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CABINET

Wednesday 4 February 2015

Gloucestershire
County
Council

PRESENT: 
 Cllr Mark Hawthorne - Leader of Council
Cllr Ray Theodoulou - Deputy Leader: Cabinet Member for Finance and 

Change
Cllr Dorcas Binns - Older People
Cllr Andrew Gravells - Public Health and Communities
Cllr Paul McLain - Children & Young People and Strategic Commissioning
Cllr Vernon Smith - Highways & Flood
Cllr Kathy Williams - Long-term Care
Cllr Will Windsor-Clive - Fire, Planning and Infrastructure

 

1. Apologies 

There were no apologies at this meeting.

2. Minutes 

The minutes of the meeting held on 10 December 2015 were confirmed and signed 
as an accurate record of that meeting.

3. Declarations of Interest 

As a member of the Cheltenham Task Force, Cllr Will Windsor-Clive, Cabinet 
Member for Fire, Planning and Infrastructure, declared a non pecuniary interest in 
item 11 of the agenda, Cheltenham Transportation Plan. 

4. Questions at Cabinet Meetings 

Public questions

A total of 31 public questions were submitted for consideration at this meeting. 

All questions relate to item 11 of the agenda (Cheltenham Transportation Plan).
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Before inviting questioners to ask a supplementary question in response to the 
answers to their original questions, Leader of the Council, Cllr Mark Hawthorne 
announced that a letter had been sent to Cheltenham Borough Council informing 
the Chief Executive that Cabinet was minded to defer the decision on the 
Cheltenham Transportation Plan so that officers could undertake more work on 
addressing the concerns referred to at this and the Cheltenham Borough Council 
full council meeting on 26 January 2015. The following points to be incorporated in 
to the work: - 

a) The impact of the Traffic Regulations Committee recommendation to only 
make the Boots Corner elements of the Traffic Regulations experimental has 
raised concerns about the cost implications of the experimental trial and the 
impact of changes on the budget approvals for the scheme.  Officers need 
time to further assess the implementation of the scheme in order to 
understand the financial risks associated with the committee 
recommendations and to be able to communicate these to Cabinet for their 
consideration of the matter.

b) A more detailed implementation plan, including timescales, so that Cabinet 
can fully understand the impact of the delivery of the scheme on the capital 
programme, particularly during a time when the Highway Authority is 
delivering a number of other large schemes, including the Elmbridge major 
scheme.

c) Issues raised during the debate at Cheltenham Borough’s full council 
meeting, which Cabinet Members feel need to be addressed before 
considering its decision.  In particular, Cabinet need to understand the 
impact of the amended wording of the Cheltenham Borough decision to 
include the requirements for the Highway Authority to establish the 
assessment criteria and monitoring regime in advance of the Boots Corner 
trial.  Cabinet wishes to review the criterion before considering its decision 
on this matter.

Full details of the Cabinet decision are recorded at item 11 of the minutes.

Following the announcement, the Leader of the Council enquired whether any 
members of the public present at the meeting wished to ask a supplementary 
question in relation to their original questions. 

The following supplementary questions were asked:- 
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Question 8 - Carl Freissner-Day (Chairman of the Cheltenham Residents Forum)

If the changes on Oriel Road deliver as per the explanation of the changes, 
(redirecting traffic away from St James to the car parks), and therefore the model 
proves to be wrong and more cars use Rodney Road more frequently, can the 
Council justify, unifying the High Street at Boots Corner but severing it at Rodney 
Road, which is the longest stretch of pedestrianisation in Cheltenham?

Response by Leader of the Council - Cllr Mark Hawthorne:

The Leader of the Council confirmed that a letter had been sent to Cheltenham 
Borough Council, advising them that the decision relating to item 11 of the agenda, 
Cheltenham Transportation Plan, would be deferred at this meeting. He explained 
that the letter outlined three areas of work to be undertaken to allow Cabinet to 
make an informed decision. 

These included: i) undertaking more work on the experimental order ii) considering 
implementation costs iii) considering the issues raised at this, and the Cheltenham 
Borough Full Council meeting on 26 January 2015. 

Question 9 - Carl Freissner-Day (Chairman of the Cheltenham Residents Forum)

At the Traffic Regulations Committee meeting on 15 January 2015, the committee 
questioned two aspects of the Cheltenham Transport Plan; these included i) 
pollution benefits and ii) economic benefits. Pollution benefits due to redirected 
traffic following the closure of Boots Corner actually increases traffic in two of the 
four air quality management areas, and is therefore in breach of EU standards, thus 
negating any benefits. It is, in fact, only one location on Gloucester Road which has 
a positive change from a reduction in traffic, whilst the other areas actually see 
more traffic.

Secondly, the economic benefit cost plan was quashed. Given that Brewery 2 is 
now going ahead, and is already partly under construction without the closure of 
Boots Corner, the argument no longer exists. Given that the main motivations 
behind the Cheltenham Transport Plan and subsequent benefits to the town are in 
serious doubt, if this Council was asked to produce a transport plan to address 
purely the transport needs of Cheltenham without these objectives, would the plan 
look any different from what is proposed today, and would the closure of Boots 
Corner feature in this new plan?

Response by Leader of the Council - Cllr Mark Hawthorne:

Cllr Hawthorne said he would include the points raised by Mr Freissner-Day, (plus 
the questions received from the members of public not present at the meeting), to 
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the additional work that had been requested by Cabinet. He confirmed that the 
Traffic Regulations Committee would be involved throughout during this process. 

Councillor questions

A total of 26 member questions were submitted for consideration at this meeting. 
The answers to the questions were circulated in advance of the meeting and will be 
attached to the signed copy of the minutes.

The following supplementary questions were asked at the meeting: - 

Question 1: Cllr Brian Oosthuysen

According to the Financial Monitoring Report, which will be considered by Cabinet 
at this meeting, the outturn position for the Adult Services Budget is a £4.9 million 
overspend. Given Cabinet’s plan to cut the Adult Budget, and the increasing 
demand for adult services, does the Cabinet Member expect a further overspend in 
the Adults Services Budget in the next financial year? 

Response by: Cllr Dorcas Binns - Cabinet Member for Older People 

Unfortunately, I can't make any predictions or guarantees about the future. With 
everything we have in place, there shouldn't be an overspend. 

Question 2: Cllr Brian Oosthuysen

Please explain why are there no costings in the technical and cross cutting budgets 
for the living wage? Could you also let me know whether the council will implement 
the living wage this year?

Response by: Cllr Ray Theodoulou - Cabinet Member for Finance and Change 

The Council pays a living wage supplement, not the national scheme.  This is really 
a matter for Full Council. 

Cllr Theodoulou agreed to respond to the questions on the Council’s Technical and 
Crosscutting budget after the meeting.

Question 3: Cllr Brian Oosthuysen

It has recently been reported in the local press that demand for local Food Banks 
continues to rise. Yet more requests for help from the Local Welfare Scheme are 
rejected than accepted. Does the Cabinet Member see any correlation?
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Response by: Cllr Paul McLain - Cabinet Member for Children and Young People  

No I don’t see any correlation and have confidence in the contract. As you know, 
this was looked at in detail at the last Cabinet meeting. The key issue is to look for 
repeat applications and signpost onto other organisations. It is no secret that DWP 
(Department of Work and Pensions) spending on this activity soared.  I think this is 
being handled very well, and we are getting feedback from trusted agencies telling 
us that we are doing the right thing for the right people.

Question 4: Cllr Brian Oosthuysen

How confident is the Cabinet Member that the county’s application to the 
Department for Education will be successful?

Response by: Cllr Paul McLain - Cabinet Member for Children and Young People 
 
I think we put together a very good bid. We are very well-respected authority, but I 
don’t want to count my chickens before they hatch.

Question 5: Cllr Brian Oosthuysen

What impact does the Cabinet Member think the termination of the Fire Service 
Capital Grant will have on the Gloucestershire Fire and Rescue Service? 

Response by: Cllr Will Windsor-Clive – Cabinet Member for Fire, Planning and 
Infrastructure

Change always causes concern. The government has taken away the Fire Service 
Capital Grant and brought in the Transformation Fund. For the coming financial 
year, I am confident we will cover what is required. In the future however, and 
because of changes identified by the Sir Ken Knight Review, there will be changes 
to funding. It is not the next financial year but the financial year after that which will 
be the concern. Until after the General Election in May, we don't know what the 
changes will be.

Question 7: Cllr Brian Oosthuysen

I am struggling to see how receiving less money for Central Government for Special 
Educational Needs (SEN) is a good thing. Could the Cabinet Member please tell 
me whether the cut in the SEN implementation grant will have an impact on schools 
in the county?
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Response by: Cllr Paul McLain - Cabinet Member for Children and Young People
 
I don't think there will be an impact. As you know, we are looking wherever possible 
to focus on outcomes and I think it’s pretty clear that sometimes over the 
generations we have allowed our children in care to coast. We do not challenge 
ourselves enough when they are in a comfortable environment in education or 
health, and I think by actually challenging this and looking to bring children into the 
mainstream and the community wherever possible, we can not only improve 
outcomes but also save money. I’m more than happy to take this discussion offline, 
as it is such a huge issue.

Question 9: Cllr Brian Oosthuysen

Can the Cabinet Member confirm whether there are any other changes that will 
affect mainstream schools?

Response by: Cllr Paul McLain - Cabinet Member for Children and Young People

We do need to keep this under review. As you know, we have introduced shuttle 
buses in the Cotswold District. It may be that we go out and renegotiate with some 
of our taxi drivers.  I don't think the new budget will have any significant impact on 
school transport.

Question 10: Cllr Brian Oosthuysen

I am pleased to hear action is being taken to address this problem. However, I 
asked the Cabinet Member to explain why the gap is wider than the national 
average. Will the Cabinet Member consider asking officers to investigate this 
problem further and report back?

Response by: Cllr Paul McLain - Cabinet Member for Children and Young People

As reported at the Corporate Parenting Group meeting, we are very much the 
victims of our own success. Overall, pupils in Gloucestershire do significantly better 
than the national average. However, last year we had an especially challenging 
cohort of children with special needs going through exams, who performed less well 
than we expected. Despite the gap between a high performing majority and a small 
cohort who perform less well, I have been hugely encouraged by the work of the 
Virtual School in identifying individual plans, and am delighted with the Head of the 
School, Jane Featherstone, in the response she is getting in schools across the 
county.
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Question 11: Cllr Steve Lydon 

Back in September the Council passed a motion which stated “That in the event 
that the Secretary of State rules in favour of the appellant that all councillors be 
briefed on the economic benefits of the contract with UBB; the potential costs; and 
the financial consequences to this Council and local taxpayers of cancelling this 
contract and how officers propose to fund such costs.” It received almost 
unanimous support from all Parties. Why hasn’t it happened? Is the Cabinet scared 
of telling councillors the truth? 

Response by: Cllr Mark Hawthorne – Leader of the Council  

I understand there have been requests to the Chief Executive for private briefings 
on this matter, and that further information will be made available on Friday (6 
February 2015). I think there are two questions the Labour Group need to address. 
Firstly, why did the Labour Group call for a cancellation of the contract before 
formally asking Councillor Theodoulou for details on the cost of a cancellation? This 
appears extraordinarily cavalier and clearly shows no respect for the impact of the 
request. Secondly, I believe the public are waiting for proposals on how the Labour 
Group intends to fund cancellation of the contract and how it intends to fund the 
loss of £150 million savings over the next 25 years from the services that will need 
to be cut to cover the gap. This is clearly a politically motivated request.

Question 12: Cllr Steve Lydon 

Renewable energy is a really important weapon in combating climate change. Can 
the Cabinet Member tell me whether he would be pleased to see solar farms 
throughout Gloucestershire?

Response by: Cllr Ray Theodoulou - Cabinet Member for Finance and Change 

If you mean, would I be pleased to see solar farms covering the whole of 
Gloucestershire, then the answer is no. If your question is, do I wish to see 
selective installations across Gloucestershire, the answer is yes.

Question 13: Cllr Steve Lydon 

I’ve met with residents in Dursley who have had cuts in bus services.  Can we 
expect further cuts to rural bus services in the coming year?
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Response by: Cllr Will Windsor-Clive – Cabinet Member for Fire, Planning and 
Infrastructure

Bus services change over time. Saving money is not always the issue - there are 
different ways of providing a service. What we have to do is provide the best 
possible service we can to benefit the whole of the county, and that is what we are 
trying to achieve.

Question 14: Cllr Steve Lydon 

Will the Cabinet Member commit to undertaking a consultative review of subsidised 
bus services?

Response by: Cllr Will Windsor-Clive – Cabinet Member for Fire, Planning and 
Infrastructure

We are proposing 2% savings in 2015-16 not a root and branch review. I will need 
to look into the feasibility of undertaking such a request. This is a huge and 
complicated task. I will come back to you with an answer. 

Question 15: Cllr Steve Lydon 

How does it make sense to effectively cut the adult mental health services when 
demand for such services has increased by 19 per cent over the past two years and 
already a significant overspend in this area? Does the Cabinet Member agree that 
we should be looking to invest further funding in this area of need?

Response by: Cllr Kathy Williams – Cabinet Member for Long Term Care

As you know, we are now working in partnership, with the first meeting of the 
Mental Health and Wellbeing Board taking place last week, involving members from 
across the county. I believe partnership working will help address mental health 
issues.

Question 16: Cllr Steve Lydon 

I have attended the excellent briefings by officers.  Can the Cabinet Member tell me 
what representations she has made to the Government Minister responsible for the 
implementation of the Care Act?

Response by: Cllr Mark Hawthorne – Leader of the Council 

Both the Local Government Association and the County Councils Network are 
undertaking a huge amount of work to lobby government about the costs of 
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implementation of the Care Act and to challenge some of the assumptions that 
have been made by government about the costs to local government. Cllr Lesley 
Williams and I will continue to lobby government as a united voice for local 
government.

Question 17: Cllr Steve Lydon 

Cuts to the transport budget concern a lot of people. Indeed the county council’s 
own budget consultation demonstrates that people want public transport to improve. 
Why is the Cabinet Member ignoring the people of Gloucestershire by cutting the 
transport budget by £200k?

Response by: Cllr Will Windsor-Clive – Cabinet Member for Fire, Planning and 
Infrastructure

If referring to funding from the Local Sustainable Transport Fund Grant, the council 
was successful in bidding for, and achieving, full funding, one of only 44 councils 
nationally to achieve this in 2014/15. The Department for Transport allocate funds 
for successful projects through the LEP. Taking both of these considerations this 
into account, revenue funding is actually slightly higher this year than in previous 
years. With the scope of projects in 2015/16 expanding from urban areas in 
Cheltenham and Gloucester to include the rest of Gloucestershire, we are actually 
spending more money this year than we did last year.

Question 19: Cllr Paul McMahon 

Does the Cabinet Member share my concern that care workers caring for people 
with dementia have not received sufficient dementia training, and will she consider 
making funding available for dementia training in Gloucestershire?

Response by: Cllr Dorcas Binns - Cabinet Member for Older People

I think our care workers do receive sufficient training. With the number of schemes 
in place, I think there is enough training in place.

Question 23: Cllr Paul McMahon 

Will cutting Trading Standards by £180k result in job cuts and can the Cabinet 
Member explain to me how cutting this budget will help the council achieve its 
priority outcomes?
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Response by: Cllr Will Windsor-Clive – Cabinet Member for Fire, Planning and 
Infrastructure

I will need to look into more detail and get back to you on this question. 

Trading Standards have gone through huge changes in the past two years, and will 
undoubtedly, continue to change. You will see from the successful results last 
week, working with in partnership with Customs and Excise and other agencies, 
less public money is spent on protecting businesses from other businesses, and 
more money directed at investigating rogue traders and protecting the more 
vulnerable businesses.

Question 25: Cllr Paul McMahon

Cabinet has been involved in planning Meeting the Challenge 2 since March 2014. 
Was any consultation with voluntary groups carried out before January 2015, and if 
not why not?

Response by: Cllr Ray Theodoulou – Cabinet Member for Finance and Change 
 
I am not sure of the exact dates. Consultation is difficult, especially in ensuring all 
groups are consulted. If you have any suggestions on who to consult, please let us 
know. We are always ready to receive suggestions.

Councillor Paul McMahon 

Cllr McMahon enquired whether it would be possible for Cllrs Vernon Smith and Will 
Windsor-Clive to engage with the Traffic Regulations Committee regarding the 
proposal to defer the decision relating to the Cheltenham Transportation Plan. It 
was agreed to consider the request at item 11 of the agenda. 

5. Corporate Strategy and Medium Term Financial Strategy 2015/16 Onwards - 
Recommendations to Council 

Cllr Ray Theodoulou, Cabinet Member for Finance and Change, presented the 
Council’s budget proposals 2015/16. Cllr Theodoulou advised members that the 
Medium Term Financial Strategy and detailed budget proposal 2015/16 should be 
considered in conjunction with the Council Strategy, Due Regard Statement and 
consultation documents that accompanied the report.

The Council Strategy, developed under the ‘Meeting the Challenge 2 Together We 
Can’ Programme, constitutes the high-level document that sets out the council’s 
strategic policy direction and approach to meeting people’s needs based on the 
following four areas: - 
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 Active Individuals
 Active Communities
 Getting people back to independence
 Being there when we’re needed most

Announcing that the 2015/16 budget was £8 million less than the current year’s 
budget, Cllr Theodoulou believed the proposals presented a robust and deliverable 
budget, focussing on the most vulnerable sectors. Members noted that, for a fifth 
year in a row, council tax levels would be frozen.

He advised members that the Due Regard Statement relating to this item had been 
circulated as a final draft, setting out the key issues in the Medium Term Financial 
Strategy, the Council Strategy and the budget, and to the evidence base for the 
aforementioned protected groups. A final version of the statement will be produced 
for consideration at the County Council meeting on 18 February 2015, the decision-
makers for the Council budget.

Leader of the Council, Cllr Mark Hawthorne, commended Cllr Theodoulou and 
officers, for what he believed was a robust and balanced budget. 

Cabinet Members referred to the funds being invested to support roads, mental 
health and ‘Active Together’.

Having considered the proposals in conjunction with the Council Strategy, Medium 
Term Financial Consultation Documents and Due Regard Statement,  

CABINET RESOLVED to: -  

1) Consider the outcome of the consultation received, as summarised in section 
D of the Medium Term Financial Strategy and set out in the consultation 
report; 

2) Approve the Council Strategy for submission to County Council; 

3) Approve changes to the draft budget, as set out in paragraphs 7 to 8 
(revenue) and 9 (capital), which have been included within the Medium Term 
Financial Strategy, and to approve the Medium Term Financial Strategy and 
final revenue and capital budget for 2015/16 for recommendation to Council, 
including all of the proposals set out in the annexes. 

4) Note the draft local government finance settlement and forecast reserve 
movements, as set out in the Medium Term Financial Strategy, and to 
recommend to Council a revenue budget of £420.03 million, and a Band D 
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council tax of £1090.50, (the same level as in 2011/12, 2012/13, 2013/14 
and 2014/15), and consequential precepts on District Councils.

5) Approve, for recommendation to Council, the Treasury Management 
Strategy, Investment Strategy and Prudential Indicators, as set out in Section 
I and Annex 10 of the Medium Term Financial Strategy, and the Risk 
Management Strategy, as set out in Section L and Annex 9 of the Medium 
Term Financial Strategy.

6. Gloucestershire Local Transport Plan Review (2014/15) Consultation 

Cllr Will Windsor-Clive, Cabinet Member for Fire, Planning and Infrastructure, 
sought Cabinet approval to commence a six week period of public consultation on 
the Gloucestershire Local Transport Plan Review (2014/15). In response to 
stakeholder feedback, and in line with government guidance and the Local 
Enterprise Partnership’s Strategic Economic Plan, Cllr Windsor Clive informed 
members that the Local Transport Plan would refocus on making improvements to 
Gloucestershire’s economic growth. 

Having considered all of the information, including known proposals, the reasons for 
recommendations and the Due Regard Statement, 

CABINET RESOLVED to: -  

Approve for consultation, the Local Transport Plan Review.  

7. Internal Audit and Risk Management Shared Service 

Cllr Ray Theodoulou, Cabinet Member for Finance and Change, sought Cabinet 
approval to form an Internal Audit and Risk Management Shared Service between 
Gloucestershire County Council, Gloucester City Council and Stroud District 
Council, and to enter into a shared services agreement in accordance with the 
provisions of Section 101 of the Local Government Act 1972, Sections 19 and 20 of 
the Local Government Act 2000 and other enabling powers.

Having considered all of the information, including known proposals, the reasons for 
recommendations and the Due Regard Statement,

CABINET RESOLVED to approve: -  

1) The creation of a Shared Internal Audit and Risk Management Service with 
effect from 1 April 2015 (“the commencement date), or such other date as is 
agreed between Gloucester City Council, Stroud District Council and 
Gloucestershire County Council on the basis set in the decision report; 
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2)  That the host authority will become Gloucestershire County Council; 

3) Entering into an Administrative Collaboration Agreement, under S101 of the 
Local Government Act 1972 with the partner authorities in full consultation 
with the Head of Legal Services; 

4) The transfer of staff to Gloucestershire County Council as Host Authority on 
the terms set out in the Administrative Collaboration Agreement from the 
Commencement Date; 

5) The formation of an Internal Audit and Risk Management Shared Services 
Board comprising the Section 151 officers from each of the participating 
authorities, to oversee the implementation and ongoing monitoring of the 
Section 101 Agreement; and 

6) Delegate the completion of the Section 101 Agreement to the Finance 
Director, in consultation with the Cabinet Member for Finance and Change.

8. Liability Insurance and Liability Claims Handling Tender and Brokerage 
Services 

Cllr Ray Theodoulou, Cabinet Member for Finance and Change, sought Cabinet 
approval to tender for the council's liability insurance contract and liability claims 
handling service with effect from 24 June 2015 for 3 years, with the option to extend 
for a further 2 years.

Having considered all of the information, including known proposals, the reasons for 
recommendations and the Due Regard Statement,

CABINET RESOLVED to authorise that: -  

(a) The Director of Strategic Finance conduct a legally compliant competitive 
procurement process through the Crown Commercial Service’s Insurance 
Framework (RM958) for the supply of a Liability Insurance and Liability Claims 
Handling Service; and for the Director of Strategic Finance, in consultation with 
the Cabinet Member for Finance and Change, to award the contract to 
commence on 24 June 2015 and continue for a period of 3 years; or 3 years 
with the option to extend for a further 2 years if more cost efficient, in 
accordance with the terms of the tender process; and that 
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(b) The Director of Strategic Finance make a legally compliant direct award of a 
contract for brokerage services to the incumbent supplier of such services 
(namely “ Marsh Limited”) through the Crown Commercial Service’s (CCS) 
RM958 framework, specifically to assist in the procurement of the contract for 
Public Liability Insurance and Liability Claims Handling described in paragraph 
(a) above, such contract to commence on 20 February 2015 for a period of 3 
years and 4 months; or 3 years and 4 months with the option to extend for a 
further 2 years.

9. Procurement of Strategic Infrastructure Consultancy Services 

Cllr Will Windsor-Clive, Cabinet Member for Fire, Planning and Infrastructure, 
sought to authorise that the Commissioning Director: Communities & Infrastructure 
enter into an agreement with the Eastern Shires Purchasing Organisation for the 
procurement of Strategic Infrastructure Consultancy Services for the period up to 23 
January 2017. The current contract with the Eastern Shires Purchasing 
Organisation ended on 23 January 2015

The Eastern Shires Purchasing Organisation Consultancy Services Framework was 
a contract intended for local government customers who required access to pre-
approved suppliers, appointed using an efficient and streamlined procurement 
process. The ‘Strategic Infrastructure Services’ used within the context of this report 
cover the following areas of work: - 

 Transport Planning
 Highways Capital Programming
 Local Sustainable Transport Fund schemes
 Economic Development
 Flood Management and Alleviation
 Minerals and Waste
 Planning Development Management
 Highways Development Management
 Public Transport
 Car Parking
 Specialist environmental advice

Having considered all of the information, including known proposals, the reasons for 
recommendations and the Due Regard Statement,

CABINET RESOLVED to: -  
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Authorise the Commissioning Director: Communities and Infrastructure to enter into 
an agreement to enable use of the Eastern Shires Purchasing Organisation 
Consultancy Services Framework Contract 664, for the procurement of Strategic 
Infrastructure Consultancy Services for the period up to 23 January 2017.

10. Gloucestershire Industrial Services (GIS) Healthcare Delegation Agreement 
and Procurement Arrangements 

Cllr Kathy Williams, Cabinet Member for Long Term Care, sought Cabinet approval 
to authorise the Commissioning Director (Adults and DASS) to enter into an 
agreement for the procurement of community medical equipment and aids, and to 
tender for the award of a contract for the maintenance, servicing and repair of 
community medical equipment and aids.

Having considered all of the information, including known proposals, the reasons for 
recommendations and the Due Regard Statement, 

CABINET RESOLVED to: -  

1)   Approve the financial and business case set out in this report for the 
delegation of functions to the London Borough of Croydon; 

2)   Delegate authority for the purchase of selected items of community medical 
equipment and aids to the London Borough of Croydon -  in accordance with 
Sections101 and102 of the Local Government Act 1972, and the Local 
Authorities (Arrangement for the Discharge of Functions)(England) 
(Amendment) Regulations 2001 made under Section 20 of the Local 
Government Act 2000;  

3)   Delegate to the Director of Strategic Finance, in consultation with the 
Cabinet Member for Finance and Change and the Head of Legal Services,  
authority to finalise the delegation agreement with the London Borough of 
Croydon for the functions identified in Recommendation 2 above; 

4) Authorise the Commissioning Director: Adults (& DASS) to:

a) Conduct a compliant, competitive tender process for the award of a 
contract or contracts for the provision of servicing, maintenance and repair 
services to community medical equipment and aids with an estimated value 
of £1.2m over four years.
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b)  Upon conclusion of the competitive tender process, to enter into a 
contract with the preferred provider or providers who are evaluated as 
offering the Council best value for money for delivery of the services. In the 
event that a preferred provider for the contract is either unable or unwilling to 
enter into that contract with the Council then the Commissioning Director 
Adults (& DASS) is authorised to enter into such contract with the next willing 
highest placed suitably qualified provider.

11. Cheltenham Transportation Plan - Recommendations from Traffic Regulation 
Committee 

Leader of the Council, Cllr Mark Hawthorne, referred to a letter that had been sent 
to the Chief Executive of Cheltenham Borough Council, advising the Council that 
Cabinet was minded to defer the decision on the Cheltenham Transportation Plan 
so that officers could undertake more work on addressing the concerns referred to 
at the Cheltenham Borough Council full council meeting on 26 January 2015. The 
following points to be incorporated in to the work: - 

a) The impact of the Traffic Regulations Committee recommendation to only 
make the Boots Corner elements of the Traffic Regulations experimental has 
raised concerns about the cost implications of the experimental trial and the 
impact of changes on the budget approvals for the scheme.  Officers need 
time to further assess the implementation of the scheme in order to 
understand the financial risks associated with the committee 
recommendations and to be able to communicate these to Cabinet for their 
consideration of the matter.

b) A more detailed implementation plan, including timescales, so that Cabinet 
can fully understand the impact of the delivery of the scheme on the capital 
programme, particularly during a time when the Highway Authority is 
delivering a number of other large schemes, including the Elmbridge major 
scheme.

c) The issues raised during the debate at Cheltenham Borough’s full council 
meeting, which Cabinet Members feel need to be addressed before 
considering its decision.  In particular, Cabinet need to understand the 
impact of the amended wording of the Cheltenham Borough decision to 
include the requirements for the Highway Authority to establish the 
assessment criteria and monitoring regime in advance of the Boots Corner 
trial.  Cabinet wishes to review the criterion before considering its decision 
on this matter.

Following significant concerns about the issues raised at the Cheltenham Borough 
Council meeting on 26 January 2015, the Leader proposed that the decision on the 



Minutes subject to their acceptance as a correct record at the next meeting

- 17 -

Cheltenham Transportation Plan be deferred to allow such matters to be 
addressed. Whilst noting that the earliest opportunity to reconsider the decision 
would the Cabinet meeting on 15 April 2015, the Leader made it very clear, no 
decision would be made until the additional work was complete, and all issues fully 
addressed. The Leader confirmed that the Traffic Regulations Committee would be 
involved throughout this process and that those members of public who had 
submitted questions for consideration at this meeting would be updated on the 
arrangements. 

Having proposed that the decision on the Cheltenham Transportation Plan be 
deferred so that officers can undertake more work on addressing the concerns 
referred to at this and the Cheltenham Borough Council meeting on 26 January 
2015.

CABINET RESOLVED to:- 

Defer the decision until further notice

12. Procurement of an Electronic Solution to enable Gloucestershire County 
Council to meet the Legislative Requirements of the Care Act 2014 

Cllr Dorcas Binns, Cabinet Member for Older People, sought approval to proceed 
with the procurement and award, (via the Crown Commercial Service Framework), 
of an electronic solution for Adult Social Care and enable the council to fully meet 
the legislative requirements of the Care Act 2014. 

The new system would replace the old in-house computer system (ERIC), used to 
support the delivery and management of the council’s social care provision for 
adults across Gloucestershire. Following implementation of a new clinical record 
system in 2014, coupled with the requirements of the new Care Act, it was an 
opportune time from which to evaluate the council’s options for replacing the current 
system. 

Having considered all of the information, including known proposals, the reasons for 
the recommendations and the Due Regard Statement, 

CABINET RESOLVED to: -  

Authorise the Commissioning Director (Adults & DASS) to:

1) a) Conduct an EU compliant competitive tender process for the procurement 
of a finance module to be used in conjunction with the Council’s ERIC 
system to enable the Council to meet the finance requirements of the Care 
Act 2014; 
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b) Upon conclusion of the competitive tender process to enter into a contract 
with the preferred provider evaluated as offering the Council best value for 
money. In the event that the preferred provider for the contract is either 
unable or unwilling to enter into that contract with the Council, then the 
Commissioning Director (Adults and DASS) is authorised to enter into such a 
contract with the next willing highest placed suitably qualified provider and; 

2) a) Conduct an EU compliant competitive tender process for the maintenance 
and support of the finance module referred to in recommendation 1 a) for the 
term of 5 years (3 years with an option to extend for a further 2 years); 

b) Upon conclusion of the competitive tender process to enter into a contract 
with the preferred provider evaluated as offering the Council best value for 
money. In the event that the preferred provider for the contract is either 
unable or unwilling to enter into that contract with the Council, then the 
Commissioning Director (Adults and DASS)is authorised to enter into such 
contract with the next willing highest placed suitably qualified provider.

13. Financial Monitoring Report 2014/15 

Cllr Ray Theodoulou, Cabinet Member for Finance and Change, gave an update on 
the council’s key financial issues, including an overview of the year end forecast for 
the 2014/15 Revenue and Capital Budgets. 

Having considered all of the information, including known proposals, the reasons for 
the recommendations, the changes to the capital programme and the Due Regard 
Statement, 

CABINET RESOLVED to: - 

a) Noted the forecast revenue year end position, (as at the end of November 
2014), for the 2014/15 financial year of a £0.71 million over-spend and the 
mitigating actions being taken.

b) Noted the forecast capital year end position for 2014/15 of a £0.72 million 
under-spend. 

c) Agreed the transfer of £0.71 million to the Capital Fund from the Flood Risk 
Management revenue budget, which will be used to finance new capital 
schemes in the 2015/16 capital programme.
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d) Agreed the transfer of £0.14 million to the 2014/15 capital programme for the 
purchase of street lighting columns, funded from a revenue contribution from 
the Street Lighting Revenue Budget.

14. Schedule of Proposed Disposals 

Councillor Ray Theodoulou, Cabinet Member for Finance and Change, sought 
approval of 2 Schedule of Disposals, comprising: 

 Appendix A (Exempt) - approved in October 2014, for which confirmation 
was required that the sites remained surplus to requirement; 

 Appendix B (Exempt) - a new Schedule of Disposals, recommended by the 
Property Board as surplus to requirements 
 

Members were made aware that, should Cabinet wish to discuss the contents of the 
exempt information, consideration would need to have be given as to whether the 
press and public should be excluded from the meeting in accordance with 
Regulation 4(2)(b) of the Local Authorities (Executive Arrangements) (Meetings and 
Access to Information) (England) Regulations 2012. No exempt information was 
considered at the meeting. 

In line with the Policy for the Disposal of Property, and having considered all of the 
information, including known proposals, the reasons for the recommendations and 
the Due Regard Statement, 

CABINET RESOLVED to: -  

1) Confirm that those sites described at Appendix A (Exempt), which had 
previously been declared surplus by Cabinet in October 2014, and had not 
yet been disposed of, continue to be declared surplus to requirements, and 

2) Declare that the sites listed on the proposed Schedule of Disposals at 
Appendix B (Exempt), are surplus to the Council’s land and property 
requirements and, 

In relation to both these schedules, delegated authority be given to the Property 
Strategy Lead to dispose of these sites in consultation with the Cabinet Member for 
Finance and Change.
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Leader of Council

The meeting ended at 11.15am


