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COPY OF QUESTION TO BE ASKED ON BEHALF OF MR M GIBLIN TO 
THE DEPUTY LEADER ON MONDAY 9 SEPTEMBER 2013 
 
 
I had a query about my Council Tax Bill and called the section, during the call 
I was asked for my date of birth as a “security” question, as I have never given 
permission to use this information about me this requires answers to the 
following questions.  
 
Why is the council using personal data in this way? 
Why not use the City Card number (housing rent card) on the front of the city 
card which is under the name? 
 
It may appear on the surface of it to be “OK” or “fine” or “justifiable” but using 
personal data in this way is no guarantee that the person you are talking to is 
the claimant or bill payer. How many people do you know that know your 
birthday?  
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COPY OF QUESTION TO BE ASKED ON BEHALF OF MR M GIBLIN TO 
THE DEPUTY LEADER ON MONDAY 9 SEPTEMBER 2013 
 
 

The Council has increased the amount of council tax per capita every year 
including this year despite the previous years we have been and continue to 
be in a period of austerity and its measures to cut public spending. 
 
Questions  
 
If the number of services has been scaled down and the number of people 
employed by the Council has been scaled down then why has the Council 
continued to increase the council tax bill when spending is being reduced? 
 
Why hasn’t council tax been reduced to match the down scaling in the 
Council?  
 
It seems only fair that while the amount of money being spent on services is 
being reduced that the amount of money demanded from the people who pay 
for these services should also reduce. Other business like energy suppliers 
have to pass on the benefits of reductions or cuts to its consumers yet it 
seems that the Council is reluctant to do likewise but instead increase bills 
when they’re implementing cuts to services that are paid for by the public.  
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COPY OF QUESTION TO BE ASKED ON BEHALF OF MR M GIBLIN TO 
THE DEPUTY LEADER ON MONDAY 9 SEPTEMBER 2013 
 
 
All councillors have a set amount of expenses at the beginning of the year, as 
the year progresses councillors claim for items and most councillors exceed 
the basic amount set at the beginning of the year. In many cases this is vastly 
larger than what was set at the beginning of the year. 
Total spend by councillors allowances (expenses) in: 
 
2009/10 was £1,061,972.89 
2010/11 was £1,073,343.59 
2011/12 was £1,033,773.70 
2012/12 was £1,043,940.75  
 
A total of £4,213,030.93 was claimed by councillors as expenses in the last 4 
years at an average of £1,053,257.73 per year. 
 
Question:  
 
Why has the Council not implemented an allowances (expenses) cap?  
The authority has implemented cuts in services and spending yet councillors 
allowances appear to be exempt from these cuts, why? 
 
When the basic allowances have been exceeded, where does the additional 
money come from to cover these additional expenses claims? 
 
The expenses being claimed by councillors needs to be capped as well as 
each councillors expenses made available for public scrutiny as the current 
method of disclosure by giving the grand totals is not in itself transparency. 
Arguments on the cost of doing this are not going to wash because someone 
has to process these expense claims in any case and they will be in the form 
of a spread sheet that can easily be made available to the public. This is 
“Public” money being spent therefore the public has the right to know exactly 
what is being spent and for what reason.  
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COPY OF QUESTION TO BE ASKED ON BEHALF OF MR M GIBLIN TO 
THE DEPUTY LEADER ON MONDAY 9 SEPTEMBER 2013 
 
] 
The financial statements in: 
 
2009 / 10 the useable reserves stood at £136.020 Million. 
2010 / 11 the useable reserves stood at £127.208 Million showing a deficit of 
£8.812 Million. 



2011 / 12 the useable reserves stood at £153.254 Million showing an increase 
of £26.046 Million.  
 
The City Council claims in a public statement to the press, said that they only 
had £9 Million in reserves.  
 
Question: 
 
Why was the public misled that only £9 Million existed in the useable reserves 
when the public accounts showed that a total of £136 Million existed? 
 
What was the £8.812 Million spent on? 
 
Where did the £26.046 Million that was paid in to the useable reserves come 
from?  
 
With the obvious surplus of money available in the useable reserves, why is 
the Council not using these “useable” reserves assisting those affected by the 
Council Tax and Bedroom Tax? It clearly has the income to replenish the 
reserves. 
Given the amount of money in the useable reserves is more than enough to 
support topping up the shortfall in the new welfare changes, the amount of 
income vs that which will be demanded is not really an argument or 
justification of why this Council can’t offer a fully funded scheme. It appears 
however that the stock argument is that these changes have been handed to 
Councils and as a Council you are required to implement them. That alone is 
no argument as to why Nottingham City Council can’t implement a fully 
funded scheme but rather it is a response to smoke screen the reality that this 
Council has excessive reserves that it is sat on. If properly managed the use 
of these reserves would provide adequate welfare cover without a detrimental 
impact on that income that goes in to the useable reserves. 
 


