
Overview & Scrutiny Budget Consultation 2015/16

Social & Health Care Overview & Scrutiny Committee – 26 January, 2015

Section Issue/Question Response

1.  Refocus 
eligibility 
criteria for day 
care

The Ewloe Over 50s Forum is 
currently accessed by people 
with early dementia.  The Forum 
would like to be considered when 
looking at possible day care 
opportunities in future.

Acknowledged.

2.  Review the 
number of 
sites where In-
House day 
care is 
provided.

How are you going to re-focus 
the eligibility criteria without 
people slipping through the net?
 

By looking at people’s individual 
day care needs and looking at 
opportunities to explore 
alternative models of day care 
provision to meet those needs. 

In response to concerns around 
the eligibility criteria, the Leader 
of the Council outlined the 
importance of Overview & 
Scrutiny Committee’s receiving 
information over the coming year 
in order to monitor the impact 
certain budget proposals had on 
service delivery.   
   

3.  Review and 
revise 
eligibility 
criteria for 
respite

Concern over the reduction of 
respite days which could be 
traumatic for the user and family.

The efficiencies do not propose a 
reduction in the number of 
respite days.  There will continue 
to be an individual assessment of 
need but if an individual currently 
accesses 35 nights, if their need 
is the same, they will continue to 
access 35 nights of respite.  
Consultation on this proposal is 
required.

How would the direct payments 
work?  

Further work and consultation 
needed on direct payments.

It was agreed that information on 
direct payments and different 
operating models would be 
provided to Members.



What support does the Council 
provide for pooling resources for 
respite?  

It was agreed that this 
information be provided to Cllr 
Hilary McGuill.

If the same number of respite 
days are to remain how will the 
£150k savings be met.  

The Chief Executive suggested 
tracking arrangements for high 
risk proposals for each 
respective Overview & Scrutiny 
Committee with the Corporate 
Resources Overview & Scrutiny 
Committee receiving updates on 
the high risk proposals as part of 
their regular monthly budget 
monitoring reports.   

5.  Consult on 
the potential to 
commission 
provision 
currently 
provided by In 
House 
Supported 
Living houses.

The difficulties that could be 
experienced when there are a 
large number of people with 
learning difficulties living together 
need to be taken into account.

Acknowledged.  Would be dealt 
with sensitively.

8.  Implement 
thresholds for 
supplying 
minor 
equipment 
(Occupational 
Therapy)

Why can’t we look at the model 
used by the Red Cross where 
families are asked for a £30 bond 
which is returned to the family 
when the equipment is returned?

Happy to look at the Red Cross 
Model.

Currently looking into the 
availability of small pieces of so 
that people can go and test the 
equipment before purchasing 
them.

Concern out of step with 
suppliers not out of step with 
other local authorities.

Acknowledged.

9.  Renegotiate 
joint funding 
with Health

Is the £200k agreed in principle 
with Health additional to the 
£394k efficiency saving?

The £394k is the total figures 
including the £200k.  

Think this risk should remain Red 
until the Council has received the 
£200,000 from Health.

A bill has been sent to Health for 
the £200,000.



16.   More 
targeted 
approach 
family group 
meetings and 
alternative 
delivery model

Concerns around re-
commissioning this service given 
the small level of efficiencies 
expected.  

The purpose of re-
commissioning this service is to 
provide a different delivery model 
whilst maintaining the same level 
and quality of service.  

19.  Review 
commissioning 
with Action for 
Children

Concerned with the potential for 
funding not to be given to 
summer play schemes provided 
by Action for Children, which 
would impact greatly on families 
with disabled children.

The summer Playscheme is 
currently run by four separate 
contractors.  Consultation is 
currently being undertaken on 
how this could be delivered 
differently in the future, with the 
possible introduction of a small 
charge.  

It was agreed that further 
information on this would be 
provided to Members.  

21.  Review 
and realign 
funding to 
voluntary 
sector

Would the 10% budget reduction 
to the voluntary sector impact 
each of the social service 
commissioned providers.

Work was continuing to 
encourage providers who had 
similar aims and objectives to 
pool their resources and reduce 
the impact of the 10% reduction 
in funding.  

26.  Remove 
recharge for 
Library 
Headquarters

Would the proposal have an 
impact on other service area 
budgets?  

No.  The savings would be 
realised across the Council and 
would not impact the budget of 
any other service area.  

28.  Review 
contracts for 
Grounds 
Maintenance

Like to support Tri Ffordd.  Is it 
possible to ask them to reduce 
their costs?  

Trying to reduce the level of 
budget for this provision.  

General 
Comments

Would the 
comments/questions/suggestions 
received from members of the 
public be included in the final 
budget proposals, to enable 
Members to cross reference their 
comments with the responses 
from the Council?  

Any 
comments/questions/suggestions 
from members of the public 
would be included in the final 
budget documents to ensure 
Members take these into account 
when setting the 2015/16 
budget.  


