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Executive Summary  
This report provides an update on Forum related correspondence since the last meeting. 
 
 
 
Recommendations 
 
The Forum is asked to: 

a) Note the report; 
b) Express any views on the correspondence received. 

  



Background 
This report provides an update on Forum related correspondence since the last meeting. 
 
a) Letter to United Utilities (UU) 
The Forum have been corresponding with UU to lobby on behalf of maintained nursery 
schools, arguing that they should be eligible to the concessions to the Surface Water 
Drainage (SWD) charges that UU have agreed for other schools.   
 
Correspondence from UU, reported to the March2018 Forum, indicated that consideration for 
concessions was around the site area and UU had determined, following their analysis, that 
the proportion of bills at nursery schools attributable to SWD charges "is not dissimilar to that 
of a typical non-household customer". 
 
Nursery school colleagues requested that further representations be made to UU on this 
issue on behalf of nursery schools.  
 
A copy of the subsequent Forum correspondence is provided at Appendix A.   
 
In response to this letter, a meeting has been arranged with UU representatives and the 
Forum Chair, to take place on 4 July 2018.  Representatives from Sefton Council, who led 
the original campaign seeking reduced water charges for schools in the region, have also 
been invited to the meeting. 
 
Members will be kept informed of developments. 
 
 
b) Letter from a Primary School with a SERF Unit 
A letter was received in April 2018 from a school with a SERF Unit, addressed to the LA and 
the Chair of the Forum.  The letter set out the impact of budget reductions on the school 
related to the revised methodology for SERF unit funding in 2018/19 and requested that a 
phased introduction of the SERF unit proposals be considered, in order to allow schools time 
to adjust to the new arrangements. 
 
A copy of the letter, together with the response from the LA has been provided for the Forum 
Chair's Group.  The reply reiterated the overall pressures on the HNB budget, which were 
forcing the savings proposals, and explained that the particular proposals and timescales for 
SERF units were driven by changes in DfE regulations.  Some contextual information about 
increased funding elsewhere in the school's 2018/19 budget was also included in the reply. 
 
 
c) Correspondence from Forum Member Stephen Booth 
On 22 May 2018, correspondence was received from Stephen Booth, Forum Vice-Chair, 
requesting that information be provided to the Forum about the forecast HNB overspend in 
2018/19. 
 
An update about the HNB budget position for 2018/19 was provided to the HNB Working 
Group on 12 June, although it was noted that new data to analyse the impact of 2018/19 
savings proposals and any possible continued growth in demand, was not yet available.  
Further information will be provided to future meetings. 
 



 
d) Nursery School Representations about Clawback 
Email correspondence was received on behalf of a nursery school on 19 June 2018, which 
indicated that the school had spent more funding than they wanted in 2017/18, in order to 
avoid clawback.  The school requested that an increase to guideline balance levels or the 
suspension of clawback be considered in order to allow schools that are able to build 'war 
chests' to mitigate against the increased budget pressures that are forecast in the coming 
years. 
 
 
e) Forum Letter Valuation Office Agency  
Officers have been in discussions with a school in a deficit budget situation.  One issue that 
arose was in connection with the rates bill for the school and an ongoing rateable value 
appeal.  The Forum Chair has written to the relevant Valuation Office Agency requesting any 
assistance that can be given in resolving the appeal.  The letter, which has been shared with 
the Forum Chair's Group, acknowledges that the case is complex and that some work has 
already been undertaken, but indicates that finalisation of the rateable value appeal may 
assist the school in reducing its financial commitments if their charge is reduced, but in any 
event, will provide certainty about a significant element of ongoing expenditure, which will 
benefit budget forecasting and recovery planning.  



Chair Tim Cross 
C/O The Clerk to the Schools Forum,  Financial Management (Development and Schools) 

PO Box 100, County Hall, Preston, PR1 0LD 

Lancashire Schools Forum 

Sarah Heath  
Customer Regulation Manager 
United Utilities Water Limited 

Tel. 01524 823606 

Email lancsschoolsforum15@gmail.com 

Date 4 April 2018 

Dear Sarah, 

Surface Water Drainage (SWD) Charges for Schools in the North West 
Thank you for your reply to the correspondence sent by the Lancashire Schools Forum 
concerned with the concessions you have agreed in relation to SWD charges for schools 
and the omission of maintained nursery schools from the eligibility criteria.  The response 
was forwarded on to us by Sue Amies-King, Chief Executive, Water Plus. 

Your correspondence was reported to the Lancashire Schools Forum on 20 March 2018. 

Whilst members understood the rationale for the United Utilities decision set out in your 
letter, nursery school representatives on the Forum reiterated their view that they are legally 
constituted as schools, and as such, should be treated in the same way as other Lancashire 
schools and academies.   

We therefore asked the County Council to undertake an exercise to assess the site areas 
of Lancashire maintained nursery schools compared to other schools in the County. 

This analysis suggests that there are nearly 50 Lancashire primary schools that have site 
areas below the average site area across the Lancashire nursery school estate.  The 
average site area for the nursery schools is just over 3,000 m² and we are told that 49 
primary schools in the County have site areas below 3,000 m².  This equates to over 10% 
of primary schools in the County. 

As stated in our earlier correspondence, maintained nursery schools are led by a 
headteacher and governing body, employ qualified teachers, are registered with the DfE 
and are inspected by OfSTED.  The Lancashire nursery schools are located in some of the 
most deprived wards in the County to support some of our most vulnerable young people. 

We would therefore argue that maintained nursery schools have the same legal status as 
other schools and have larger site areas that many primary schools in the County. 
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Under these circumstances, the Schools Forum would ask that the decision to omit 
maintained nursery schools from the SWD concessions criteria be reconsidered.  This would 
allow Lancashire's 24 maintained nursery schools to benefit from the concessions you have 
kindly agreed that are benefitting other Lancashire schools and the pupils they serve. 
 
I should be grateful if you could let us know if you are agreeable to this proposal. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 

 
Tim Cross 
Chair, Lancashire Schools Forum 
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