

EXCERPT FROM THE MINUTES OF THE

COMMUNITY OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY COMMITTEE

HELD ON 27 MARCH 2008


COS.61/08
REPLACEMENT OF RESIDENTIAL CARE HOMES

The Director of Development Services (Ms Elliot) submitted Report DS.42/08 on a consultation paper issued by the Cumbria County Council on proposals to replace 6 Residential Care Homes in Cumbria.  The matter was considered by the Executive on 17 March 2008 (EX.074/08).

The decision of the Executive was – 

“(i)
That the consultation from the Cumbria County Council on the replacement of Residential Care Homes be noted.

(ii)
That the Community Overview and Scrutiny Committee be asked to consider the consultation.

(iii)
That the Community Overview and Scrutiny Committee's comments be referred back to the Executive at its meeting on 21 April 2008 to enable the Executive to submit a response on the consultation prior to the deadline of 28 April 2008.”

Ms Elliot explained that one of the Homes, Moot Lodge at Brampton, was within the Carlisle District.  She informed Members that the proposals for Moot Lodge at Brampton involved replacing the current Home, which provides 19 beds, with a larger Home on a new site which could provide a range of services including hospital nursing and residential beds and a GP surgery, in partnership with the local GP practice.  She added that this work was part of the Cumbria-wide Property Review.

In considering the report, Members made the following comments and observations:

(a) Did the work depend on the outcome of the PCT bid for capital funding?

Ms Elliot stated that the work was an opportunity for the PCT and Social Care to work together and look at efficiency and changes and strength the link between them.  The proposal for the changes was from the County Council with the PCT as a key partner.  Ms Elliot stated that she was aware of the bid but not of the timescales involved.

(b) In response to a Member’s question Ms Elliot stated that as far as she was aware no detailed proposals for sites had been drawn up but the issues around Brampton included the Doctors surgery not being big enough, whether a larger site would be needed or if the home would be stand alone.

(c)  What happened to the other homes that were not mentioned in the document?  There needed to be a guarantee that adequate resources were available to keep the level of care and standard of building at an acceptable level.

Ms Elliot responded that the other homes would be part of future savings.  There was 3 phases to the proposals which would be on a long term rolling programme but there was no details available on those.

(d)  Ms Elliot stated that the County Council and the PCT were the leads on the proposals but the City Council had a role in terms of being the planning authority.  The City Council would have the final say on where the site would be and in what format as the planning authority.

(e)  The proposal raised the question of should there be residential homes or nursing homes.  People living in certain areas enter the residential home but later need nursing homes, it would be good if they could be the same place.  

(f)  It was difficult to comment on the proposals without knowing what the alternative location was.  The current location was in the centre of Brampton which was easy for people to access and for residents to be involved in the local community.  The new site should be about replacing a highly accessible home with something equally accessible.

RESOLVED – 1) That Report DS.42/08 be welcomed;

2)  That the comments and concerns of the Committee be forwarded to the Executive for consideration.
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