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Leicester
City Council

Minutes of the Meeting of the

ADULT SOCIAL CARE SCRUTINY COMMISSION

Held: THURSDAY, 14 AUGUST 2014 at 5:30 pm

16.

17.

PRESENT:

Councillor Chaplin (Chair)
Councillor Riyait (Vice Chair)

Councillor Alfonso Councillor Dawood
Councillor Cutkelvin Councillor Kitterick
Councillor Willmott

In Attendance

Councillor Rita Patel — Assistant City Mayor (Adult Social Care)

* % % * % * % %

APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

Councillor Palmer (Deputy City Mayor) and Councillor Waddington, (Member
for Fosse Ward) had been invited to the meeting for agenda items 6, “Patient
Transport Services: Impact on Adult Social Care”, and 7, “Fosse Court
Residential Care Home”, respectively. As both were unable to attend the
meeting, they sent their apologies for absence.

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

As a Standing Invitee to the Commission, Mr Philip Parkinson (Healthwatch
invited representative) declared an Other Disclosable Interest in the general
business of the meeting in that he had a relative in receipt of a social care
package from the City Council.

Councillor Chaplin declared an Other Disclosable Interest in agenda item 8,
“‘Review of Housing Related Support Substance Misuse Services”, in that
Heathfield House was in Stoneygate Ward, which she represented.

Councillor Dawood declared an Other Disclosable Interest in agenda item 9,
“Closure of the Douglas Bader Day Centre — Update”, in that the Centre was in
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his ward and he had discussed its closure with the Assistant Mayor (Adult
Social Care).

In accordance with the Council’s Code of Conduct, these interests were not
considered so significant that they were likely to prejudice the respective

people’s judgement of the public interest. They were not, therefore, required to
withdraw from the meeting.

ELDERLY PERSONS' HOMES

a) Progress with Moves to Alternative Accommodation

The Director for Care Services and Commissioning (Adult Social Care)
submitted a report outlining progress with individual residents’ moves to
alternative accommodation, where their current homes were to due be, or had
been, closed.

It was noted that the procurement process to determine the future of Abbey
House and Cooper House was due to be completed within the next few weeks
and it was anticipated that an update on the outcome of the procurement
process would be made to the Commission in due course. Once the sale of
these premises had been completed, an evaluation of phase 1 would be
prepared and submitted to the Commission. No further update was available
on the pending legal proceedings regarding Herrick Lodge.

The Adult Social Care Business Transition Manager advised that 4 permanent
and 7 temporary residents currently were in Herrick Lodge, as the home was
still available for people to enter on a temporary basis.

In reply to a question, it was noted that resident number 24 had been in
hospital, so to date it had not been possible to complete a 4 week review. This
would be done as soon as possible though.

b) Evaluation of Residents Moving under Phase 1

The Director for Care Services and Commissioning (Adult Social Care)
submitted a report updating the Commission on the perceptions of residents
four weeks after their move from Elizabeth House and Nuffield House.

The Adult Social Care Business Transition Manager advised the Commission
that it was recognised that moving out of elderly persons’ homes would be hard
for some residents, so the Council had aimed to use a process under which
residents understood what was happening at each stage. The report submitted
drew together comments received before residents moved, at the point of
moving and after they had moved. As could be seen from the report, there had
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been no placement breakdowns.

The Assistant Mayor (Adult Social Care) commended the officers who had
been working on this. Before the process started, research had been done on
how other authorities had approached similar situations, but there were few
examples available. The Assistant Mayor stated that the way in which the
moves had been processed in the city was exemplary, with any issues arising
being addressed very quickly.

The Commission welcomed the way that the evidence had been gathered.
However, there was some concern that there appeared to be no family
perceptions of what the residents had experienced. In reply, the Adult Social
Care Business Transition Manager advised that part of the moving plan
process involved asking residents who they wanted involved in the process and
how this should be done. As a result, some people had said that they wanted
to represent themselves, but others nominated people to represent them.

It was noted that two people had died during the moving process. Both of them
had moved to new homes, but had terminal ilinesses.

Mr Philip Parkinson, on behalf of Healthwatch, stated that Healthwatch was
happy to add external support to the evaluation of the process used for
residents moving under phase 1.

The Commission stressed that it was hoped that it could be part of the
evaluation process for the whole of phase 1.

RESOLVED:
1) That the report be received and welcomed; and

2) That the Director for Care Services and Commissioning (Adult
Social Care) be asked to include the Commission in the
evaluation of the whole process used under phase 1 of
residents’ moves to alternative accommodation, where their
current homes were to due be, or had been, closed.

CLOSE OF MEETING

The meeting closed at 7.57 pm



