
1

CABINET – 21 July 2021
PUBLIC QUESTIONS 

1. Questioner’s name: Rob Brookes Respondent’s name: Cllr Stephen Davies

Agenda Item 5

I believe as a previous care provider for Family Link that what most 
young people and their families with special needs want is a long term 
guaranteed but flexible plan for their future, from cradle to grave. This 
in my view means a high priority given to extra funding and provision of 
short term breaks and a goal to supply better and more of them. 

In the document you are discussing future tendering for the provision 
of short term breaks. Have you considered schools, which have the 
facilities, providing short term breaks and remaining open for all of the 
holidays as activity centres with funded youth workers, art and sports 
workers, care workers etc. to provide enjoyable activities and day care 
for all children with special needs and offering a yearly two week 
residential holiday to all.

Whilst long term guaranteed cradle to grave plans may be the 
aspiration for some families, the challenge for the Local Authority 
and partners is that demand, available funding and legislative 
requirements change over a shorter time frame thus providing a 
impediment to long term planning. We will continue to work closely 
with parents, carers, children and young people to co-produce 
policies and plans that reflect the identified needs of 
Gloucestershire Families within the legislative and funding 
envelopes available.

Work with Schools is ongoing and they are currently represented 
on the Short Breaks Working Group by a Head of a 
Gloucestershire Special School. We already understand the great 
facilities potentially available from Gloucestershire Schools to 
support families, we are also aware that not all children and young 
people wish to utilise these facilities for Short Breaks as Schools 
are places of learning rather than necessarily centres of fun and/or 
respite. We will continue to work with parents, carers, children and 
young people to co-produce plans that reflect their needs and 
wishes within the legislative and funding envelopes available. 

In regard to offering a yearly two week residential holiday to all, all 
Short Breaks come about as a result of a social care assessment 
of an individual families needs under s17 of the Children Act 1989 
where children and young people with a disability are considered 
as ‘children in need’. The relevant section requires Local 
Authorities to consider whether children in need;

‘…. are unlikely to achieve or maintain or to have the opportunity to 
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achieve or maintain a reasonable standard of health or 
development without provision of services from the Local 
Authority’.

Services in Gloucestershire will continue to assess families on an 
individual basis which may result in overnight respite being offered 
on a daily or greater basis dependent on need.  

2. Questioner’s name: Rob Brookes Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray

Agenda Item 13

Are you considering weighing your procurement policy to give the 
advantage to companies and individuals who are based locally similar 
to the Preston Model which has been extremely successful in that 
area:
https://www.preston.gov.uk/article/1339/What-is-Preston-Model-

GCC’s procurement for all Major Schemes includes a scoring 
against social value. This is structured around The UK's Social 
Value Act (2012) which is fully consistent with EU procurement 
rules, this allows anyone letting a contract to operate a "weighting" 
system which scores a number of other criteria as well as price. 
Which is how, in broad terms, the Preston Model is built. We 
include partnering, supply chain, apprenticeships, local delivery 
(can be indirectly measured by carbon footprint) to name a few, as 
apart of our assessment. So whilst not implicitly an exact Preston 
Model, we do operate similar principals.

3. Questioner’s name: Alan Mossman Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray
Agenda Item 13

Will the council use transparent Open Contracting principles in the 
procurement of the supply of construction works and advanced 
highways and civils works in relation to the Arle Court Transport Hub 
scheme so that the bidders understand from the outset that 
“commercial confidentiality” (or similar) may not be used to keep any 
contractual or other details from elected members or from the public 
should the information be requested? 
If the answer to the previous question is not unequivocally “yes”, 
please will you give your reasons for wanting to be able to hide 

The Council has dealt with the issue of Open Contracting in 2017 
via the Open Contracting Advisory Group. The Council continues to 
comply with the mandatory part of the Transparency Code 2015 in 
publishing details of contracts. Members of the public are free to 
request information under the Freedom of Information Act 2000 or 
the Environmental Information Regulations. Councillors’ rights to 
information are set out in Part 4 of the Constitution.

https://www.preston.gov.uk/article/1339/What-is-Preston-Model-
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contract details from those who will pay for the work – the community 
charge payers of Gloucestershire.
If the answer to my first question is not unequivocally “yes”, and one of 
the reasons given in answer to the previous question suggests or 
states that use of open contracting principles will increase costs for the 
community charge payers of Gloucestershire, what is the evidence that 
the Cabinet member is relying on to make that assertion?


