wouild be used on an annual basis to calculate the change
required to the overall New Homes Bonus grant for each local
authority, to reflect the total number of homes allowed on appeal
in a given year.¥

DCLG consulted on whether to reduce payments by 50% or 100%, but
said that they were “interested in views on other percentage
reductions.”

Removing deadweight

The Bonus is currently paid on ail new housing regardless of
whether or not it would have been built without an incentive.
Remaving this deadweight from the calculation of the Bonus
would allow payments to be more focussed on local authorities
demonstrating a stronger than average commitment to growth.

One option for removing deadweight from payments would be to
set a single baseline for all areas and only make payments under
new allocations relating to housing above that baseline. Details of
the calculation are outlined in the Annex to this consultation. A
possible fevel of the baseline is 0.25%. This is lower than the
average housing growth over the years prior to the introduction
of the Bonus in order to ensure that, whilst it acts as an incentive,
not too many authorities fall outside the Bonus entirely. The
approach proposed also has the advantage of setting an
expectation for growth for all authorities and allowing some
flexibitity to respond to a changing funding envelope if necessary.

An alternative option would be to set a baseline based an the
average growth rate of dwellings in each local authority or local
area. However, potentially, this would have the impact of
*rewarding” authorities who had only achieved low growth in the
past and penalising those who had done well. In addition, it could
result in large numbers of authorities not receiving a Bonus
payment at alt (using 2016-17 provisional figures, we estimate

6 Tha councils without local plans that could lose rrillions in New Homes Bonus

payouts, 2016
57  New Homes Bonus: Sharpening the Incentive, para 3.20 December 2015
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that around 65 authorities would fall outside the Bonus with a
“moderate” baseline of 0.5%).

Government would also make adjustments to the baseline in
order to reflect significant and unexpected hausing growth. Under
the current proposals for calculation of allocations, there is a risk
that the overalt cast of the Bonus could go over budget in a given
year in the event of a sudden national surge in housing building
leading to increased allocations, 58

The same adjustments were considered in areas covered by National
Parks, the Broads Authority and development corporations, as well as
county counwils who are not the planning authority for decisions
involving residential development.

The consultation also looked for views on the fact that:

...some local authorities might be particularly adversely affected
by the changes which Government is proposing. Whilst this might
reflect unwillingness to support and encourage housing grawth in
their areas, it might also suggest factors which are outside that
local authority's control. Government would, therefore, welcome
views on whether there is merit in some form of mechanism to
protect local authorities who are particularly adversely affected by
the reforms proposed in this consultation paper. &

8.1 Early responses to the proposals

Formal responses to the proposals were requested by DCLG by
10 March 2016.

Initial comment by local authorities warned that the proposals might act
as a disincentive to building new homes.

A spokesperson for Sheffield City Council said the proposal te cut
payments to four years could “adversely affect housing delivery”
because the council has in the past used bonus payments to
support new housebuilding and reduce the number of empty
homes. The proposal to cut payments for councils that only grant
new housing developments on appeal could “encourage” some
councils to approve "poor quality development”, the Sheffield
spokespersan added.

Fiona Colley, cabinet member for finance, modernisation and
performance at Southwark Council, said the government
“frequently refers to the desperate need for new homes” but the
proposed changes "decrease the incentive for councils to build
houses”,

A spokesperson for Conservative-led Barnet Council said the
reduction in the New Homes Bonus payment “may fead to a
reduction in the amount of infrastructure we can provide to local
communities”,7°

The Home Builders Federation was in agreement with elements of the
proposals:
We support the move to pay New Homes Bonus (NHB) for 4 years

instead of the current 6 year period. Not only wilt this encourage
local authorities to continue to plan positively for dwellings in

% Ibid., para 3.28-3.31
* New Homes Bonus; Sharpening the Incentive, para 3.39 December 2015
™ inside Housing, Councils hit out at New Homes Bonus changes, January 2016
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order to maintain the income from NHB but it will also allow
those authorities who have not yet fully embraced positive
planning to move out of a position of not receiving NHB for 6
years to only having to wait for 4 years until the benefits of
approving planning permissions for housing are reflected in NHB
payments.

We agree that the NHB should be linked to the production of
local plans and that such plans should be kept up to date in order
to continue to receive NHB..... The “production” of a plan is
certainly not the same as “adoption” of a plan, on which
decisions can be based under 538(6) of the relevant Act. We are
concerned, therefore, that some local authority plans that are
“produced” are not fit for purpose and are found wanting at
public examination. It cannot be right that such plans are
rewarded through NHB. We helieve that rather than relying on
the production of a plan the test should be the adoption of a
plan.

However, with regards to the proposals for removing deadweight, the
HBF said:

While we are sympathetic to the idea of using NHB solely as an
incentive to promote additional growth and delivery of hauses we
can see no realistic and robust way of identifying (and thus
removing) “deadweight”. Indeed, we believe that by trying to do
so the government runs the risk of encouraging local authorities
to set even lower housing targets in their local plans in order that
they can “over provide” and receive NHB paymenits. This would,
obviously, be contrary to the overall objectives of the government
to increase housing delivery.”

A response by the Home Builders Federation, March 2016
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9. Amendments to the NHB from
2017

The Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government, Sajid
Javid, announced changes to the NHB scheme as part of the Lacal
Government Finance Settlement in December 2016. He said that since
its introduction in 2011, more than £6 billion had been paid to reward
local authorities for delivering move than 1.2 million homes but went on
to say: "for all its successes, the system can be improved. " 2

He said that the Government had studied the responses to the 2015-16
consultation exercise and confirmed the following decisions:

e From 2017 a national baseline for housing growth will apply
of 0.4%. Below this, the NHB will not be paid. The aim of this
change is to ensure that “the money is used to reward additional
housing rather than just normal growth” .73

) The number of years for which payments are made will be
reduced from six to five years in 2017-18 and reduced further to
tour years from 2018-19. The funding released from this measure
will be retained by local authorities to contribute towards adult
sodial care costs “recognising the demographic changes of an
ageing population, as well as a growing population™. 74

The Secretary of State said that, from 2018-1 9, the Government would
consider withholding NHB payments from local authorities that are not
planning effectively and delivering housing growth. Payments may also
be withheld in respect of homes built following an appeal “to
encourage more effective planning”. The Government said that
consultation would take ptace on this “in due course”.?

Comment

Following the announcement, the District Councils’ Network issued a
response in which it expressed significant concerns about the
introduction of a 0.4% growth baseline:

While a continued focus on rewarding those councils that deliver
the most housing growth is welcomed, the DCN is extremely
concemned that the substantial reduction in funding for NHB for ali
councits, particularly the introduction of a ‘deadweight’ baseline
of 0.4%, will blunt its positive impact and have a detrimental
effect on acceptable growth, rather than sharpen its focus - at a
time when housing growth is the number one priority for the
Department for Commumities and Local Government.

The new deadweight baseline of 0.4% — which will mean that
NHB is anly paid at growth above this level — is an arbitrary figure
which will cut approximately £45m from NHB allocations to
district councils in 2017/18 and is at a higher level than the
original consultation proposed.

2 HC Deb 15 December 2016 cc976-7
 HC Deb 15 December 2016 cc977
M bid.

5 bid,
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Some district councils will receive no additional New Homes Bonus
cash for 2017/18 as a result of this change, contrary to the
Government's aspiration to encourage growth, and we call on the
Government to reduce the level of the haseling, to reduce the
impact on all district councils.

[...]

From analysis of DCLG figures, the overall impact on district
councils of all changes to New Homes Bonus for 2017/18
represents a reduction of approximately £75m, £45m of which is
because of the new baseline rate,”

District councils called for the NHB baseline level to be fixed at 0.25%
for two years to allow for a period of transition.”

There was some regret amongst planning bodies that decisions on
withholding the NHB for schemes won on appeal and removing
entitlement from authorities behind on their local ptan production had

been delayed:

The maoted changes which are not being implemented are
potentially a missed opportunity, as withholding New Homes
Bonus for schemes won on appeal would provide further
incentives for officers and members to ensure that their decision-
making is robust. Rernoving New Homes Bonus for authorities
behind on their lacal plan production would have represented a
suitable ‘stick’ to speed up the adoption of plans, on which the
planning regime — and the National Planning Policy Framework
are dependent. Finandial incentives linked to positive planaing
outcomes would also provide local authority planning chiefs a
stronger hand in arguing for a larger share of the budget for their
departments.”®

7% District Coundls’ Network responds 1o provisional local government finance
seftlement 2017-18, 15 December 2016
77 public Finance, District protest changes to New Homes Bonus in settlement

response, 13 January 2017
78 Planning Matters, New Homes Bonus — a missed opportunity? 17 fanuary 2017
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About the Library

The House of Comimons Library research service provides MPs and their staff
with the impartial briefing and evidence base they need to do their work in
scrutinising Government, proposing legislation, and supporting constituents.

As well as providing MPs with a confidential service we publish open briefing
papers, which are available on the Parliament website.

Every effort is made to ensure that the information contained in these publically
available research briefings is correct at the time of publication. Readers should
be aware however that briefings are not necessarily updated or otherwise
amended to reflect subsequent changes.

If you have any comments on our briefings please email papers@parliament.uk.
Authors are available to discuss the content of this briefing only with Members
and their staff.

If you have any general questions about the work of the House of Commons
you can emait hcinfo@parliament. uk.

Disclaimer

This information is provided to Members of Parliament in support of their
parliamentary duties. It is a general briefing only and should not be relied on as
a substitute for specific advice. The House of Commons or the author(s) shall
not be liable for any errors or omissions, or for any loss or damage of any kind
arising from its use, and may remove, vary or amend any information at any
time without prior notice.

The House of Commons accepts no responsibility for any references or links to,
or the content of, information maintained by third parties. This information is
provided subject to the conditions of the Open Parliament Licence.
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