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CHILDREN AND FAMILIES OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY 
COMMITTEE 

 
LEICESTERSHIRE AND RUTLAND LOCAL SAFEGUARDING  

CHILDREN’S BOARD - BUSINESS PLAN 2017/18. 
 

MINUTE EXTRACT FROM THE MEETING HELD ON 6TH MARCH 2017 
 
 
The Committee considered a report of the Independent Chairman of the 

Leicestershire and Rutland Local Safeguarding Board which set out the business 

plan priorities for the coming year, 2017/18. A copy of the report, marked Agenda 

Item 8, is filed with these minutes. 

The Independent Chairman, Mr Paul Burnett, outlined the priorities going forward 

and advised the Committee that these priorities paid due regard to the findings of the 

Ofsted inspection report. He drew particular attention to his concerns regarding 

services for promoting the emotional health and wellbeing of young people and 

supported the views expressed in the earlier discussion on the Ofsted report about 

seeking improvements in the CAHMS service and developing an early intervention 

offer.  

In response to a comment regarding improving support for young care leavers who 

were homeless or at risk of being homeless, Mr Burnett indicated that he would take 

the concerns now expressed to the Safeguarding Board Executive for consideration. 

RESOLVED:- 

That subject to the comments now made the priorities of the Leicestershire and 

Rutland Local Safeguarding Board in relation to children safeguarding be supported. 
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ADULTS AND COMMUNITIES OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY COMMITTEE – 7 MARCH 
2017 

 
SAFEGUARDING ADULTS BOARD BUSINESS PLANS 2017/18 

 
DRAFT MINUTE EXTRACT 

 

The Committee considered a report of the Independent Chairman of the 
Leicestershire and Rutland Local Safeguarding Board which set out the business 
plan priorities for the coming year, 2017/18. A copy of the report, marked “Agenda 
Item 10”, is filed with these minutes. 
 
The Independent Chairman, Mr. Paul Burnett outlined the priorities going forward 
and advised the Committee that these had been heavily influenced by the Care Act. 
He drew particular attention to the number of cases of “self-neglect” leading to 
increasing numbers of adult protection alerts. This remained a challenging issue as 
cases were not always visible to trained staff or communities. 
 
In response to a comment regarding the engagement of partner organisations, it was 
noted that there was a good level of engagement, though there remained some 
issues in the dissemination of important safeguarding messages to frontline staff. 
 
RESOLVED:- 
 
That, subject to the comments now made, the priorities of the Leicestershire and 
Rutland Local Safeguarding Board in relation to adult safeguarding be supported. 
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CHILDREN AND FAMILIES OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY 
COMMITTEE 

 

 

OFSTED INSPECTION OF SERVICES FOR CHILDREN IN NEED OF 
HELP AND PROTECTION, CHILDREN LOOKED AFTER AND CARE 

LEAVERS 
 
 

MINUTE EXTRACT FROM THE MEETING HELD ON 6TH MARCH 2017 
 

The Committee considered a report of the Director of Children and Families 

concerning the outcome of the recent Ofsted inspection of children social care 

services in Leicestershire and an Action Plan prepared to address the 

recommendation contained with the Ofsted report. A copy of the report, marked 

Agenda Item 8, is filed with these minutes. 

In response to questions and comments made by members of the Committee, the 

Director and Cabinet Lead Member advised as follows:- 

i) The most recent self-assessment undertaken had concluded that the outcome 

of the inspection was likely to find that the Authority would be rated as 

requiring improvement but noting that there were areas of good practice. The 

Ofsted findings therefore reflected the most recent self-assessment and the 

Council should therefore accept the findings and seek to address the 

recommendations contained in the report; 

ii) Based on the self-assessment and in advance of the Ofsted inspection the 

Department had begun to address some of the issues now identified in the 

Ofsted report with an investment of £0.5million for making improvements. As a 

result the Action Plan contained references of work having commenced in 

January. The Ofsted inspection team were made aware of these proposals 

and whilst generally supportive advised that they were unable to factor these 

into their consideration as it was too early to assess their impact; 

iii) The Action Plan would be revised in the light of further work being undertaken 

and having regard to the impact of the work already underway. As such, and 

given the need to engage with partners, it was not possible to provide a 

definitive statement of the resource requirements at this stage. In this regard 

the Committee were reminded that many of the proposed actions did not have 

a resource requirement but were about embedding good management and 

social work practices within teams; 
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iv) There was no clear view as to an appropriate social work case load as it 

varied with the complexity of the case and experience of the staff dealing with 

the case. However, having recognised that case-loads were on the high side 

part of the £0.5 million investment was used to engage temporary social work 

staff. The aim of the department was to have permanent staff in post wherever 

possible but given the increasingly competitive market for social work staff it 

needed to engaged interim staff; 

v) With regard to the criticisms made about support to newly qualified social 

work staff this had been accepted. The Department was now working with the 

Learning ad Development service to address this and involved providing 

support and mentoring from senior practitioners.  

vi) The concerns regarding First Response related primarily to the timeliness of 

response and not so much the quality of the response. The Action Plan had 

prioritised this area with a view to seeking early improvements in response 

times; 

vii) The Action Plan would be submitted to Ofsted as required. Under the current 

arrangements there would not be a direct follow up on the Action Plan. There 

was need to have in place robust systems to ensure implementation of actions 

but also to provide evidence as to whether such actions were having the 

desired impact. In addition the Department would look to other means of 

assessing its performance including a Peer Review process; 

viii) The difficulties identified in the Ofsted report regard therapeutic services such 

as CAMHS were recognised. The most recent Care Quality Commission 

report into therapeutic services provided by the Leicestershire Partnership 

Trust also raised similar concerns. In this regard members were advised that 

a summit was to be held in mid-March involving the key stakeholders to find a 

way forward. The Director indicated that he would be pressing for a review of 

the CAHMS contract and for the development of a new pathway for services 

which included some early interventions which would in turn reduce the need 

for more intensive services. The development of the new Children’s Plan and 

the establishment of a new Children’s Partnership Group as part of the Health 

and Wellbeing Board would provide a dedicated forum for championing 

children health services; 

ix) The concerns raised regarding housing support for young people aged 16-17 

was acknowledged and the Director would seek to bring forward actions 

aimed at speeding up support for these young people. 

RESOLVED:- 

That the Cabinet be advised that the Committee notes the recommendations set out 

in the report and:- 
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a) accepts the findings of the Ofsted inspection report; 

b) welcomes and supports the Action Plan prepared in response; 

c) would wish to work with the Department and Lead Member to develop a new 

performance management and monitoring framework so that the proposed 

actions are implemented and monitored to ensure that they are delivering the 

required improvements in services to children and young people; 

d) has requested the Director of Children and Families Service to report to the 

next meeting with an update on the action plan and proposals new 

performance and monitoring referred to in (c) above. 
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CHILDREN AND FAMILIES OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY 
COMMITTEE 

 

2018/19 SCHOOL AND HIGH NEEDS FUNDING PROPOSALS. 
 

MINUTE EXTRACT FROM THE MEETING HELD ON 6TH MARCH 2017 
 

The Committee considered a report of the Director of Children and Families 

concerning a proposed response to the consultation paper issued by the 

Government on the National Funding Formula (NFF) for schools and the formulaic 

basis for the distribution of the High Needs Block of the Dedicated Schools Grant 

(DSG) in 2018/19. A copy of the report, marked Agenda Item 8, is filed with these 

minutes. 

The Cabinet Lead Member advised the Committee that the F40 Group were not in 

favour of the proposals outlined in the consultation document even though a number 

of them would benefit. Leicestershire would see no overall benefit and most schools 

would be adversely affected. He advised that whilst a robust response would be 

made to the Government he did not hold out much hope for a significant change to 

the proposals now outlined. 

A number of members expressed concerns at the impact that the proposals would 

have on Leicestershire Schools who were already amongst the lowest funded in the 

country and the potential risk to the viability of small schools.  

Some members of the Committee expressed their concern at the use of the word 

‘disproportionate’ in recommendation (b) (iii) and suggested this be deleted. 

It was moved by Mr Snartt and seconded by Mr O’Shea:- 

That the Cabinet be advised that this Committee supported the proposed response 

to the consultation as set out in the report and the appendices thereto’ 

The motion was put and carried, five members voting for the motion, no members 

voting against and with five members abstaining. 
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ENVIRONMENT AND TRANSPORT OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY COMMITTEE – 
2 MARCH 2017 

 
ENVIRONMENT AND TRANSPORT INTERIM COMMISSIONING STRATEGY 

REFRESH 2016/17 
 

DRAFT MINUTE EXTRACT 
 
The Committee considered a Cabinet report of the Director of Environment and 
Transport concerning the Interim Commissioning Strategy which was due to be 
considered by the Cabinet at its meeting on 10 March. A copy of the report, marked 
“Agenda Item 8”, is filed with these minutes. 
 
The Chairman welcomed to the meeting the Cabinet Lead Member for 
Environmental matters, Mrs. P. Posnett CC who was present to respond to any 
questions members had in regard to the report. 
 
In introducing the report, the Director drew members’ attention to the fact that the 
Strategy was essentially the Department’s business plan outlining its key areas of 
focus over the next year. The Strategy was regarded as being “interim” as it would 
be informed by the Council’s ongoing refresh of its Strategic Plan and the 
development of an “Outcomes Framework”. The Director also drew members’ 
attention to the fact that, due to a printing error, a further annex (Annex C) to the 
report had not been circulated as intended. This document was tabled for members 
(and published with the papers for the meeting online) and included the 
Department’s full list of programmed works. 
 
Arising from questions, the following points were noted: 
 

 The Strategy represented a positive step forward for the Council and 
demonstrated that the Department was in a good position to progress projects 
in the event of successful funding bids; 
 

 The “individual requests” referred to in paragraph 5.3 of the report (page 29) 
was intended to mean that requests for improvements to the highway which did 
not demonstrate they would contribute to growth, improve safety or maintain 
highway assets would be progressed. The Strategy would be amended to make 
this position clearer; 
 

 The Leicester and Leicestershire Integrated Transport Model was a fully 
WebTAG compliant model (the DfT’s web-based guidance on appraising 
transport projects and proposals) and the Director had full confidence in it. It 
was used successfully as a tool to evidence the effects of growth and transport 
schemes on the highway for the purpose of funding bids and for managing 
development and growth in Leicestershire. It was felt that the many successful 
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bids achieved since its launch had justified the significant financial investment 
the Model had required. It was noted that it was intended to licence it use to 
other authorities and developers to generate an income to offset the models 
cost. 

 

 Air quality was a responsibility for the district councils as planning authorities 
and for this reason no air quality measures were included in the Strategy. The 
Council did however remain in active dialogue with the districts to enable plans 
to be developed in this area. Whilst it was acknowledged that air quality was 
increasingly becoming a high profile issue, it was not currently regarded by the 
Government as a key driver with regard to sustainable development; 
 

 The County Council submitted joint bids for funding with the City Council when 
it made sense to do so. Joint funding bids tended to be more successful. It was 
noted that the volume of housing growth in the County would inevitably impact 
the flow of traffic to and from the City; 
 

 The Council’s plans to bring Recycling and Household Waste Sites “in-house” 
were on track to be completed by July. The potential for trade waste to be 
accepted at sites other than Whetstone was being investigated. 

 
RESOLVED: 
 
(a) That the Environment and Transport Interim Commissioning Strategy 2017/18 

be supported; 
 

(b) That the comments of the Committee be forwarded on to the Cabinet for 
consideration at its meeting on 10 March. 
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Leicestershire County Council  
Liberal Democrat Group  

 

 

 

 
Cabinet – 10th March 2017 

 
Liberal Democrat Comments on Community Speed Enforcement 

 
When this initiative was first promoted by Cabinet last month I voiced support 
as it is a good idea to use speed fines to fund the cost of community road 
safety cameras, which has been a Lib Dem policy for a while. I was even 
willing to overlook that this seems to have been timed to coincide with an 
election. 
 
However, now a £0.5m spending commitment has appeared, giving me 
concerns that politics is taking priority over a sensible use of money.  
 
I understand that it is being promoted as a trial in order to lobby the 
Government to agree to allow speeding fine revenue to be kept locally, but as 
the Government is yet to fully respond to the initial proposals, there is no 
evidence to suggest that this trial would go any way towards changing its mind 
on this policy. 
 
As such I have great concern that we are rushing to spend such a large sum 
of money when we don’t have a good reason to believe that it will achieve the 
stated goals. Communities will only be help by this initiative if the trials lead to 
the Government changing its mind on its speeding fines policy. 
 
I urge Cabinet to hold back on spending large sums on this project until we 
receive feedback from the Government and we can be more confident that a 
trial would lead to the desired outcomes, otherwise we are just spending half a 
million pounds on seven cameras. 
 
Given that the Council is having to make severe cuts to vital services, it feels 
wrong to spend so much on a political gesture! 
 
 
 
David Bill 
 
Liberal Democrat Spokesman for Environment and Transport 
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CABINET - 10 MARCH 2017 
 

ITEM 9 - COMMUNITY SPEED ENFORCEMENT 
 

COMMENTS FROM MR. D. SNARTT CC 
 
 
I fully support the proposed Community Speed Enforcement Scheme. I attended the 
latest Woodhouse Parish Council meeting this week where Councillors were 
delighted that Woodhouse Eaves had been chosen as one of the 7 trial sites within 
the County. 
 
Woodhouse Parish has a long standing traffic group which was one of the first to 
participate in the County Council Community Speed Watch Scheme and with the 
Parish Council have fundraised VAS signs to monitor vehicle speeds and influence 
speed reduction.   
 
They have captured an extensive amount of data on vehicle speeds in various parts 
of the Parish.  Also acquiring details of the Bedford Scheme they have advocated 
average speed cameras as the best solution for reducing traffic speeds within 
villages. 
 
I am sure the local community will be enthusiastically involved in any consultation 
and implementation of the trial, subject to Cabinet approval. 
 
Mr. David Snartt CC 
(Bradgate division) 
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HEALTH OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY COMMITTEE – 1 MARCH 2017 
 

BETTER CARE FUND REFRESH 
 

DRAFT MINUTE EXTRACT 
 
The Committee received a report from the Director of Health and Care Integration 
which provided an overview of progress to refresh and submit the Leicestershire Better 
Care Fund Plan for 2017/18 – 2018/19. A copy of the report, marked ‘Agenda Item 12’, 
is filed with these minutes. 
 
In presenting the report the Director of Health and Care Integration raised the following 
points: 
 

(i) The National Guidance for the Better Care Fund was still outstanding. Along with 
this Guidance it was expected that figures would be provided for the amount each 
Local Authority would receive as part of the Disabled Facilities Grant. As these 
figures had not been provided yet the funding total provided in the report was only 
indicative. 

 

(ii) The Better Care Fund comprised funds from the core budget of both local 
authorities and Clinical Commissioning Groups. 

 
Arising from discussions the following points were noted: 
 

(i) The following services would have changes to their funding arrangements during 
2017/18:- 

 

 Two hospital and community based dementia services provided by the voluntary 
sector were being recommissioned on a Leicester, Leicestershire and Rutland 
wide basis.  The BCF funds associated with these services would applied to the 
new arrangements, 

 

 The part of the Lightbulb housing service which was designed to improve the 
timing of hospital discharge was funded by the Better Care Fund. This service 
was highly effective and would continue to be funded by the BCF in 2017/178.  
The funding position would be reviewed for 2018/19 to determine if it would 
continue to be funded from the BCF or from the Lightbulb service, which would 
be fully established by this time. 

 

 Clinical Commissioning Groups did not intend the Carers Health and Wellbeing 
Service to be recommissioned beyond April 2017 as the National Carers 
Strategy would be implemented at that time. 

 

(ii) Members raised concerns regarding technical problems with the First Contact web 
based referral form and reassurance was given that consideration would be given 
to how to resolve these problems. 

 
RESOLVED: 
 
That the contents of the report be noted.  
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SCRUTINY COMMISSION – 8 MARCH 2017 
 

LEICESTER AND LEICESTERSHIRE STRATEGIC GROWTH PLAN: JOINT 
STATEMENT OF CO-OPERATION 

 
DRAFT MINUTE EXTRACT 

 
The Commission considered a Cabinet report of the Chief Executive concerning the 
Joint Statement of Co-operation Relating to Objectively Assessed Need for Housing 
which would be the subject of a Cabinet decision at its meeting on 10 March. A copy 
of the report, marked “Agenda Item 9”, is filed with these minutes.  
 
Arising from a discussion, the following points were noted: 
 

 Full sign up to the Statement by local authority partners would strengthen its 
status. The Statement set out the latest evidence on housing needs and 
housing land capacity but did not commit partners to any housing provision 
figures. It was known, however, that local planning authorities were taking 
account of the evidence in the Housing and Economic Development Needs 
Assessments (HEDNA) and that this evidence would be tested through the 
local plans process. It was acknowledged that all authorities were at different 
stages of this process; 
 

 It was felt that the approach being taken by the County Council to support the 
development of the Strategic Growth Plan was pragmatic as it would assist 
housing growth to be planned in a sustainable way, and also ensure the 
Council fulfilled its ‘duty to co-operate’; 
 

 The City Council was not expecting to be able to meet its objectively assessed 
need for housing requirement for housing growth and it was expected therefore 
that this would have implications for the housing figures for the districts. 

 
RESOLVED: 
 
(a) That the Leicester and Leicestershire Strategic Growth Plan: Joint Statement of 

Co-operation be supported in principle, but that the Cabinet be advised that 
concerns remain around the expected housing shortfall in the City and how this 
may then be re-distributed to the districts; 
 

(b) That the comments of the Commission be forwarded on to the Cabinet for 
consideration at its meeting on 10 March. 

11
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SCRUTINY COMMISSION - 8 MARCH 2017 
 

WORKING TOGETHER TO BUILD GREAT COMMUNITIES IN LEICESTERSHIRE: 
DRAFT COMMUNITIES STRATEGY 2017-21 

 
DRAFT MINUTE EXTRACT 

 
The Commission considered a Cabinet report of the Chief Executive concerning the 
draft refreshed Communities Strategy which would be the subject of a Cabinet 
decision at its meeting on 10 March. A copy of the report, marked “Agenda Item 10”, 
is filed with these minutes.  
 
Arising from a discussion, during which the general principles of the Strategy were 
welcomed, the following points were noted: 
 

 In response to a comment that there appeared to be little focus in the document 
given to the expected outcomes from work with communities and how its 
success could be measured, it was suggested that this would be considered in 
finalising the Strategy and included in an associated action plan following 
engagement with partners. A view was then made that the expected outcomes 
should be included in the Strategy; 
 

 A view was expressed that there had previously been an over focus on how 
work with communities could contribute to the County Council’s priorities and 
that there should an increased focus on the priorities of communities. It was 
noted that this would be a focus of the Strategy but that it would be necessary 
to fully utilise the skills of the County Council staff in order to have an honest 
dialogue with communities about their priorities and what was deliverable from 
the County Council’s perspective. 

 
RESOLVED: 
 
(a) That the draft Communities Strategy 2017-18 be supported in principle, but that 

the Cabinet be advised that there should be greater recognition in the 
document for the expected outcomes from this work and how it was expected 
that these would link to the County Council’s strategic objectives and those of 
communities; 

 
(b) That the comments of the Commission be forwarded on to the Cabinet for 

consideration at its meeting on 10 March. 
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