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Appendix A 

 
COUNCIL MEETING 

 
10th APRIL 2017 

 
QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC  

 
 
 

(A)  QUESTIONS FOR ORAL REPLY  
 

 
1. From Helena Williams to the Environment Portfolio Holder 

 
Could the Council please state whether traffic calming measures have been considered on 
Parish Lane following the tragic accident on the junction with Lennard Road in 2016? 

 
Reply: 
It is important to note that investment in any traffic calming engineering works, is strictly 
driven by the number of recurring personal injury related accidents which happen at any 
given location to ensure maximum return is made on the limited public monies provided for 
such works. 
 
To that end, prior to the tragic crime committed locally on 31st August, I am advised that 
there had thankfully only been 2 personal injury accidents at this junction since 2011 (in 
January and February 2016), which would in all candour exclude it from any list requiring 
early engineering intervention. 
 
Were speeding assessed to be an issue on either road, the Council would provide 
additional signage (either rotational posters or a Vehicle Activated Sign (VAS)). 
Furthermore, if either road were deemed to be a ‘Ward Priority’ by the local Safer 
Neighbourhood Panel and Police Team, it could then benefit from periodic spot checks 
and subsequent enforcement by the Police. 
 
Supplementary Question: 
Would the Portfolio Holder re-consider under any circumstances? As a concerned 
resident, there does seem to be a lot of speeding down there. 
 
Reply: 
It is not a question of re-considering – the policy is as I have described it. In the hope of 
providing helpful advice, if there is concern about speeding in any road across the 
borough, ward councillors and the public should be working with the Police’s Safer 
Neighbourhood Teams to escalate those concerns and ensure that potential enforcement 
can take place. Maybe the thing to do is to speak to the Safer Neighbourhood Team and 
your local councillors.  
 
Additional Supplementary Question: 
The Mayor asked the Portfolio Holder to confirm that every ward had a Safer 
Neighbourhood Team that residents could go to.  
 
Reply: 
The Portfolio Holder confirmed that this was the case. 
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2.  From Andy Richardson to the Care Services Portfolio Holder 

 

Can the Portfolio Holder explain in detail the reasons why public funding was an issue 
resulting in unusually high delays to Orpington residents in transfer of care from NHS 
institutions to care organisations and programmes in November and December 2016? 
 
Reply: 
I do not think that public funding was an issue here.  
 
Nationally at that time of the year, all health and social care economies experience 
difficulties caused by pressure on the care home and domiciliary care providers, being 
able to recruit sufficient levels of staff.  Locally, the Local Authority and CCG work together 
to put additional resources into the system in order to ensure we were able to secure 
intensive a range of support to improve discharge.  Over this period we in place intensive 
packages of care and support at very short notice.  We saw a drop in the Delayed 
Transfers of Care (DToC) numbers from the spike in November and December. We 
continue to work together so that our residents are discharged as soon as possible with 
the appropriate support in place.   
 
Supplementary Question: 
The statistics in the NHS England Delayed Transfers of Care did actually prove that there 
was delay in paying for NHS patients. Does this Council disagree with the statistics 
produced by a national government body? 
 
Reply: 
We certainly cannot agree with the statistics produced. As far as Bromley is concerned, 
our transfer of care bureau is working pretty well. It is not as well as we would like, and we 
would like to improve things. Our work with the CCG and the hospital is improving all the 
time in terms of improving the situation. It should also be noted that the discharge 
procedures from the PRUH are not just for residents of Bromley. A large number of the 
people who are discharged from the hospital go to other boroughs and the overall figures 
may well refer to the totality of patients leaving hospital - only a proportion of those are 
residents of Bromley.    
 
3.  From Julie Ireland to the Environment Portfolio Holder 
 
Sadiq Khan has announced the beginning of a consultation on an ultra-low emissions zone 
in central London which may be extended to all of London including Bromley.   What is the 
Council’s policy towards reducing the use of diesel in Bromley particularly with regard to 
the vehicles they or their contractors operate?” 
 
Reply: 
Mindful that Bromley already enjoys the cleanest air in London, whilst at the same time 
acknowledging that a percentage of the population and local businesses purchased and 
still own expensive diesel vehicles as a direct result of the ill-considered advice and tax 
reforms of the Gordon Brown and Tony Blair governments, the Council would respectfully 
encourage any affected 3rd party to pay attention to the updated advice and seriously 
consider switching back to non-diesel alternatives when they next come to change their 
vehicles. 
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Regarding Bromley Council’s own vehicles, I can confirm that upon reaching the end of 
their natural service cycle, or upon the introduction of any new law accelerating their 
retirement or adaptation, those which are being replaced will be with a non-diesel 
alternative. 
 
Regarding Bromley Council’s various contractors’ vehicles, the companies will have their 
own vehicle replacement plans in place. However, when the Environment contracts are 
renewed in 2019, the Council will expect all contractors to comply with the then current 
and any future legislation in this field. 

 
Supplementary Question: 
Could the Portfolio Holder clarify whether contractors’ vehicles would be expected to be 
diesel-free when their contracts come up for renewal? 
 
Reply: 
Speaking for the Environment Department, when the contracts are next up for renewal, 
which is in 2019 the Council fleet and the fleet of the Council’s contractors will be diesel 
free.   
 
Additional Supplementary Question: 
Councillor Simon Fawthrop asked whether the Portfolio Holder had read the report issued 
by Imperial College that day which suggested that driving over speed humps caused a 
98% increase in nitrous oxide emissions, and that removing speed humps could reduce it 
be 98% therefore. Was he aware of the report and would he be taking action on it?  
 
Reply: 
No, I have not read it, but I shall endeavour to do so at the earliest possible opportunity. 
 
Additional Supplementary Question: 
Councillor Angela Wilkins asked whether the Portfolio Holder would accept her invitation to 
come to Crystal Palace, where recent measurements of air pollution show a considerably 
high level.  
  
Reply: 
The Portfolio Holder responded that he would be happy to visit any ward.  
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(B)       QUESTIONS FOR WRITTEN REPLY 
 

1. From Callie Foster to the Environment Portfolio Holder  
 

Please could the Council provide an update to the response received at the Council 
meeting on 22 February 2016, as below? Please could we have a more definitive timetable 
of action? 
 

From Callie Foster to the Environment Portfolio Holder 
  
Following a productive meeting between residents of Moorfield Road, Orpington and 
Council representatives held on 16 November 2015 we, the residents, have been 
waiting for a response from the Council in relation to our petition requesting a 
residents parking scheme. Please could the Council update us on progress made 
and the next steps required to move this process forward? 
  
Reply: 
I can confirm that this request is currently advancing within a queue for such works 
and that an outline proposition will be placed before local residents early in the new 
financial year. 
 

Reply: 
Firstly, whilst it is fair to say this location is proving extremely difficult to design and 
recommend a solution for which is likely to strike a popular common chord, may I 
nevertheless apologise on behalf of the Parking design team for the ongoing slippage to 
this project. 
 
I can confirm and indeed promise that this request remains very well advanced within the 
described queue for such works and that an outline proposition will be placed before local 
residents shortly. 

 
2.      From Ian Brown to the Resources Portfolio Holder 
 
With reference to Report no FSD 17036 (Internal Audit Progress Report) from the agenda 
for the Audit Sub Committee meeting on 4 April, can you please provide the key findings of 
this report together with details of the 15 priority 1 recommendations, mentioned in 
paragraph 3.3 of the report, relating to the Waste Services contract. 

 
Please also provide legal justification for the full report item being classified as "Part 2" and 
thereby not available to the public. 
 
Reply: 
The Council is not required to disclose confidential or exempt information in response to a 
question. The agenda sets out the ground the sub-committee relied on under Schedule 12 
A in resolving to consider the matter in closed session although there are potentially other 
reasons to exempt from disclosure at this time. 

 

3. From Sam Webber to the Care Services Portfolio Holder  
 
FOI requests in February 2017 revealed at least 368 spaces for 'Unaccompanied Asylum 
Seeking Children' (UASC) in the UK, including 22 spaces in Lewisham, 5 in Bexley, 3 in 
Sutton & 3 in the City of London. How many spaces are available for these vulnerable 
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young people in the London Borough of Bromley, given neighbouring councils - or those 
close by - are taking their share or offering to do so? 
 
Reply: 
Corporate Statement - March 2017 
 
“A general letter to all Councils last year requested assistance on a voluntary basis. Given 
our own local pressures - number of homeless family units, the majority of them with 
children, approaching 1300, and an increasing number of Looked After Children (around 
290) - we were not, and are not, in a position to voluntarily offer accommodation to Syrian 
refugees affected by the ongoing conflict. 
 
Bromley is a member of the London wide rota arrangement, which takes unaccompanied 
asylum seeking children on a regular basis.  We have had between 12-20 children/young 
people since April 2016 at any given time.  This number is likely to increase following the 
introduction of a national dispersal system.” 
 
I can confirm at the present time we have 288 Looked After Children, 17 UASC – 2 of 
which were Kent UASC and settled here with agreement we would accept them. 
  
4. From Sam Webber to the Care Services Portfolio Holder  
 
Does the Council know how many offers of support have come from Bromley residents to 
the Refugee Resettlement Programme (RRP - a joint unit between the Home Office & the 
departments for International Development and Communities & Local Government)? 1 
resident has contacted me to confirm her offer of translation services etc & the RRP was 
not even able to establish the appropriate point of contact within Bromley Council to take 
this forward. 
 
Reply: 
Bromley have not had any direct requests from the RRP to provide assistance on 
accommodation and have not received any information regarding any offers of support the 
RRP may have received directly from Bromley residents. I am aware that there was 
previously talk of setting up a central list here of any offers of support but I don’t believe 
this was pursued as it was felt more beneficial to direct people straight to RRP where the 
offers of assistance could more actively be taken up on the grounds that we had not been 
asked to directly house any refugees. Details were publicised by corporate 
communications to inform Bromley residents on how to contact the RRP directly with any 
offers of assistance 
 
5. From Sam Webber to the Environment Portfolio Holder  
 
Too much recyclable litter is often lying on pavements or in roadside gutters across the 
borough and we must reduce this. Would the Council consider installing new split recycling 
& litter bins (initially just replacing existing bins) at busy areas like bus stops; in front of 
train stations or in shopping areas if this could be shown to reduce littering, increase 
recycling and therefore increase council revenue? 
 
Reply: 
The Council will certainly continue to consider any and all good practice it becomes aware 
of which reduces littering and increases recycling rates within the confines of the tight 
financial parameters which the Department has available to it to operate within. 
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Whether this involves newer bigger bins, dedicated recycling bins, or occasionally even 
the removal of bins being effectively fly tipped and filled up with domestic and/or 
commercial waste which then causes litter to overflow, being something which is assessed 
on a case by case and site by site basis. 
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Appendix B 
 
 

COUNCIL MEETING 
 

10th APRIL 2017 
 

QUESTIONS FOR ORAL REPLY FROM MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL 
 
 
 

1. From Councillor Chris Pierce to the Public Protection and Safety Portfolio Holder  
 
Can the Portfolio Holder please advise what steps are being taken in partnership with the 
Police to deal with the ever increasing problem of anti-social off-road motorcyclists and 
the general nuisance and annoyance they are causing to residents across the Borough 
and in particular in my own Ward, Cray Valley East? 
 
Reply: 
The last complaints received were two recorded by Public Protection in October 2016 

relating to Hockenden Lane, Cray Valley East. This information was shared with the 

Police, log sheets were sent to complainants but these were not completed. No further 

action was taken by the noise nuisance team.  

However, through continued conversations with the Police, and our Legal Team I am 

exploring the possibility of Public Space Protection Orders (which, as the name suggests 

apply to public spaces). For the meantime I have urged Police to utilise existing powers 

as we will need to evidence that all existing powers are not sufficient before proceeding 

with a PSPO.  

Toby Smith and Peter Sibley are working with the Police to ID those responsible.  LBB 

CCTV footage taken last week from Orpington High Street will result in joint LBB & Met 

home visits to the individuals identified. Bikes will be seized where legislation allows. 

Now that all police officers are issued with body worn cameras evidence is much easier 

to capture, without the need to pursue a motorbike (which is a contentious issue for the 

Police). 

LBB and the Police now meet weekly to resolve ongoing motorbike issues across the 

borough. Four key focus areas are: Elmstead Woods, Crystal Palace Park, Scadbury 

Park Nature Reserve and St Paul’s Cray Hill Country Park. 

Supplementary question: 

I am pleased to hear that one of the four key focus areas will be in my Ward. Does the 

Portfolio Holder know if the Police and/or Ward Security be carrying out additional pro-

active patrols at times of known peak activity, and if so, what will the frequency of those 

patrols be? 

 

Reply: 

In Bromley we are fortunate that our Police are equipped with two off-road motorbikes, 

there are very few of these across the Met. These are deployed when problems are 

identified and proactive patrols are carried out where Police resources allow. Also, Ward 
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Security work with the Police and respond to calls from the general public, in order to 

take action against these motorcyclists.  

In addition to this, MOPAC have confirmed two years of funding for a series of 

community action days across our borough. These replace what was previously known 

as “Operation Crystal.” The objective of this Community Impact Day is to improve the 

local community for residents, through ASB action, street environment improvements and 

police enforcement and reassurance. Once a month on an operation day, as part of a 

much wider programme of activities, the off road police officers will be tasked to identify 

quad bikes, mini-motos, scramblers and scooters being driven illegally (on road or off 

road), they will be prosecuted and the vehicles will be seized where possible and this will 

deter further use.  

Community Impact Day locations will be reactive to where LBB Team and Police receive 

the most complaints and crime reports for, the locations are not publicised in advance. 

The first Community Impact Day will take place later this month, and local ward 

Councillors will be informed in advance of these events. Plus the results of the 

Community Impact Days will be well publicised afterwards. 

Additional Supplementary question: 

The Mayor asked the Portfolio Holder to confirm that Safer Neighbourhood Teams were 

there to take complaints from ward councillors and their residents.   

 

Reply: 

The Portfolio Holder confirmed that this was the case. 

2.     From Cllr Angela Wilkins to the Environment Portfolio Holder  
 

Can he please explain why it is that, as identified in the recent internal audit of waste 
services, the Council does not have a copy of the contract with Veolia? How much 
money has the Council lost because it hasn’t been imposing the penalty charges on the 
contractor where bins have been missed? 
 
Reply: 
Whilst the document in question cannot be located at present, it should be placed on the 
record that according to the Council’s Chief Legal Officer we do have an enforceable 
contract based on the other documentation which is to hand, as well as custom and 
practise, were anyone minded to try and possibly create difficulties by perhaps  
suggesting otherwise. 
 
Regarding finance, it remains largely conjecture as work is still ongoing to establish how 
much money might have been forgone. For that simple reason alone, it would have been 
very helpful for everybody concerned had the report in question been delayed until the 
full facts of the matter had been properly established and verified. 
 
On a more positive note, I am very pleased to advise the Chamber that the current level 
of misses from the 70,000 daily collections undertaken are routinely coming in at less the 
100 per day, a strike rate broadly contained between 0.07 and 0.12 % 
 
These are the best figures that I can ever recall viewing during my 11 years in tenure. 
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Supplementary Question: 
Do you feel in any way responsible, given that of the 15 priority 1 recommendations that 
came out from Audit Sub-Committee, several of them had been raised previously in 
2015? 
 
Reply: 
No. 
 

3. Cllr Ian Dunn to the Care Services Portfolio Holder  
 

How does the Portfolio Holder see the balance between employees and agency staff 
changing over the next two years? 
 
Reply:  
The national shortage of experienced qualified staff in the health and social care sector is 
well documented. Consequently, a number of measures both at the national and local 
levels are being implemented to address the on-going imbalance between the demand 
and supply of experienced staff and doctors, nurses and qualified care staff including 
children’s and adult social workers in particular, and the high use of agency staff. These 
measures include, for example, the Grow Your Own, Step Up to Social Work and 
Frontline programmes. Bromley Council is the lead authority for the Step Up Programme. 
The Council runs the programme on behalf of 6 other local authorities. More recently, the 
government has just piloted a “Return to Social Work” aimed at bringing back 
experienced social workers from retirements or career breaks.  
 
Locally, there is political and managerial commitment to turn around the current 
disequilibrium between the use of agency staff and permanent staff. The Recruitment 
and Retention Board under the joint leadership of the Director of HR and the Deputy 
Chief Executive/Director of Education, Care and Health Services has set itself a 
challenging target to reduce the agency usage in Children’s Services by 95% in 18 
months’ time. The balance is beginning to shift albeit slowly as a result of promoting the 
Council as employer of choice. The Deputy Chief Executive’s “Road Map to Excellence”, 
the caseload promise and the Corporate Recruitment Video which can be found on the 
Council’s internet are some of the major factors. Other measures include fast-tracking of 
quality agency workers into permanent contracts, a quick and on-going review of any 
push factors in order to minimise the attrition rate and ensure a stable social care 
workforce. For example, there is a No Quit Policy/intervention which is triggered by HR 
within 24-48 hours of notice to leave aimed at dissuading good staff from leaving the 
service. Staff terms and conditions of employment including pay are being flexed to 
ensure the Council remains competitive in a very challenging regional and national 
market. The pay differentials between teams are currently being addressed in response 
to the position being adopted by neighbouring boroughs in particular. Staff feedback from 
leavers is being managed/analysed in a more proactive and timely manner. A smart 
device is currently being implemented by HR which will give leavers the means to give 
instantaneous feedback from any smart device including mobile phones, tablets, etc. In 
the light of the above the balance between agency and permanent staff in Care Services 
is likely to shift in favour of the latter. This was the case not too long ago - some three 
years ago, for example, when the number of agency staff in children’s services in 
particular was less than 20 compared to around 66 that we have at the moment. The 
impact of the new tax rule IR35 for self-employed individuals/consultants will help shift 
the balance further. 
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Some of the obvious advantages of being a self-employed or agency social worker are 
being eroded by the new tax regime. In light of this the Deputy Chief Executive and HR 
are arranging another session with the agency staff to promote and offer them permanent 
contracts if applicable. The tide will turn in our favour if we maximise the pull factors and 
eliminate or significantly reduce the push factors. Good leadership and managerial 
support is key going forward. 
 
Corporately, the Council’s spend on agency at around £8m is still one of the lowest in 
London, compared to over £20m being spent by a number of boroughs. Given the 
Council’s unequivocal commitment to maximise the number of apprentices under the 
Apprenticeship Levy the use of agency staff for administrative roles will be significantly 
reduced.     
 
Supplementary Question: 
The supplementary question is about the daily rates which are being paid to agency staff. 
For adult social care, the response to my written question showed that the current rate 
was about £170 a day compared to about £135 two years ago. How do you think that sort 
of increase in daily rate is going to encourage or discourage employees or agency staff 
from moving from one to the other? 
 
Reply: 
Currently, we pay the rates that are necessary. We have to fill staff positions. If we 
cannot get permanent staff then we have to employ agency staff, and if the going rate is 
that then we have to pay it. 
 

4.  From Cllr Vanessa Allen to the Chairman of Development Control Committee 
 

Can he confirm the amount the Council had to pay in costs in relation to the Queen Mary 
House appeal? Can he also comment on lessons learned from this appeal, specifically as 
the Costs judgement contained the words – 
 
“Not least of these undisputed benefits is that the proposal would meet a critical demand 
for older persons’ accommodation for which there is insufficient supply in the borough, 
falling well short of targets in the London Plan.” 
 
Reply: 
The Council has not had to pay any costs to the appellants in relation to the Queen Mary 
House appeal to date. This is due to the way the costs system works for planning 
appeals. The planning inspector has made an award of costs against the Council but as 
is normal this award does not state an amount. The appellant needs to submit a justified 
claim for costs to the Council and at present this has not happened - it is awaited.  
 
Planning appeals are circulated to planning officers for reference and analysis so that 
lessons are learnt and so that they are taken into account in future planning applications. 
The weight to be given to a previous appeal decision is a matter of judgement and 
typically it depends on the degree of similarity between the cases and on relevant 
changes in planning circumstances. Where reliance is placed on a previous planning 
appeal, it will be clearly referred to in the officer report.  
 
Supplementary Question: 
You did not answer the second point about the lessons learnt from the appeal. There was 
some resistance from Members to the provision of older people’s dwellings in the draft 
Local Plan, due to their perceived drain on Council services and resources. I would like to 
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ask if he supports the strengthening of the Council’s policies on this to ensure that 
Bromley not only meets its targets but also positively promotes the provision of suitable 
dwellings for older people.     
 
Reply: 
I did refer to the benefits that can be derived from any appeal, in that they are used for 
consideration in similar cases going forward. As far as elderly accommodation is 
concerned, it is not really a question for me. The Council complies with planning 
legislation, with its UDP and the London Plan and whenever this type of residential 
accommodation is put forward it is considered in the light of those plans.  
 

5. From Cllr Kathy Bance MBE to the Education & Children’s Services Portfolio 
Holder  

  
What impact is the recent change in funding arrangements by central government going 
to have on Bromley Schools and Bromley children? 
 
Reply: 
The premise of the question suggests that the new funding formula has already been 
implemented – it has not. In laying out the matters as we currently understand them we 
are moving into the realms of the hypothetical. It is also worth remembering that the need 
for the review is as a result of the chaotic postcode lottery that existed throughout 
previous administrations back to the 1990s. Getting something this complicated correct is 
vitally important, which is why the consultation process took place.   
 
Estimates suggest that the impact of the National Funding Formula for 2018/19 will be a 
marginal gain +0.1% or a marginal loss (-0.3%) of Dedicated Schools grant (DSG) 
depending on the methodology used by the government. 
 
Although the overall funding envelope will remain static it is estimated that Bromley 
primary schools will lose funding with secondary schools gaining due to the DfE formulas 
shifting funding away from primaries and into secondaries. 
 
The main impact is likely to be in the High Needs block where funding will remain static 
but we are experiencing increasing levels of demand and growth, which if the static 
position of the High Needs block stays as it is will have to be funded from existing funding 
levels. 
 
It is on this point that I and Bob Neill MP had a meeting with Nick Gibb MP setting out 
Bromley’s position. That conversation is on-going.   
 
The consultation has just finished and the DfE will be responding by the Autumn of 2017 
in order that budgets can be set for the 2018/19 financial year. We will know what the 
final position is by that point. 
 
Supplementary Question: 
If the funding formula does come into existence, will the Portfolio Holder support Labour’s 
campaign to reverse these changes in funding? 
 
Reply: 
Both myself and the MP for Bromley and Chislehurst met the Minister, Nick Gibbs MP, 
and we made our feelings about the funding position for Bromley quite clear. 
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6. From Cllr Kevin Brooks to the Care Services Portfolio Holder  
  

What monitoring is carried out on Vibrance to ensure people not attending day centres 
are able and proactive in using their direct payments for alternative provision? 
 
Reply: 
We have a contract in place with Vibrance for the provision of support and advice to 
people who wish to make use of a direct payment. The role of Vibrance under this 
contract is to explain the DP process, ensure that the DP recipient understood their 
obligations as an employer and to support them to recruit a Personal Assistant (PA) 
either through their PA register or through direct recruitment.  This contract is monitored 
by the provision of quarterly statistics, an annual Quality Assurance visit and meetings 
with the Contract Manager.  From 1/4/17 this contract also delivers the payroll service to 
people accepting direct payments. 
 
Supplementary Question: 
I have concern about some residents who seem to be increasingly on their own. I just 
want to make sure that we have enough monitoring to ensure that if they are not 
attending day centres they are attending something else so there is no extra pressure put 
on carers.  
 
Reply: 
Yes. 
 

7. From Cllr Richard Williams to the Education & Children’s Services 
         Portfolio Holder   
 

Over the last few years we have seen a rise in suicides amongst teenagers particularly 
due to the increase in social media. According to figures an average of 8 teenagers take 
their own lives weekly. Can I ask the Portfolio Holder to encourage schools and local 
youth groups to share a campaign video that has been spearheaded by the ITV 
programme This Morning 'Be Kind'  http://www.itv.com/thismorning/hot-topics/pledge-to-
share-our-anti-bullying-message 
 
Reply: 
The issue of child suicide is a depressing and alarming one, and as a parent I cannot 
imagine the heartbreak and ruin that it leaves behind.  The fact that it is often a result of 
cyber bullying leads us to question what can be done. The video mentioned in the 
question, which is hosted by ‘This Morning’ presenters from ITV, interviews two parents 
who have been through this trauma. The programme highlights how the new social 
media landscape increases the avenues by which bullying can occur. It invites parents to 
pledge to watch that video with their child so that they can better understand the outcome 
of their behaviours.  
 
Here in Bromley, our emotional health forum, led by schools with LA officers and CAMHS 
support, is very much sighted on the issue of teenage suicide and I will personally ask 
the chairman of that group to discuss the request with school colleagues.  Hopefully the 
schools will alert parents to the campaign and decide whether they want to agree with the 
pledge. I will also pass this information on to members of the Bromley Youth Council who 
have expressed an interest in this particular topic.  
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In terms of the broader issues of teenage emotional health and bullying concerns, the 
role of the forum is focussed particularly on the work that secondary schools do and the 
support they provide that complements counselling support provided by Bromley Y and 
CAMHS.  
 
Supplementary Question: 
Can I ask what the budget is from Bromley Council for tackling bullying in schools and 
youth centres? 
 
Reply: 
I do not have that figure but I will pass it on to Cllr Williams. 
 

8.  From Councillor Peter Fookes to the Leader of the Council 
 
What is the procedure for reporting to members details of reports of maladministration by 
this authority as determined by the Local Government Ombudsman?  
 
Reply: 
If the Ombudsman makes a finding of maladministration then where a Local Authority is 
operating Executive arrangements Section 5 A of the Local Government and Housing Act 
1989 (as amended) requires the Monitoring Officer to prepare a report to the Executive 
unless the mater related to a non-executive function as defined by section 9 D (2) of the 
Local Government Act 2000 (as amended) when the report is made to Council.  
 
Supplementary Question: 
In the interests of transparency, should all Members be informed once a case of 
maladministration has occurred? We should be informed immediately when there are 
problems. 
 
Reply: 
Unless there is a reason not to do so, then I would support that Members should be 
informed on such matters.  
 

9. From Councillor Nicholas Bennett JP to the Public Protection and Safety Portfolio 
Holder  

 

Whether he will discuss with the Borough Commander a pro-active policy to stop fly-

tipping by asking police patrols to stop and question drivers of vehicles with waste seen 

on the Borough’s roads during the night to ascertain whether they have waste disposal 

licences and the purpose of their journey at hours when waste disposal centres are 

closed? 

Reply: 
The Police are currently investigating how we can be more proactive in our mission 

against fly-tipping by having LBB enforcement officers and police patrols travelling 

together during planned operations so that they can move around the borough’s roads 

and stop suspected illegal fly-tippers as well as planned stop and search road blocks 

which have limited effect. In addition to this the new Community Impact Days that I 

mentioned earlier will have a joint LBB/Police mobile vehicle to target waste-carrying 

vehicles during the operations. This will be intelligence led and tasked and may take 

place during the day or night. I have regular monthly meetings with the Borough 

Page 15



 

8 
 

Commander and the Executive Director of Environment and Community Services and fly-

tipping is a regular topic of conversation. I will ensure that catching fly-tippers remains a 

high concern to our local police team and push for them to be stopping more waste-

carrying vehicles during the night.  

Supplementary Question: 
Can you also look at whether we can use our CCTV and the TfL CCTV to look at 
whether, when we have fly-tipping incidents, we can trace vehicles via CCTV, because it 
usually happens at 4 or 5am in the morning?  Also, can the Police on their regular patrols 
during the night, if they see a vehicle full of waste when there are no waste sites open, 
realise that there is something amiss and that they need to be stopped. 
 
Reply: 
I agree with all that you have said, and I am happy to look into all those action points. We 

do have an action plan to tackle fly-tipping and we continue to revise and improve it – 

certainly CCTV could be added to that. We have asked TfL many times if we can have 

access to their CCTV cameras and to date they have declined, but we will continue to 

ask for their permission.   

 

Additional Supplementary Question: 

Councillor Simon Fawthrop stated that the Government were consulting on preventing 

charges for household DIY waste to stop fly-tipping and asked whether the Portfolio 

Holder aware of this? Quite often government initiatives came with a double-edged 

sword.  

 

Reply: 

I am not convinced that the initiative is fit for purpose.  We already provide free disposal 

of garden waste, and that is routinely continuing to be dumped across the borough. If you 

have a potential free receipt of DIY waste, we may have an imbalance, and people with 

small houses doing very occasional DIY works potentially cross subsidising through 

Council Tax owners of larger houses doing more extensive renovation works. There are 

only minimal complaints about this, and I am slightly concerned about the social injustice 

of this. Clearly, if it is legislation and we are told to accept it without payment that is what 

we will have to do.    

10.     From Councillor David Livett to the Environment Portfolio Holder  
 
How has the clearance of the Waste4Fuel site progressed in comparison with the original 
projection, with particular regard to the completion timeframe and costs? 
 
Reply: 

Thus far, 16,000t of the originally estimated 18,000t has been removed. 

It has subsequently been established that the Environment Agency’s calculation of the 
Waste Volume present was over optimistic, with a remaining total of 8,000t of waste still 
remaining on site waiting to be cleared. (Note: This figure was confirmed as 8,974t.) 
 
The situation is further complicated, as I have reported previously, by the fact that the 
remaining waste appears, in whole or part, to be composed of mildly hazardous oil based 
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waste, which needs to be disposed of in a more carefully managed manner at somewhat 
higher cost. 
 
To that end, the completion timeframe is currently being frustrated by the Environment 
Agency/DEFRA’s ongoing delay in releasing the required and previously agreed further 
funding needed to clear the site completely, in line with the agreement reached with 
Bromley Council. 
 
Some weeks ago I escalated this matter to local MPs, who in turn have escalated the 
matter directly to the Prime Minister’s office in an attempt to introduce more pace into 
what I would be the very first to agree has been a thoroughly disappointing period since 
mid-February. 
 
I undertake to update all interested parties the moment I hear back from Mr Bob Neil, MP 
as to the outcome of both his own, as well as Jo Johnson, MP and James Brokenshire, 
MP’s sterling efforts, to bring this matter to a resolution for the benefit of the people living 
locally. 
 
It should take less than two months to clear what is left from the moment the green light 
to proceed is received. 
 
Supplementary Question: 
The actual excess tonnage and the content of that tonnage were highlighted as an issue 
by local residents some time ago. Can the Portfolio Holder give assurance that the 
clearance of the site has not identified any threat to the health of local residents as a 
result of air pollution or pollution of the water table – because of fires on the site or the oil 
based stuff that has been burning or has been washed through to the water table. What 
assurances can he give that local residents should have no concerns about their health?.   
 
Reply: 
The waste is technically regarded as hazardous. It is not toxic or dangerous, but it 
contains materials, mainly oil based, that are described as being hazardous and require 
special treatment under EU and DEFRA legislation. During the height of the problems 
when the fires were fairly regular, Health England undertook air quality tests and there 
were no identifiable problems. We know about potential leaching, because one of the 
concerns was that all of the water being poured onto the stack might leak into the SSSI 
lakes site next door, there were no problems in that regard either. When the waste is 
eventually removed there is no reason at present to believe that there will have been any 
contamination into the ground itself. Clearly, I cannot guarantee that, and I will update 
you soon and if anything untoward does occur.  
 
(Although the 30 minute time limit for oral questions had been reached, Councillors 
agreed to continue with the remainder of the questions.)  
 

11. From Cllr Angela Wilkins to the Education & Children’s Services Portfolio Holder  

Last week OFSTED reported on its recent inspection of Bromley’s Community Learning 
& Skills provision – Adult Education as we more generally refer to it.  The previous 
inspection in 2015 had given the service an overall rating of “requires improvement”, but 
with a “good” rating for quality of teaching, learning and assessment.  In this year’s 
inspection report, all aspects inspected are now deemed to be “requires improvement”, 
and the report is prefaced with the rather damning (but familiar) comment: “Leaders and 
managers have been slow to address several issues from the previous inspection”. 
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Can the Portfolio Holder please explain why the recommendations made by OFSTED 
two years ago have not been fully implemented and what action is now going to be taken 
to ensure this vital service is brought up to a satisfactory standard? 
 
Reply: 
 
The latest review of the Adult Education service was published by Ofsted on 3rd April, and 
I notice that there was a race to express an opinion in the Press. However, I think that in 
some of those views that were expressed maybe some of the nuance has been missed. I 
am not sure how far through the report the Labour Party got – the question is based 
around the first note on page 1, on the first bullet point, line 1, which talks about the 
change we have made to the service so far. In terms of context, if you skip further down 
the report, you can also read the statement that “Leaders and managers have 
successfully managed a significant transition” is another thing that the report expresses. 
Another from the same page is “Bromley’s Adult Education service offers a good range of 
courses in a wide variety of locations ensuring good learning opportunities to the 
Borough’s most disadvantaged residents.” In fact, if you look at the previous 
recommendations, four of the six made in 2015 have been fully implemented, the most 
significant of which was the complete reorganisation of the Adult Education Service. This 
encompassed a whole organisational change - staffing restructure, significant curriculum 
changes, which only came into place in September, implementing the closure of the 
Widmore Centre and the subsequent relocation of the service’s main administrative and 
support functions to the Kentwood site. We have changed main focus of the curriculum 
so it has shifted to be directed with an increased level of resource towards the most 
disadvantaged adults in our local communities, including the low-waged, unemployed, 
adults with learning difficulties and marginalised older residents.  I am sure that the 
Labour Group will agree with me that this is all a good thing to do.   
 
Change on such a large scale requires a significant amount of staff time in order to bring 
the project to its conclusion within the necessary timescales and limited budget. All that 
we have achieved so far without any additional resource and despite the impact the scale 
of organisational change can have on staff and student morale. If we go through the 
report to page 3, it says that “Leaders and managers have achieved much to help secure 
the future and sustainability of Bromley Adult Education.” It also says that Leaders and 
managers have successfully managed the College’s significant transition.    
 
During their recent visit Ofsted recognised the success of this transition process and 
commented positively on the impacts it has had on the service as a whole, its 
governance and increased ability to meet the needs of residents within the borough’s 
most deprived areas. They also recognised that the focus on such a large scale 
reorganisation denied managers the time and resource needed to address the other 
areas for improvement. 
 
In essence what we have here is a journey of change and improvement that is only in the 
very early stages of transition. Despite that, if we go to page 4 of the report it says that 
the governance of the Adult Education service is now good. I appreciate that there is 
always more to do, but I applaud the achievements that we have made so far and I would 
also like to salute the incredibly hard work of the Bromley Adult Education staff in what 
has been a significant and fundamental change.  
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Supplementary Question: 
I too applaud the improvements in this area. How do explain the difference between your 
explanation and the Ofsted evaluation in the report?   
 
Reply: 
It all depends on which parts of the report you choose to focus on and I understand why 
for promotional and political purposes you are going to focus on the things that still need 
more work. At no point have I suggested that we are at the end of the journey; in fact we 
are very much at the beginning. We have taken a service and been through the 
appropriate channels and committees in this Council. We launched this new service in 
September last year, we have had a few limited months to bed in what we are doing, and 
that is what the recent review is talking about. In the review they have gone to great 
pains to say that we are doing the right things, we are sighted on the right objectives and 
that the management, leadership and governance is all there. One of the great things 
about the report is that it talks about the great experience that the vast majority of 
learners are having and it expressly says that those learners who have learning 
difficulties or disabilities are also speaking confidently about the service. So, you can pick 
and choose from the revealed text, but I prefer to focus on the positives, except the 
journey and changes that we still need to look at, but also getting behind those staff who 
are making the changes and making sure that we have the best service for the borough.       
 

12. From Cllr Ian Dunn to the Education & Children’s Services Portfolio Holder  
 
How does the Portfolio Holder see the balance between employees and agency staff 
changing over the next two years? 
 
Reply:  
The question is the same as addressed to Cllr Evans earlier and the response is the 
same. 
 
Supplementary Question: 
My question again is about the cost of agency staff in the children’s social care area. The 
written reply I received earlier shows that the average daily rate for children’s social care 
is about £250 - £270. Why is the average daily rate in children’s social care now £270, 
when is that going to come down to the sort of daily rate that it was previously, and when 
is the volume of agency staff in children’s social care going to reduce to what is was 
previously?    
 
Reply: 
A lot of that is covered by what Cllr Evans said earlier – he talked about having to pay the 
market rates and I am happy to explain how the market works later. One of the things I 
would say about children’s social care is that we have committed extra resource to 
ensure that we can get the best social workers. We are hearing great reviews from 
across London about people wanting to here and work in Bromley. One of the most 
significant things we are doing to make sure that we have permanent staff and to ensure 
that we have the best in the business working for us is the Caseload Promise. We are 
promising to have some of the lowest levels of casework in Bromley. We are attracting 
people here because we are one of the best places to work.       
 

13. From Cllr Kathy Bance MBE to the Resources Portfolio Holder  
 
The volume of casework we are receiving about Housing Benefit debt is increasing, with 
many residents being in significant debt before they come to us for advice. 

Page 19



 

12 
 

What can the Council do to flag up / make contact / referrals when the debt exceeds a 
certain limit? 
 
Reply: 
The Authority is only aware as to the level of a household’s rent arrears if brought to our 
attention by the individual or their landlord. Where it is identified that a person is under 
imminent threat of eviction there is a procedure to fast-track the processing of any 
outstanding elements of their claim. However, by this time it is likely that they would have 
accumulated a considerable level of arrears. 
 
Where there has been engagement at an earlier stage, the Authority has a range of 
measures in place to help households access appropriate advice and assistance before 
financial difficulties lead to the risk of homelessness. Depending on the particular 
circumstances, advice and support can include, negotiations and repayment plans with 
landlords, maximising income, money, debt and welfare benefit advice, access to credit 
union, prevention funding and Discretionary Housing Payments, assistance to enter 
training, employment  and secure more affordable housing. 
 
Joint protocols with Housing Associations seek to identify any tenant facing difficulties 
and work jointly to resolve the financial difficulties or benefit issues to ensure the tenancy 
is able to be maintained. This work has seen a significant reduction in the level of 
evictions. 
 
Supplementary Question: 
I am sure that the problem really is that people ignore the fact that these debts are 
mounting up. Most of the people that we are dealing with have some history of mental 
health problems or depression. I would really appreciate if you could point me in the right 
direction for the advice and help that we could give them, so that we can publish that and 
perhaps people will seek help earlier while the debts are still manageable. 
 
Reply: 
We should recognise the excellence of our Housing Department. Many Members will 
have had dealings with the Housing Department, and they were recently featured in a 
national journal showing the excellence of what they do. Something like 90% of people 
who present as potentially homeless actually avoid that through the various initiatives 
that are taken by our staff. We are about to undertake an exercise where we are taking 
50 actual cases of homelessness and trying to plot them to see at which stage we could 
have avoided that happening. As that initiative starts to evolve I would be happy to speak 
to Cllr Bance because in her geographical area she will have particular expertise that I 
would like to tap into.      
 

14. From Councillor Peter Fookes to the Care Services Portfolio Holder  
 
How many nurses and care staff are leaving Bromley institutions as a result of the 
decision to leave the European Union? 
 
Reply: 
The answer is zero insofar as Bromley Council is concerned. No leaver from the Council 
has cited Brexit as a reason for leaving the Council. We do not have the information for 
other care providers in the borough, so I am only speaking on behalf of the local 
authority. Unlike a few inner London authorities we do not have a lot of EU staff in our 
care services.  
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Supplementary Question: 
I do appreciate that we do not have any direct responsibility here for some of these care 
staff. The reality is that across London 4,000 people have gone back to their home 
countries and I wonder what we are doing to resolve their problems, so the answer is not 
nought.  
 

15. From Councillor Nicholas Bennett JP to the Resources Portfolio Holder  
 
How many Freedom Passes are held by Bromley residents, the cost of the passes and 
the value of the journeys made? 
 
Reply: 
 
Current number of passes in Bromley as of today: 
  

Older persons                                     60,215 
Disabled persons                                4,622 
Discretionary disabled persons           692 

  
The Freedom Pass cost is estimated for all of the London borough’s concessionary 
journeys made by the 1.2 million pass holders. The 2017/18 cost was £346m; this is for 
the 375 million journeys made. 
  
The proportion of journeys made by the Bromley pass holders was 3.23% (just over 12m 
journeys), hence the cost of those journeys is £11,190,000 (but this does also include the 
administration charge). 
  
An estimate of the cost per pass in Bromley is: 
                                                                              
Older persons                                     £160 
Disabled persons                                £352 

(these pass holders tend to make 120% more trips than older pass holders)  
Discretionary disabled persons          £378 

(these pass holders tend to make 136% more trips than older pass holders.) 
 

Supplementary Question: 
Do you agree that the Freedom Pass has been an enormous benefit for older and 
disabled people in Bromley and has enabled people to travel and get out of their homes 
far more than they would have done before, and would he scotch any attempt in the 
elections in 2018 by the opposition parties to pretend that the Freedom Pass will be 
taken away from the people of Bromley.   
 
(Councillor Nicholas Bennett declared an interest as a holder of a Freedom Pass.) 
 
Reply: 
What these figures show is that Freedom Passes are a much valued way of getting older 
people and people with a disability back into the mix of life. There is a huge amount of 
evidence about the well-being that results from this. It is money well-invested and well-
spent, and money we will protect.  
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16. From Cllr Angela Wilkins to the Care Services Portfolio Holder  
 
What action is being taken to reduce the number of delayed discharges which result in 
patients blocking much-needed beds in hospitals because the council has not been able 
to provide the appropriate social care for its residents? 
 
Reply: 
I refer Councillor Wilkins to the answer I gave to Mr Richardson in the Public Questions 
earlier. 
 

17. From Cllr Ian Dunn to the Care Services Portfolio Holder  
 
Can the Portfolio Holder explain how the Council’s services to blind and partially sighted 
people comply with the RNIB’s targets of:- 

 Providing everyone with a visual impairment with a face to face assessment, 

 Having in place a rehabilitation plan within 28 days of first contact with the Council 

 Starting agreed rehabilitation support, within 12 weeks of the initial contact with 

the Council. 

Reply: 
The Council ensures its services are compliant with the Care Act 2014 and Schedule 2 of 
the 1989 Children Act by having a contract in place with Kent Association for the Blind 
(KAB).  The contract requires KAB to be compliant with all legislation and the 
specification specifically requires:  
 

1. KAB to undertake/arrange assessments of need; 

2. Development of a rehabilitation plan in accordance with the outcomes from the 

assessment; 

3.  The contractor to implement the support plan in accordance with the Council’s 

Care Manager, if required, and to maintain all necessary records.  The support 

plan to be monitored and reviewed where necessary.   

(During consideration of this question, Councillor Graham Arthur declared an interest as 
his wife was employed by KAB.) 
 

18. From Cllr Kathy Bance MBE to the Chairman of Development Control Committee 
 

We have had several instances recently where trees have been cut down or damaged for 
various reasons.  How often does the Council carry out reviews to ensure TPOs are put 
in place for healthy, mature trees? 
 
Reply: 
New TPO’s are considered on a risk based approach:- we assess the need for a new 
TPO or other protection when sites are coming forward for development or when we gain 
information that there is a risk of felling of a tree worthy of retention. This approach 
reflects the fact that there are a huge number of trees in the Borough and the fact that 
over time the most sensitive trees are protected by TPO’s or by other measures such as 
planning conditions. 
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19. From Councillor Peter Fookes to the Resources Portfolio Holder  
 
What is the procedure when contractors commissioned by Bromley Council are taken 
over?   
 
Reply: 
There is no set process and the matter is normally determined by a review of the 
circumstances in each case, taking into account associate service and cost risks, the 
wording of the contract and the procurement regulations. 
 
The procurement regulations allow for certain changes in contractor without the need for 
further completion, for example in most circumstances where company ownership 
changes as long as the new operator satisfies the original selection criteria. Subject to 
that being the case, the contract will continue as before. Where the change arises from 
administration/liquidation then the outcome may depend on the actions by others and the 
arrangements around administration by the Receiver and the requirements of our 
contract – our standard contract wording gives us the option to terminate a contact where 
a contactor enters into administration/liquidation or makes an agreement with its 
creditors. 
 
For contracts above £200k it is usual to seek a bond which can be called down if there is 
contact failure to offset associated costs including retendering costs. 
 
Supplementary Question: 
In the interests of transparency, and the issue that has prompted this question is the 
takeover of the Landscape Group by IDVerde last year, when are we going to improve 
Member scrutiny of that decision? I think that needs to be reported to the Executive – 
does the Portfolio Holder agree?  
 
Reply: 
If Councillor Fookes was a member of the PDS Committee he would be able to call to the 
agenda that item. I am sure that PDS Chairmen are listening, and where they feel that 
there is a necessity to scrutinise this it could go there, or to the Contracts Sub-
Committee.  
 

20. From Councillor Nicholas Bennett JP to the Environment Portfolio Holder  
 

Whether he will post notices on street waste bins prohibiting their use for household 

waste and subsequently institute proceedings against those who do so? 

Reply: 
Whilst notices can be and indeed are already appended to bins discouraging such 
behaviour, instituting proceedings against individuals found to be doing so is a far more 
difficult matter with a potential to add significant unfunded running costs to the 
Environmental Services budget. 
 
A paper detailing all related issues in far greater detail is already planned for the 
Environment PDS within the next two committee cycles. 
 
Supplementary Question: 
I am grateful for the assurance that this will be going to come to the PDS Committee. 
Does he agree with me that this is a very anti-social practice, which we see around the 
borough, of people using street bins for household waste. Other authorities are now 
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prosecuting people for doing this because it is not what those street litter bins are for. By 
clearly having a sign on the bin there can be no excuse for anti-social people doing this. 
A few choice examples of prosecutions, just as we have done on Audit for fraud, would 
help to stamp out this problem. 
 
Reply: 
I would certainly agree that this is a disgusting anti-social act. However, what I would 
point out, to use the examples given, is that we have seen many prosecutions, up to 
about 30 in the last year, for blue badge fraud – but it continues. We have seen 
prosecutions for benefit fraud, but it continues. We can enforce anything we want, but it 
comes at a price. That is the key thing that Members will probably want to investigate far 
more closely in the summer when the paper comes to Committee prior to saying that we 
will do it without knowing what the hidden costs and consequences will be.    
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Appendix C 
COUNCIL MEETING 

 
10TH APRIL 2017 

 
QUESTIONS FOR WRITTEN REPLY FROM MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL 

 
 

1. From Cllr Ian Dunn to the Portfolio Holder for Resources 
 
Please provide a breakdown of the Council’s use of Agency Staff, showing person 
days and net cost, by month for financial year 2016/17, broken down by Adult Social 
Care, Children’s Social Care, other EHCS, ECS and other. Please sort the 
information by department and show the average daily rate by department and 
month. Please also provide the employee FTE’s on the last working day of every 
month, also broken down by department. 
 
Reply: 
(See Appendix 1) 
 

2. From Cllr Richard Williams to the Portfolio Holder for Environment 
 
How far has Bromley progressed with the Mayoral target of 95% of bus stops’ 
accessibility by the end of 2016/17? Can you supply details of the bus stops that 
have not been made accessible and what proportion of the population living within 
400m are either elderly or have mobility disability? 
 
Reply: 
64% of the Borough’s bus-stops currently meet TfL’s BSA standard. 
 
The appended map identifies those which aren’t (Appendix 2.) 
 
The requested data isn’t held. 
 

3. From Cllr Angela Wilkins to the Portfolio Holder for Environment 
 
Please provide a breakdown of how and where the additional £500k allocated for 
Environmental Initiatives in the 2017-18 budget is to be spent. 
 
Reply: 
The indicative split of the additional monies which have been made available is: 
 
•           £250k on Street sweeping 
•           £100k on Trees (maintenance and new trees) 
•           £30k on Extra weed clearance (going up from 3 weedings to 4) 
•           £60k on Street furniture to smarten up our high street, shopping parades and 

street scene 
•           £60k on Miscellaneous park-related issues 
 
Please note this list is not definitive and may be adapted further as the year 
progresses. 
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4. From Cllr Angela Wilkins to the Environment Portfolio Holder  

 
Please provide details of the council’s expenditure on and income from Crystal 
Palace Park since 1997 to date. 
 
Please also provide details of expenditure on the dinosaurs over the same period. 
 
Reply: 
Officers haven’t been able to recover figures going back that far to date, but the 
current figure for Expenditure is ~ £420k and for Income ~£220k. 
 
£ 300k has recently been spent on the Dinosaur project 
 
I shall ask Officers to try further to recall records going back to 1997 if you would find 
it helpful. 
 

5. From Councillor Peter Fookes to the Resources Portfolio Holder  
 
How much did the Department for Education pay for the Balmoral Avenue site for the 
new Eden Park High School? 
 
Reply: 
The Local Authority was not party to the transaction - that was between the previous 
land owners and the Education Funding Agency (EFA) who are the responsible body. 
I would suggest making a request under the Freedom of Information Act to the EFA. 
 

6. From Councillor Peter Fookes to the Resources Portfolio Holder  
 
Is there any guidance from the Department For Communities and Local Government 
on the maximum reserves that an authority can have?  
 
Reply: 
Determining the level and use of reserves is a matter for individual local authorities, 
taking into account local challenges and priorities. There is no prescriptive national 
guidance on the minimum or maximum level. 
 
There is a statutory duty on the Chief Financial Officer (CFO) to report, at the time 
the budget is considered and the council tax is set, on the robustness of the budget 
estimates and the adequacy of financial reserves. 
 
The Secretary of State has a general power to set a minimum level of reserves for 
local authorities. However, the government has undertaken to apply this only in 
circumstances where an authority does not act prudently, disregards the advice of its 
CFO and is heading for serious financial difficulty. 
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7. From Councillor Peter Fookes to the Care Services Portfolio Holder  
 
Why are Bromley residents not able to access the NHS Minor Ailments scheme to 
assist those on low income?   
 
Reply:  
Bromley does not commission a minor ailments service from community pharmacies 
across the borough. The main reasons for this are: 
 

 it represents limited value for money as we would need to pay pharmacists 
(usually about £10-£12 per patient) to take redirected patients from general 
practice, a service which they would otherwise offer for free 

 it does not really reduce demand in general practices for GPs or practice staff 
as they still need to redirect patients, and even then, the patient could insist 
upon having a GP appointment 

 we have considerable communications campaigns nationally and locally to 
encourage patients to go to their pharmacy directly with minor ailments – it is 
more sustainable to influence patient behaviour to think of using pharmacies 
themselves rather than relying on redirections 

 
However, we do have exciting work happening around using clinical pharmacists in 
general practice. The purpose includes seeing patients with minor ailments within the 
practice, as well as giving general advice and guidance to patients, undertaking 
medication reviews, managing prescriptions and supporting practices with 
prescribing after hospital discharge. We placed clinical pharmacists in 15 practices in 
the Beckenham/Penge/West Wickham area in January 2017 and are currently 
evaluating the impact of this. We have placed a further four clinical pharmacists into 
‘vulnerable practices’ in Bromley as part of the GP Forward View ring-fenced scheme 
of the same name, and hope to place three more for tenures of 6-12 weeks to 
alleviate pressure in the practices. We have one practice that has directly employed 
a pharmacist for three days a week that is seeing real benefits over a year later. And 
we are working with 20 practices in the Bromley town/Orpington/Biggin Hill/Cray 
Valley area towards longer term placement of clinical pharmacists at their surgeries, 
to be part funded between NHS England, the CCG and the practices themselves. 
The impact of clinical pharmacists working with general practice will be closely 
monitored, including the impact on minor ailments going into GP appointments and 
Urgent Care Centres.  
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Appendix 1(Question 1) 
 

Year Month Month Name Group Name Calc Days Hours Avg Daily 
Rate 

net Amt vat Amt gross Amt Employee FTE as at 
last day of month 

2017 1 January 1. Adult Social Care 1,765.97 12,715.00 175.48 309,898.66 61,979.86 371,878.52 206.76 

2017 2 February 1. Adult Social Care 1,706.42 12,286.25 169.87 289,863.94 57,972.74 347,836.68 205.82 

2017 3 March 1. Adult Social Care 1,917.53 13,806.25 169.84 325,681.79 65,136.30 390,818.09 205.82 

2016 4 April 1. Adult Social Care 1,727.95 12,441.25 161.98 279,896.72 55,979.43 335,876.15 220.69 

2016 5 May 1. Adult Social Care 2,139.72 15,406.00 163.69 350,256.06 70,051.08 420,307.14 216.41 

2016 6 June 1. Adult Social Care 1,858.02 13,377.75 176.62 328,157.36 65,631.45 393,788.81 216.23 

2016 7 July 1. Adult Social Care 1,459.79 10,510.50 173.05 252,616.07 50,523.27 303,139.34 213.4 

2016 8 August 1. Adult Social Care 1,375.87 9,906.25 166.49 229,065.99 45,813.12 274,879.11 211.06 

2016 9 September 1. Adult Social Care 2,040.14 14,689.00 166.77 340,227.42 68,045.53 408,272.95 212.65 

2016 10 October 1. Adult Social Care 1,804.48 12,992.25 163.92 295,791.42 59,158.30 354,949.72 211.76 

2016 11 November 1. Adult Social Care 1,676.11 12,068.00 184.58 309,381.76 61,876.31 371,258.07 213.29 

2016 12 December 1. Adult Social Care 1,850.24 13,321.75 178.39 330,063.02 66,012.52 396,075.54 210.26 

2017 1 January 2. Childrens Social Care 1,811.49 13,042.75 256.01 463,763.16 92,752.48 556,515.64 236.22 

2017 2 February 2. Childrens Social Care 1,699.79 12,238.50 246.24 418,548.34 83,709.65 502,257.99 233.78 

2017 3 March 2. Childrens Social Care 2,007.29 14,452.50 271.65 545,271.80 109,054.05 654,325.85 235.32 

2016 4 April 2. Childrens Social Care 837.47 6,029.75 184.74 154,713.88 30,942.64 185,656.52 251.74 

2016 5 May 2. Childrens Social Care 1,030.42 7,419.00 193.58 199,464.23 39,892.84 239,357.07 246.90 

2016 6 June 2. Childrens Social Care 1,124.69 8,097.75 203.87 229,291.31 45,858.26 275,149.57 244.45 

2016 7 July 2. Childrens Social Care 1,037.43 7,469.50 203.53 211,151.83 42,230.28 253,382.11 241.87 

2016 8 August 2. Childrens Social Care 1,247.64 8,983.00 216.02 269,512.92 53,902.42 323,415.34 235.87 

2016 9 September 2. Childrens Social Care 1,893.78 13,635.25 221.97 420,356.14 84,071.14 504,427.28 235.19 

2016 10 October 2. Childrens Social Care 1,774.06 12,773.25 210.43 373,321.29 74,664.09 447,985.38 235.85 

2016 11 November 2. Childrens Social Care 1,938.13 13,954.50 220.49 427,340.02 85,467.82 512,807.84 235.35 

2016 12 December 2. Childrens Social Care 1,763.33 12,696.00 220.88 389,480.42 77,895.81 467,376.23 236.35 

2017 1 January 3. Other ECHS 479.24 3,450.50 191.85 91,941.37 18,388.26 110,329.63 336.54 

2017 2 February 3. Other ECHS 468.02 3,369.75 193.12 90,384.33 18,076.80 108,461.13 336.54 

2017 3 March 3. Other ECHS 499.10 3,593.50 223.07 111,334.01 22,266.79 133,600.80 335.74 

2016 4 April 3. Other ECHS 450.21 3,241.50 217.20 97,785.60 19,557.19 117,342.79 370.74 

2016 5 May 3. Other ECHS 524.05 3,773.13 223.32 117,027.39 23,405.45 140,432.84 367.71 

2016 6 June 3. Other ECHS 572.48 4,121.88 221.98 127,078.63 25,415.67 152,494.30 367.15 

2016 7 July 3. Other ECHS 461.96 3,326.13 215.39 99,502.15 19,900.37 119,402.51 357.07 

2016 8 August 3. Other ECHS 395.64 2,848.63 225.05 89,040.41 17,808.02 106,848.43 348.23 

2016 9 September 3. Other ECHS 540.89 3,894.38 208.83 112,951.27 22,590.25 135,541.52 335.66 
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2016 10 October 3. Other ECHS 465.38 3,350.75 227.90 106,059.49 21,211.88 127,271.37 336.26 

2016 11 November 3. Other ECHS 550.73 3,965.25 203.63 112,143.76 22,428.72 134,572.48 336.62 

2016 12 December 3. Other ECHS 603.13 4,342.50 191.54 115,522.96 23,104.51 138,627.46 334.35 

2017 1 January 4. ECS 627.57 4,518.50 146.80 92,127.03 18,425.46 110,552.49 357.15 

2017 2 February 4. ECS 689.20 4,962.25 147.84 101,890.40 20,378.15 122,268.55 356.34 

2017 3 March 4. ECS 672.85 4,844.50 148.45 99,882.35 19,976.51 119,858.86 360.59 

2016 4 April 4. ECS 604.31 4,351.00 133.23 80,512.28 16,102.38 96,614.66 384.83 

2016 5 May 4. ECS 749.62 5,397.25 138.69 103,962.22 20,792.91 124,755.13 381.94 

2016 6 June 4. ECS 765.52 5,511.75 141.87 108,600.76 21,720.16 130,320.92 376.83 

2016 7 July 4. ECS 606.15 4,364.25 137.60 83,404.20 16,680.83 100,085.03 372.54 

2016 8 August 4. ECS 602.64 4,339.00 135.43 81,615.95 16,323.22 97,939.17 368.59 

2016 9 September 4. ECS 753.40 5,424.50 143.66 108,230.78 21,646.10 129,876.88 365.08 

2016 10 October 4. ECS 657.57 4,734.50 145.14 95,437.24 19,087.36 114,524.60 361.71 

2016 11 November 4. ECS 685.73 4,937.25 146.73 100,616.90 20,123.40 120,740.30 363.22 

2016 12 December 4. ECS 668.61 4,814.00 150.01 100,301.60 20,060.38 120,361.98 354.25 

2017 1 January 5. Other 343.82 2,475.50 208.97 71,849.53 14,369.90 86,219.43 197.7 

2017 2 February 5. Other 350.76 2,525.50 202.79 71,131.41 14,226.25 85,357.66 194.12 

2017 3 March 5. Other 405.42 2,919.00 199.59 80,916.35 16,183.26 97,099.61 194.81 

2016 4 April 5. Other 287.95 2,073.25 204.39 58,853.80 11,770.74 70,624.54 216.69 

2016 5 May 5. Other 273.63 1,970.13 249.51 68,272.86 13,654.58 81,927.44 216.34 

2016 6 June 5. Other 446.09 3,211.88 180.27 80,416.79 16,083.34 96,500.13 219.84 

2016 7 July 5. Other 400.99 2,887.13 194.62 78,038.93 15,607.83 93,646.75 218.34 

2016 8 August 5. Other 376.45 2,710.48 168.40 63,393.70 12,678.74 76,072.45 215.97 

2016 9 September 5. Other 484.18 3,486.13 204.55 99,041.79 19,808.43 118,850.22 217.29 

2016 10 October 5. Other 366.49 2,638.75 194.69 71,354.17 14,270.91 85,625.08 189.61 

2016 11 November 5. Other 326.39 2,350.00 214.57 70,032.19 14,006.41 84,038.60 195.75 

2016 12 December 5. Other 332.99 2,397.50 216.07 71,948.86 14,389.81 86,338.66 196.75 

2017 1 January 6. Unknown 113.68 818.50 284.48 32,340.09 6,468.04 38,808.13 
 2017 2 February 6. Unknown 223.02 1,605.75 249.95 55,743.82 11,148.75 66,892.57 
 2017 3 March 6. Unknown 7.85 56.50 967.01 7,588.32 1,517.67 9,105.99 
 2016 8 August 6. Unknown 3.67 26.40 77.83 285.39 57.08 342.46 
 2016 9 September 6. Unknown 4.44 32.00 263.95 1,173.12 234.62 1,407.74 
 2016 10 October 6. Unknown 42.71 307.50 202.68 8,656.19 1,731.24 10,387.43 
 2016 11 November 6. Unknown 84.97 611.75 258.26 21,943.49 4,388.70 26,332.19 
 2016 12 December 6. Unknown 148.75 1,071.00 250.67 37,287.33 7,457.53 44,744.86 
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