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OVERVIEW SCRUTINY GROUP –10TH APRIL 2017 
 

Report of the Cabinet 
 
ITEM 7 OVERVIEW SCRUTINY GROUP PRE-DECISION SCRUTINY - 

CABINET RESPONSE  
 
Purpose of Report 
 
To set out the Cabinet’s responses to the recommendations of the Group on pre-
decision scrutiny items. 
 
Action Requested 
 
To note the Cabinet’s responses to the recommendations submitted by the Group on 
items considered for pre-decision scrutiny.   
 
Policy Context 
 
One of the principles of effective scrutiny, identified by the Centre for Public Scrutiny, 
is “provide a constructive critical friend challenge to the Executive”. 
 
Pre-decision Scrutiny 
 
Since the March meeting of the Group, the Cabinet has considered the following item 
on which the Group undertook pre-decision scrutiny: 
 
Housing Capital Programme 2017/18 
 
Details of the Group’s consideration of the item as reported to the Cabinet on 16th 
March 2017 are set out in the appendix to this report.   
 
The Chair of the Group, Councillor Smidowicz, attended the Cabinet’s meeting on 
16th March 2017 to present the Group’s report to the Cabinet. 
 
Cabinet Response  
 
The Cabinet considered the Group’s report and acknowledged the work undertaken 
and the views of the Group.  In particular, the Cabinet responded as follows to the 
report: 
 
Housing Capital Programme 2017/18 
 
The Cabinet adopted the officer recommendations, which the Group had supported. 
 
Report Implications 
 
The following implications have been identified for this report: 
 
Financial Implications  
 
None. 
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Risk Management  
 
No risks have been identified in connection with this report. 
 
 
Background Papers: None 
 
Officer to contact:  Nadia Ansari 

Democratic Services Officer 
    01509 634502 
    nadia.ansari@charnwood.gov.uk  
  

mailto:nadia.ansari@charnwood.gov.uk
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APPENDIX  
 
 HOUSING CAPITAL PROGRAMME 2017/18  
 

Recommendation of the Overview Scrutiny Group   
 

That the Cabinet be informed that the Group supports the recommendations as 
set out in the report of the Head of Landlord Services. 

 
Reason 

 
Having considered the report and asked questions of the Head of Landlord 
Services on the matter, the Group concluded that it would be appropriate to 
approve the Housing Capital Programme for 2017/18 as set out in the report of 
the Head of Landlord Services, in order to improve the Council’s housing stock, 
bringing it up to Charnwood Standard and to invest in improvements of 
communal areas of blocks of flats, thereby delivering the priorities in the 
Housing Revenue Account Business Plan approved by Cabinet in September 
2014. 

 
Meeting Discussion 

 
Following questions from the Group, the Head of Landlord Services (and the 
Chief Executive) provided the following responses: 

 
(i)  On the question of tenants refusing to have work undertaken the Group was 

advised that tenants would be asked subsequent times to allow them to 
change their mind. Refusals were uncommon and the majority of kitchen and 
bathroom replacements had been completed which allowed the focus to move 
to other improvements such as the communal areas of flats. 

(ii)  The Group was advised that the Council did not currently have the information 
about what constituted a higher value property as they were waiting for the 
government to provide the guidance but assumed that if a property met the 
threshold then the Council would have to contribute financially. The Group 
was assured that a contingency plan had been prepared and there were funds 
available should the Council have to pay any contributions for higher value 
properties. 

(iii)  The budget of £350,000 for new build and acquisitions could be used to buy 
back properties which had been sold to tenants under the right to buy scheme. 
This could be considered in a strategy which looked at the housing need for 
the area. 

(iv)  The asbestos management budget was only available to properties which had 
major asbestos problems and where there were issues of structural damage 
which needed repairing. In the past asbestos was commonly used in the 
construction industry. 

(v)  There were concerns raised about more money being allocated to the Capital 
Programme when the Council had not fully spent the funds budgeted for this 
financial year. It was made clear to the Group that although there had been 
slippage in spending this year’s budget and therefore works being completed, 
the fund would still be used. Funds allocated for 2017/18 were for other 
purposes. The funds needed to be allocated so that the Council would meet 
the Charnwood Standard. 
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(vi)  The consultation process by the Housing Management Advisory Board was 
not seen to be inclusive as not all tenants in the Borough had been consulted 
about their views on improving the Council’s garages and there were some 
who would have welcomed the improvements. It was suggested that in future 
the Board could expand their consultation strategy to gain wider opinion.  

(vii)  The Group was advised that the Housing Capital Programme could be used 
for areas of housing such as improving old buildings or sheltered 
accommodation. 

(viii)  The Group discussed funding for major structural works and whether there 
were any areas which particularly suffered from issues with subsidence and 
damp. The discussion also covered the issue of drain ownership as another 
problem with some of the houses. The Group was advised that the Chair 
would investigate the issue further. 

(ix)  The Group was informed that advice on the Choice Based Lettings Scheme 
involving Registered Providers could be provided by the Head of Private and 
Strategic Sector Housing. 

(x)  The housing function at Charnwood had been identified as a success in recent 
years as there were now less than 5% of properties which did not meet the 
Charnwood Standard.  

 
The Group voted on whether they supported the recommendation and with the 
exception of one abstention it was agreed. 
 

 
 
 
 

 
  


