
5. REPORT OF THE INDEPENDENT PANEL ON MEMBER 
ALLOWANCES FOR BUCKINGHAMSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL 

 
 
 

Introduction: The Regulatory Context 
 

1.  The following report notes t h e  p r o c e e d i n g s  a n d  r e c o m m e n d a t i o n s  
made b y Buckinghamshire County Council's Independent Panel on Member 
Allowances. 

 
2 The Panel was established under Regulation 20 of the Local Authorities (Member 
Allowances) (England) Regulations 2003 (SI 2003 No 1021) to produce a report and 
make recommendations as required by Regulation 21. These regulations, made under 
relevant provisions in the Local Government and Housing Act 1989 and the Local 
Government Act 2000, require all local authorities to maintain an Independent Panel on 
Member Allowances to review and make recommendations in respect of member 
allowances. 
 
3. Councils are required to have regard to the recommendations of their Independent 
Panel before they make or amend a Member Allowances Scheme. 

 
 
 

The Panel 
Richard Benz, Partner, Kidd Rapinet, Solicitors, Aylesbury and founding Director and 
initial Chairman of Bucks Economic Partnership Alex Pratt JP BSc OBE, Managing 
Director, Serious Brands Ltd, and Chairman of Bucks Business First Lisa Williams, 
Managing Director of John Lewis, High Wycombe. 

 

 
 

Terms of Reference 
This review by the Panel is a whole-scheme review which has to be undertaken at least 
every four years. A part review was undertaken in 2012 and revisions made to the 
Special Respons ib i l i t y  Allowances ( SRAs) after approva l  o f  t he  P a n e l ’ s  
recommendations by full Council. The County Council also accepted the following 
Recommendations from the Panel in July 2013: 
 
1 That the changes to the Scheme of Allowances mentioned above, and outlined in 
detail in Appendix 1 to this Report, be approved; 
 
2 That an appropriate system of performance management for members be considered. 

 
 
 

Interviews conducted by the Panel 
The Panel met with the Party Group Leaders and the Chief Executive, individually, 
during the summer and invited comments from members of the Council on the Scheme 
and any changes that might be made. The Panel particularly invited comments on their 
recommendation from 2013 that a system of performance management for members 
should be developed. 



Mr Martin Tett, Leader of the Council, and Mr Mike Appleyard, Deputy Leader of 
the Council. 

 
Martin Tett and Mike Appleyard informed the Panel that, following the changes made in 
July last year, they were not proposing any further changes to the Member Allowances 
Scheme. They felt that the annual increase in rates linked previously to any officer pay 
award  should  be  discontinued  and  the  current  rates  of   Special  Responsibility 
Allowances, as outlined in Appendix 1 to this Report, should, therefore, be maintained. 
Other allowances in the Scheme should also continue at the current levels. 

 
The Leader and Deputy Leader discussed their views on performance management of 
members with the Panel. In summary:- 

 
They fully supported the principle but felt the development of a comprehensive system 
was not easy to achieve in practice. Members of the Council are elected every four 
years and this is a judgement in itself. Performance could not simply be gauged on the 
number of meetings a member attended, work in the community was as important. How 
would 'excellence' be judged and by whom? In the past when similar schemes have 
been discussed, the view has been that Group Leaders are not well placed to know what 
members do and contribute locally? How would contributions be 'moderated' between 
Groups? e.g. if one Group Leader thought his/her Group were all 'excellent' but another 
Group Leader were more challenging and rated his/her Group as only 'satisfactory'? No 
budget exists for further rewards and, in the light of the county's financial situation; the 
Council would probably have to reduce the standard Allowance to fund it. When services 
are being reduced and higher charges being made it is not an appropriate time to 
consider increasing allowances. 
 

Mr Andy Huxley, Leader of the UKIP and Independent Group 
Although he had some concerns over the number of SRAs paid, and felt that travel 
expenses paid were rather generous, Mr Huxley felt that the current system of 
Allowances works well. Whilst he supported the principle of performance management 
of members he was unsure how it could be applied in practice. Who would judge and on 
what criteria? 
 
Mrs Avril Davies, Leader of the Liberal Democrat with Buckingham Labour Group 
Mrs  Davies  felt  that  the  existing  rates  in  the  Member  Allowances  Scheme were 
reasonable but expressed  similar concerns about the number  of SRAs paid. Travel 
expenses should be at paid at lowest petrol rate she felt. Mrs Davies supported the 
concept of performance management and shared with the Panel the performance 
management and review template that she uses with her Group. Mrs Davies wouldn't be 
against reward for excellence but was mindful of the budget implications. Money would 
be better spent on administrative support to her group, she felt. 
 
Mrs Davies considered that the Council should pursue an accredited modular course of 
member development. 
 
Mr Chris Williams, Chief Executive 
Mr Williams explained the Council's Delivering Successful Performance (DSP) system of 
performance management for officers. It would be possible for a system of performance 
management to be developed for members, perhaps with a lower basic allowance and 
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then an "earned amount", but he appreciated all the issues mentioned by others that 
would make a system difficult to achieve. 

 
Other Members of the Council 

 
The Panel invited comments from all members of the Council on the current Allowances 
Scheme generally and, specifically, whether an element could possibly be built into the 
Scheme to reward excellence. In terms of the number of SRAs, and the levels of the 
allowances, there were no comments recommending that they be increased. There has 
been a historic link between the allowance rates and the annual officers pay award. The 
Council will need to decide whether the current rates of allowances should remain 
unchanged this year and, in future, how and when they are reviewed. The Council need 
to have "regard to" the views of the Panel before making changes to the Scheme of 
Allowances. The view of the Panel is that they should be delinked. 
 
On  the  subject  of  "rewarding  excellence",  members  were  generally  against  this. 
Reasons such as budgetary implications, potential difficulties of fair and effective 
implementation (i.e. no "level playing field"}, particularly in a political organisation, were 
mentioned. 
 
Views of the Panel 
 
The Panel are grateful to those members who gave up their time to meet with them and 
to the members who expressed their views in writing. 
 
Contributors made the Panel aware of the Council's "Future Shape" proposals and for 
the Council to be more commercially aware in its approach. The Panel welcome this 
business-centred drive, particularly given the pressures local authorities are under in 
delivering quality services to the public with diminishing budgets. The ramifications of the 
"Future  Shape"  proposals  are  such  that  an  even  greater  focus  on  a  commercial 
approach and performance management is likely to be needed. 
 
The Panel is aware that the Council will be under even more pressure, budget-wise, 
over the years ahead. Discussions will doubtless continue at national and local level 
about possible devolution of functions from central to local government and the debate 
about re-structuring local government in Buckinghamshire will gather pace. As a result of 
this, the Panel believes that the Council, as part of its business-centred approach, will 
need to give further consideration to performance management at all levels of the 
organisation. The Panel is disappointed that the Council has not yet acted on the 
recommendations it accepted in July 2013 and would urge the Council to act on them. In 
the view of the Panel, objections raised are not insurmountable and with careful thought 
and planning can be worked through and resolved. The Panel understands that other 
Councils are exploring the use of such a system and believes the Council should take 
the lead.  The Panel notes that the Council uses it to measure the performance of its 
own staff. 
 
The Panel consider that the "Future Shape" proposals are likely to require a 
reconsideration of the roles of elected members on the one hand and officers on the 
other- including (1) the traditional approach of elected members setting policy which is 
then implemented by officers and (2) in a cabinet-style system those involved in what 
could amount to a virtually full-time executive role being remunerated on a proper basis 
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for the time and effort put in, as opposed to simply receiving allowances. The Panel 
appreciates   that  these   matters  are  outside  of  its  terms  of  reference  but  proper 
consideration of them is, in its view, essential. 

 
The Panel noted that the Council had recently been successful in achieving a refresh of 
the South-East Employers’ (SEEMP) Member Development Charter. They congratulate 
the Council on this award and in their continuing commitment to member development. 
The Panel support the views of the SEEMP Panel judging the Award that the Council 
should, particularly, pursue the following areas of improvement:- 

 
All Members of Cabinet should be encouraged to have a Personal Development Plan 
(PDP) and a target of 80% of all members having a PDP should also be set 

-   All  elected  members   be  invited  to  prepare  an  Annual   Report  setting  out  their 
achievements  for the year which  could be uploaded  to the Council's  website. This 
would  increase  the  visibility  and  accountability  for  each  individual  member.  The 
Council should also re-visit and use the role profiles for all elected members as part of 
the PDP discussion.  The role profiles will need to be reviewed to reflect the changing 
role of the member. 

 
-   The provision of leadership development particularly for members of the Cabinet 

 
-   The Council's Member Development Working Group should pilot and implement a 

360 degree process to assist with the support for individual members. 

With regard to POPs, the Panel see the following headings as being useful:- 

Performance against (Strategic Plan) objectives 

• What has worked particularly well in performing your role? 
• What has worked less well and what have you learned from this? 
• Attendance and contribution at Scrutiny and Committee Meetings? 
• Attendance and contribution at Council? 
• Attendance and contribution at Group Meetings? 
• Representing constituents through Casework? 
• Performance as a Deputy Cabinet Member Spokesperson? 

 
Setting Objectives for next 12 months 
Objectives should cover the period from April to March. 
 

Learning and Development Needs 
How are you seeking to develop your role and how will you acquire the required skills 
and experience? What support from the group and council would help? 
 

In addition to the above, the  Panel feels that the Council could  add the 360 degree 
process to the template. 
 
The Panel believes that a system of performance does not necessarily mean that the 
total spend on allowances would increase.  Even if it did, the increased performance in 
delivery of Council activities could result in efficiency savings outweighing any increased 
allowances. 
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The Panel considers that, as part of any future structural review of local government in 
Buckinghamshire, central government should look again at the way local councillors are 
remunerated to ensure that the rewards are sufficient to attract the calibre of people who 
will be needed to run a different type of organisation. 

 

THE PANEL'S RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
Following the four-yearly review the Panel recommends:- 

 

 
 

1  That  (having   regard  to  the  views  of  the  Panel)  the  Council  should   decide 
whether   the   current  rates  of  all  Allowances  in  the  Scheme   should  remain 
unchanged this year and, in future, how and when they are reviewed. 

 
2 That the Council should take steps to implement the Panel’s recommendations in 
its July 2013 report and continue to give due consideration to the development of a 
system of performance management for members starting with the initiatives 
outlined above. 
 
3 That the Council should address in a timely way issues likely to result from the 
"Future Shape" proposals, having regard to the comments made in this report. 

 
4 That the Council should invite the Panel to present and speak to this report. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Richard Benz 
Chairman on behalf of the Panel 

 

201 January 2015 



 

APPENDIX 1 
 

CURRENT SPECIAL RESPONSIBILITY ALLOWANCES 
 

 
Post SR Allowance 

(pa) 
Total 

 

Leader 
 

Deputy leader 
 

Cabinet Member (6) 
 

Select Committee (Ch) x 4 
 

Statutory Committee (Ch) x 4 
 

Deputy Cabinet Members (7) 

£39,709 
 

£26,473 
 

£20,172 
 

£10,092 
 

£5046 
 

£5,046 

£39,709 
 

£26,473 
 

£121,032 
 

£40,368 
 

£20184 
 

£35,322 

 
Group Leaders * 

   

Conservative (36) 
 

Liberal Democrat (6) (5 Lib Dem /1 Labour 

UKIP (7) (6 UKIP /1 Independent) 

Chairman of the Council 

Vice-Chairman of the Council 
 

Chairman of Police & Crime Panel ** 

£10,948 
 

£2,938 
 

£3,205 
 

£12,610 
 

£3,156 
 

£10,092 

£10948 
 

£2,938 
 

£3,205 
 

£12,610 
 

£3,156 
 

£10,092 

Police and Crime Panel Representative 
 

Basic Allowance x 49 
 

TOTAL 

£1,500 
 

£10,718 

£1,500 
 

£525,182 
 

£852719 
 
 
 

*Allowances derived from formula: £1,336 basic plus £267 per member 
 

** This is only payable in the case where the Panel elects the Buckinghamshire County 
Council's representative as its Chairman 


