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Finance Committee 
 
Kirkby Stephen Town Council, Local Links, Vicarage Lane, 
Kirkby Stephen, Cumbria, CA17 4QX 
Tel. 017683 74854 | clerk@kirkby-stephen.com  
www.kirkby-stephen.com 

  29 July 2025, (Thursday) in person. 16:00 at Local Links. 
 

 Attending. Cllrs. P Richardson (Chairman), Grace Wren, A Waite. 
No members of the public present. 
Apologies. A Birtles, J Murray. 
 

 

F25/001 Quarterly Budget Monitor (June) 
1. The Budget Monitor did not present any anomalies; Receipts & Expenditure were 

broadly in line with expectations.  
2. Reimbursed VAT was higher than budgeted. 
3. The Budget Monitor was RECOMMENDED for approval. 
4. The External Auditor had been showing more interest in the reporting of restricted 

reserves by local councils and had been asking RFOs to report both earmarked and 
ringfenced funds. It was RECOMMENDED that reserves were reported & monitored 
on a separate sheet. 
 

 

F25/002 Contracts and Suppliers 
A schedule of contracts and suppliers compared to the previous year was 
presented/discussed as follows: 

No Description 2024/25 2025/26 
Qtr1 

Budget 
2025/26 

Upcoming  

1 Banking Services £68 £0 n\a   
2 Phone & Broadband £460 £133 £400.00   
3 Mowing Contractor £9,796 £3,693 £9,000.00   

4* Architectural 
Services 

£2,792 £0 n\a   

5 Internet/Website £528 £510 £550.00   
6 Tree Services £6,846 £0 n\a £2,076** 

7* 563 Contribution £3,258 £0 n\a   
8 Tech Support £679 £139 £600.00   
9 Printing £403 £163 £600.00   

10* Architectural 
Services 

£1,807 £0 n\a   

11 Insurance £2,507 £1,972 £2,050.00   
12 Fencing (Stenkrith) £0 £3,174   £1,800       

 
All figures inc vat. 
* Recurring 
expenditure not 
expected 

    

 
** preliminary. 
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It was agreed that contracts highlighted in grey did not require scrutiny in view of 
the amounts involved, the standardized nature of the services or the fact that no 
recurring service in respect of architectural services or the running of the 563 bus 
service was anticipated in 2025/26. 
 
The following were reviewed:  
Mowing: It has been agreed at the March meeting (24/221.3.3) that the current 
contractor would continue to be used in 25/26. It was RECOMMENDED that 
alternative quotes be sought for the 26/27 year.  Councillors would not be bound 
to accept the lowest quote. Mowing costs were broadly in line with the budget 
considering the additional work assigned after the resignation of the handyman.  
 
Treeworks: Significant spending had been incurred with the support of a restricted 
grant held by the council in the Assets Reserve to address the risks associated with 
Ash Dieback adjacent to footpaths in Stenkrith. This had been a one-off expense. 
Works to the canopies of the trees in Silver Street Gardens had been excluded from 
the UKSPF funded improvement works to allow the vitality of the trees to be 
assessed after potential disturbance to the root plates. Works which would be 
subject to a Section 211 notice had been discussed and quoted at £2,076 including 
vat. The company providing the quote would be going into liquidation and 
alternative quotes would need to be sought subject the consent to deliver the 
works if consented. Funding would be from the assets reserve. Councillors would 
not be bound to accept the lowest quote. 
 
Fencing: Spending had been incurred on the Nateby Road Boundary of Stenkrith 
after quotations had been considered. Additional works would be undertaken by 
the same contractor to the field boundary at the bottom of the park to the east as 
agreed at the July meeting (25/065.3.5). After completion of these works it would 
be possible to assess whether the remainder of the field boundary to the north 
could be fenced in Clippex (design life of 40 years) within the scope of the original 
grant or whether a lower specification would be required. Fresh quotations would 
be sought for this. Councillors would not be bound to accept the lowest quote. 
  

F25/003 Mandate (Cumberland) 
The Mandate for the Cumberland Building Society was reviewed: 
It was RECOMMENDED that the Current signatories confirmed May 13th 2025. 
(25/021) be retained unchanged.  
 

 

F25/004 Other - Deposit Accounts 
Accounts offered by the Penrith Building Society (Business 7-day notice account) 
and the (Cumberland Business E Saver) were reviewed. It was RECOMMENDED that 
if the Cumberland would agree to opening two E Saver accounts, the council open 
two Business E Saver accounts with the Cumberland Building Society. 1. to hold 
earmarked and restricted reserves and 2. To hold the council’s general reserve. It 
was RECOMMENDED that the council would retain a balance of between £10k & 
£20k in its current account. Transferring funds from the general reserve Esaver 
account as necessary to meet monthly expenses. It was RECOMMENDED that those 
listed on the current mandate be listed as signatories. 
It was RECOMMENDED that interest earned on deposits be applied to the reserves 
on which they arise.  
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F25/005 Other – External Auditor’s Certificate 
This had been received and published. It would be presented to the September 
meeting. The auditor had requested that the Accounting Statements be restated as 
a Journal entry had been included in the figures resulting in incorrectly increasing 
both income and expenditure by £2,500.  
 
The auditor had concluded that ‘the Annual Governance and Accountability Return 
is in accordance with the Proper Practices and no other matters have come to our 
attention giving cause for concern that relevant legislation and regulatory 
requirements have not been met. Other matters not affecting our opinion which 
we draw to the attention of the authority: On the initial submission of Section 2 of 
the Annual Governance and Accountability Return, it was identified that the 
Council incorrectly included a £2,500 transfer of funds to the council's asset 
reserve within Boxes 3 and 6. This was later corrected, resubmitted, and correctly 
republished on the council's website, we have no further concerns in this area. 
The council's name was not entered on the Notice of Public Rights. We consider 
the omission to be trivial; however, the council should take care to ensure the form 
is fully completed in the future to ensure full compliance with the regulations and 
code of practice.’ 
 
The notice of conclusion of Audit had been published on the 21st July 2025.  
 

 


