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05 June 2020 

 
 
Dear Councillor 
 
I am now able to enclose, for consideration at the meeting of the OVERVIEW AND 
SCRUTINY COMMITTEE on Monday 8 June 2020 at 6.00 pm, the following reports that 
were unavailable when the agenda was printed. 
 

4    MINUTES  (Pages 2 - 22) 
 

 To confirm the Minutes of the meeting of the Committee held on 10 February and 24 
February 2020. 
 

5    DECISIONS OF THE CABINET RELATING TO RECOMMENDATIONS FROM 
THE OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY COMMITTEE  (Pages 23 - 25) 
 

 To receive the Cabinet decisions in respect of recommendations of the Overview 
and Scrutiny Committee. 
 

Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
 
 
Chief Executive  
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Minutes of the meeting of the OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY COMMITTEE held at 
the Council Offices, Whitfield on Monday, 10 February 2020 at 6.00 pm. 
 
Present: 
 
Chairman: Councillor L A Keen 

 
Councillors:  S H Beer 

T A Bond 
P D Jull (as substitute for Councillor J Rose) 
C A Vinson 
R S Walkden 
P Walker 
C D Zosseder 
 

Also Present: Councillor T J Bartlett 
Councillor N J Collor 
Councillor O C de R Richardson 
Interim Director of Property Services (East Kent Housing)   
 

Officers: Strategic Director (Operations and Commercial) 
Strategic Director (Corporate Resources) 
Head of Leadership Support 
Head of Finance and Housing 
Head of Commercial Services 
Waste Services Manager 
Strategic Development Lead (Leisure) 
Strategic Project Manager (Infrastructure) 
Democratic Services Manager 
Democratic Services Officer 
 

97 APOLOGIES  
 
Apologies for absence were received from Councillors J Rose and M Rose. 
 
 

98 APPOINTMENT OF SUBSTITUTE MEMBERS  
 
It was noted that in accordance with Council Procedure Rule 4, Councillor P D Jull 
had been appointed as substitute member for Councillor J Rose. 
 

99 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST  
 
Councillor T A Bond declared a Disclosable Pecuniary Interest (DPI) in Minute No. 
106 (Tides Leisure Centre) by reason of his wife’s employment at Tides and 
indicated that he would withdraw from the meeting for the consideration of that item 
of business. 
 

100 MINUTES  
 
The Minutes of the meeting held on 9 December 2020 and 20 January 2020 were 
approved as a correct record and signed by the Chairman. 
 

101 DECISIONS OF THE CABINET RELATING TO RECOMMENDATIONS FROM THE 
OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY COMMITTEE  
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There were no decisions of the Cabinet relating to recommendations made by the 
Overview and Scrutiny Committee to consider. 
 

102 ISSUES REFERRED TO THE COMMITTEE BY COUNCIL, CABINET, OR 
ANOTHER COMMITTEE  
 
The Democratic Services Manager advised that there were no issues referred to the 
Committee by Council, Cabinet or another Committee. 
 

103 NOTICE OF FORTHCOMING KEY DECISIONS  
 
The Democratic Services Manager presented the Notice of Forthcoming Key 
Decisions to the Committee for its consideration. 
 
RESOLVED: That the Notice of Forthcoming Key Decisions be noted. 
 
 

104 SCRUTINY WORK PROGRAMME  
 
The Democratic Services Manager presented the Overview and Scrutiny Work 
Programme to the Committee for its consideration. 
 
RESOLVED: That the Work Programme be noted. 
 

105 PUBLIC SPEAKING  
 
The Democratic Services Manager advised that no members of the public had 
registered to speak on items on the agenda to which the public speaking protocol 
applied. 
 

106 TIDES LEISURE CENTRE  
 
The Principal Leisure Officer presented the Tides Leisure Centre report.  
 
The report provided an update on the outcome of the options appraisal study which 
considered a range of options seeking to improve the facilities at Tides Leisure 
Centre.  
 
The report sought Cabinet agreement to further develop a project to construct a new 
build leisure centre to serve Deal and the wider district and to proceed with the next 
steps involved in delivering the project. The new build option offered the opportunity 
for the Council to provide a high quality, efficient, leisure centre as a longer-term 
solution with a designed life of 35-40 years serving the community of Deal and the 
wider district. The project would investigate how the funding gaps could be filled and 
the mix of facilities.  
 
If the council did not do anything with Tides Leisure Centre, it would result in the 
progressive closure of the leisure pool and health and fitness as the plant or parts of 
the building failed. 
 
Members discussed whether there was a role for Deal Town Council in contributing 
to the Project Advisory Group and the potential ways in which funding gaps could be 
met in developing the project.  
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RESOLVED:  That a representative from Deal Town Council be added to the 
membership of the Tides Project Advisory Group.  

 
(Councillor T A Bond declared a Disclosable Pecuniary Interest (DPI) in Minute No. 
106 (Tides Leisure Centre) by reason of his wife’s employment at Tides and 
withdrew from the meeting for the consideration of this item of business.) 
 

107 EXTENSION OF PARKING CHARGE PERIOD AND REVIEW OF ON-STREET 
PARKING CHARGES  
 
The Head of Commercial Services presented the report on the extension of the 
parking charge period and the review of on-street parking charges. The report 
sought agreement from the Cabinet for the parking charges for both on and off-
street parking to be extended by 1 hour (from 5pm to 6pm). 

 
Members questioned the reasoning behind the extension of charging from 5pm to 
6pm given anecdotal evidence that the car parks, particularly in Dover, were not full 
during these hours. That the charging hours had been reduced in 2015 to benefit 
businesses was also raised. The Head of Commercial Services advised that there 
would be consultation with local businesses, but it was not expected that there 
would be any impact on the evening economy because of this change.  
 
The £12,000 cost of making Albany Car Park free to park in was also questioned.  
 
The issue of rural car parking charges was raised and there was concern expressed 
as to whether urban car parks were in effect subsidising the use of rural car parks. 
Members were advised that there was consultation being undertaken with the rural 
parish councils and this would be reported back to the Cabinet.  
 
Councillor N J Collor advised that automatic number plate recognition to monitor 
parking on the zig-zag lines at schools and the introduction of additional electric 
charging points were projects that the additional parking revenue raised by the 
extension of the hours would fund.  
 
Councillor P D Jull moved, duly seconded by Councillor R S Walkden, that the 
Cabinet not proceed with recommendation 1 of the report on the grounds that the 
report contains no, or inadequate or irrelevant, information why changing the end 
charging time is necessary or desirable for financial or operational reasons to form 
the basis for an informed decision. In 2015 professional consultants recommended 
that the end charging time be moved earlier to 5pm. No reasons are given why this 
recommendation is no longer valid. No separate figure for the forecast financial 
impact of this change is provided. No evidence is provided that there is any 
shortage of spaces after 5pm that an increase in turnover would rectify. The 
Council’s own shopping survey shows that competition for trade is not with 
neighbouring town centre but with out of town shopping centres such as Westwood 
Cross and White Cliffs Business Park where parking is free all day.  
 
Councillor P D Jull subsequently agreed to amend his proposal so that it be taken 
into account by the Cabinet when the results of the consultation were known and 
that recommendations 2 and 3 of the report be recommended for approval. 
 
RESOLVED: That it be recommended to the Cabinet: 
 

(a) That it not proceed with extending the charging period by 1 hour 
from 0900-1700 to 0900-1800 for all On and Off-Street Parking 
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Places on the grounds that the report contains no, or inadequate 
or irrelevant, information why changing the end charging time is 
necessary or desirable for financial or operational reasons to 
form the basis for an informed decision. In 2015 professional 
consultants recommended that the end charging time be moved 
earlier to 5pm. No reasons are given why this recommendation is 
no longer valid. No separate figure for the forecast financial 
impact of this change is provided. No evidence is provided that 
there is any shortage of spaces after 5pm that an increase in 
turnover would rectify. The Council’s own shopping survey shows 
that competition for trade is not with neighbouring town centre but 
with out of town shopping centres such as Westwood Cross and 
White Cliffs Business Park where parking is free all day.  

 
The Cabinet is requested to take these points into account when 
considering the results of the consultation.  
 

(b) That the proposed on-street parking and permit charges, as set 
out at Appendix 1 of the report, be approved. 
 

(c) That the Transport and Parking Services Manager be authorised 
to take all necessary legal and procedural processes to give 
effect to recommendation (b), including the giving of notices, the 
making or amendment of any orders under the Road Traffic 
Regulation Act 1984 and, in consultation with the Leader of the 
Council and the Portfolio Holder for Transport and Licensing, the 
consideration of any representations received during the 
consultation process. 

 
108 WASTE AND CLEANSING CONTRACT  

 
The Waste Services Manager gave a presentation on the Waste and Cleansing 
Contract.  
 
Members were advised that the current Veolia contract ran until January 2021 and 
had an annual cost of approximately £3.8m. This contract covered the weekly 
servicing of 51,000 properties. The Council’s projected recycling rate for 2019/20 
was 48% with around 2-3% of the waste tonnage going to landfill. The Council also 
had 6300 garden waste subscribers and 820 litter bins across the district.  
 
In terms of the new contract, officers could not provide specific details about the 
tenders and costs as these were confidential under the tendering process. However, 
it was intended that the new contract would be awarded in June 2020 with a 
contract transition period from July to December 2020. This would be the subject of 
a Cabinet report.  
 
In response to a question on the recycling target of 65% Members were advised 
that the Council could do more in respect of communal waste and waste 
contamination to improve its performance. The Council would also look at ways to 
be more proactive in boosting recycling.  
 
The issue of roadside litter was raised by Members and it was stated that street 
cleansing was being discussed as part of the contract process.  
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Members raised concerns over the frequency of the emptying of litter bins and were 
advised that waste services could review specific issues if there were concerns. The 
new contract would contain provision for additional litter bins. 
 
In respect of a question concerning the roll out of further compactor bins, Members 
were advised that this would be looked at based on demand but there was a cost 
(£6,500 per bin) for providing extra compactor bins.  
 
RESOLVED: That the presentation be noted. 
 

109 EAST KENT HOUSING COMPLIANCE REPORT  
 
The Interim Director of Property Services (East Kent Housing) presented the 
Compliance Report for East Kent Housing to the Committee. 
 
The Compliance Report covered both communal blocks and domestic properties 
and reported the following levels of compliance as at 5 February 2020: 
 
Communal 

 Gas – 100.00% 

 Asbestos – 84.14% (+52.59% since 04/09/19) 

 EICRs – 36.57% (+7.42% since 04/09/19) 

 Passenger Lifts – 83.33% (-16.77% since 04/09/19) 

 Fire Risk Assessments – 100.00% 

 Fire Alarms – 100.00% (+4.42% since 04/09/19) 

 Legionella Risk Assessments – 100.00%  

 Emergency Lighting – 100.00% (+1.69% since 04/09/19) 
 
Members were advised all asbestos historic data had now been uploaded to the 
new portal. East Kent Housing were on target to complete all block asbestos 
inspections by the end of March 2020 with the required works undertaken by the 
autumn.  
The target for EICRs to reach compliance targets was the summer.  
 
Domestic 

 Gas (LGSRs) – 99.97% (-0.03% since 04/09/19) 

 Asbestos – 32.93% (+3.76% since 04/09/19) 

 EICRs – 13.16% 

 Smoke Detectors – 99.38% (+10.61% since 04/09/19) 
 
Members were advised that a new electrical contract commenced on the 2 January 
2020 with the contractor NRT. The contractor was initially focusing on communal 
block testing before moving on to domestic property testing. Present estimates were 
that these domestic tests would be completed by the summer 2020.  
 
Members expressed concern that for several of the figures provided the total 
number of properties seemed to vary without any explanation as to why this was the 
case. Members requested that this be investigated, and that the next compliance 
report set out the total number of properties with the subset of total properties for 
each element.  
 
Environmental Improvement Programme 
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East Kent Housing had diverted resources into achieving compliance and this had 
impacted on the delivery of the Environmental Improvement Programme. The 
Interim Director of Property Service (East Kent Housing) advised that if the 
compliance work was on target by June 2020, he would consider restoring the 
Environmental Improvement Programme for the remainder of the year 2020-21. A 
number of previously identified projects had been highlighted and these would be 
ready to be delivered when resources were made available. 
 
In addition, if the budget for the Environmental Improvement Programme was 
restored, East Kent Housing would promote it through its website and the tenant 
representative group so that new projects could be proposed in addition to the ones 
already planned.  
 
In response to a question on the historic underspend, the Strategic Director 
(Corporate Resources) advised that this had been returned to the Housing Revenue 
Account.  
 
Councillor L A Keen asked that a report could be made to a future meeting on the 
principles and waiting projects for the Environmental Improvement Programme. In 
addition, it was requested that further details be provided as to how tenants could 
propose projects to the programme in the event the programme was restored during 
2020.  
 

110 DRAFT CORPORATE PLAN 2020-2024  
 
The Head of Leadership Support and the Leader of the Council, Councillor T J 
Bartlett, presented the draft Corporate Plan for 2020-2024. 
 
The draft Corporate Plan identified the Council’s ongoing commitment to the 
regeneration of the District, both physical and social, and also emphasised the 
importance of the tourism agenda in realising the opportunities for the District and 
its economy. The climate change agenda was a cross-cutting theme within the Plan 
to facilitate a better environment for everyone. The draft Corporate Plan highlighted 
the focus on Dover Town as the Gateway to the UK/Europe and as a benefit to the 
whole District. 
 
To support the new Corporate Plan, the Performance Report would be redesigned 
to provide better linkages to the Corporate Plan.  
 
Members welcomed the commitment to Manston and the plans to enhance the 
Dover Museum and the Roman Painted House.  
 
Councillor C A Vinson welcomed the document and expressed the view that it would 
be a good document to show residents concerning the council’s objectives. He 
highlighted the need for clear targets relating to homelessness and deprivation 
which were not in the draft Corporate Plan. In response, the Head of Leadership 
Support stated that these would be picked up as part of the refresh of the State of 
the District.  
 
RESOLVED:  That it be recommended to the Cabinet that the Draft Corporate Plan 

2020-2024 be approved, subject to the inclusion of key performance 
indicators, service area objectives and the inclusion of any objective 
for homelessness and deprivation, and placed on the Council’s 
website for comments. 
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111 FEES AND CHARGES 2020/21  

 
The Strategic Director (Corporate Resources) presented the report on the proposed 
Fees and Charges for 2020-21. 
 
In response to questions from Members, it was stated that the variation in the 
inflation increases was due to rounding in some cases. In other cases, small 
inflationary increases were saved up over several years to be implemented in a 
single year. There were also a number of fees and charges increased over the level 
of inflation due to the need to cover the cost of delivering the service and some set 
by Government rather than the Council.  
 
Members discussed the bulk waste charges and whether there would be any impact 
on fly tipping through reducing the charge. It was noted that this could have an 
impact on the contractor’s costs and that Kent County Council charges had the 
biggest impact in respect of fly tipping.   
 
RESOLVED:  That it be recommended to the Cabinet that the bulk domestic waste 

– collection (Charge for 5 items) be reduced to £30 with a view to 
Cabinet promoting the bulk waste collection service to reduce fly-
tipping.  

 
112 COUNCIL BUDGET 2020/21 AND MEDIUM-TERM FINANCIAL PLAN 2020/21–

2023/24  
 
The Strategic Director (Corporate Resources) presented the Council Budget 
2020/21 and Medium-Term Financial Plan 2020/21–2023/24. It was his view as the 
Section 151 Officer that the budget had been prepared in an appropriate and 
prudent manner and that based upon the information available at the time of 
producing the report the estimates were robust and the resources were adequate 
for the Council’s spending plans in 2020/21. 
 
However, current funding (in particular from Business Rates (BR), the Fair Funding 
Review and New Homes Bonus) was volatile, difficult to predict and generally 
outside of the Council’s control. In addition, the Revenue Support Grant had seen a 
90% reduction in 2019/20 and was forecast to remain at this lower level (circa £57k) 
for 2020/21 and be nil thereafter.  
 
The main ‘headlines’ of the budget were as follows: 
 

• General Fund budget surplus of £2k for 2020/21; 
• Prudent General Fund balances maintained at over £2.6m; 
• DDC Council Tax increase of £4.95 for a Band D property, maintained the 

lowest Council Tax in East Kent; 
• Overall net expenditure levels increased slightly, in line with inflation; 
• No significant reductions in funding for services and no major changes in 

staffing levels. 
• Additional income had been generated and used to protect services. The 

main sources were from: 
o Increased Business Rates (mainly relating to renewable energy 

including one-off); 
o Increased Council Tax base and charge; 
o Treasury management investments; and 
o Commercial property regeneration initiatives. 
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The main ‘headlines’ of the Housing Revenue Account (HRA) were as follows: 
 

• 2020/21 budget funded; 
• HRA balances maintained for 2020/21; 
• Major variances for 2020/21: 

o Increase of rent by CPI +1% (2.7% in total); 
o Increased capital works; 

• Rents set by Government, and had been increased by CPI +1% in 2020/21; 
• Rents had been reduced by 1% per annum for the previous 4 years as 

required by Government; 
• The Council’s ability to service the £73m remaining debt, that the 

Government had required it to incur, needed to be protected, and that this 
should continue to be a priority. 

 
The main ‘headlines’ of the Capital and Special Revenue Projects were as follows: 
 

• The current capital programme of £261m was fully funded (subject to the 
borrowing arrangements for the Dover District Leisure Centre and the 
Property Investment Strategy); 

• The major projects in the programme were; 
o Property Investment Strategy; 
o Development of a Bus Rapid Transit System (BRT); 
o Refurbishment of Dover Town Hall; 
o Refurbishment of Tides Leisure Centre; and 
o Dover Market Square Public Realm Improvements. 

• The resources for funding capital and revenue projects would be largely 
exhausted by the current programme; 

• Future capital receipts were expected to come mainly from one-off asset 
sales and ongoing housing right to buy sales which amount to circa £500k 
per annum at current sales levels. This would not replenish capital funds and 
would not be sufficient to maintain the current planned level of activity in the 
future; 

• Revenue project resources would also be largely depleted, and no 
significant new resources were expected other than from contributions from 
the revenue budget. 

• Borrowing for capital purposes could be undertaken but this would make 
business case proposals for projects more challenging. 

 
Members discussed the Council’s property investments and were advised that the 
Council had made no significant new investments since 2017. The purchase of the 
former co-op building in Dover was not considered a traditional property investment 
due to its current usage.  
 
The issue of cost centre budgets was raised with Members requesting the addition 
of trend indicators so the year-to-year changes in the budget could be clearly 
identified. The Strategic Director (Corporate Resources) agreed to investigate the 
feasibility of making this change.  
 
 
The meeting ended at 9.55 pm. 
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Minutes of the meeting of the OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY COMMITTEE held at 
the Council Offices, Whitfield on Monday, 24 February 2020 at 6.00 pm. 
 
Present: 
 
Chairman: Councillor L A Keen 

 
Councillors:  D G Beaney 

S H Beer 
J Rose 
M Rose 
C A Vinson 
C D Zosseder 
 

Also Present: 
 

Caroline Selkirk (Managing Director of Ashford, Canterbury and 
Coastal, South Kent Coast and Thanet clinical commissioning 
groups) 
Nicky Bentley (Director of Strategy & Business Development, East 
Kent Hospitals University NHS Foundation Trust) 
 

Officers: Strategic Director (Corporate Resources) 
Head of Finance and Housing 
Democratic Services Manager 
Democratic Services Officer 
 

113 APOLOGIES  
 
Apologies for absence were received from Councillors R S Walkden and P Walker. 
 

114 APPOINTMENT OF SUBSTITUTE MEMBERS  
 
The Democratic Services Manager advised that no notice had been received for the 
appointment of substitute members. 
 

115 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST  
 
There were no declarations of interest made by Members. 
 

116 PUBLIC SPEAKING  
 
The Democratic Services Manager advised that no members of the public had 
registered to speak on items on the agenda to which the public speaking protocol 
applied. 
 

117 HOUSING MANAGEMENT OPTIONS APPRAISAL – OUTCOME OF FORMAL 
CONSULTATION  
 
The Strategic Director (Corporate Resources) presented the repot on outcome of 
the formal consultation over the Council’s continued participation in East Kent 
Housing. The results of the tenant and leaseholder consultation, the cost/benefit 
analysis and the risk analysis all supported bringing the management of the 
Council’s housing stock back in-house. 
 
Members were advised that this would be a complex task to undertake and that the 
Council had set-up seven work streams to do this. As part of these work streams 
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tenant engagement and communication would be examined. However, the 
immediate priority was to restore stability to the service and ensure compliance was 
achieved.  
 
There were also a number of risks in the process of bringing the management of the 
Council’s housing stock back in-house such as ensuring that the work needed to 
ensure compliance with key indicators carried on and retaining key staff during the 
transition period. In addition, East Kent Housing would remain a sovereign body 
during the transition process but at this point it only had one senior staff member on 
a full-time contract.  
 
The Strategic Director (Corporate Resources) advised that the Housing Revenue 
Account (HRA) remained in good condition and that savings had never been the 
driving purpose behind the formation of East Kent Housing and examples of where 
East Kent Housing had been granted extra funding by the Council were cited (such 
as the development of the single IT system or supporting work in respect of 
Universal Credit).  
The Council was not yet able to quantify the exact costs involved in bringing the 
service back in-house due to several variables and unknown costs. This included 
costs around the single IT system, compliance works and TUPE arrangements for 
staff. 
 
Members expressed support for the decision to bring the housing stock back in-
house and dismay at the findings of the Pennington report. In respect of issues 
around asset management and tackling anti-social behaviour where some Members 
felt there were failings in East Kent Housing, the Strategic Director (Corporate 
Resources) advised that these were areas in which Dover District Council was 
traditionally strong and when the service was brought back in-house it was hoped 
that these strengths would pass into the housing service. 
 
RESOLVED:  That it be recommended to Cabinet: 
 

(a) That a report be made to Cabinet and Overview and Scrutiny 
Committee at key milestones in the process of bringing housing 
services in-house.  
 

(b) That the Cabinet be commended for taking control and tackling 
the issue.  

 
118 LOCAL HEALTH SERVICES  

 
The Chairman welcomed Caroline Selkirk (Managing Director of Ashford, 
Canterbury and Coastal, South Kent Coast and Thanet clinical commissioning 
groups) and Nicky Bentley (Director of Strategy & Business Development, East Kent 
Hospitals University NHS Foundation Trust) who were in attendance to answer the 
key questions set by the committee.  
 
Buckland Hospital 
 
Q1 What is the current and planned status of the Buckland hospital maternity 
unit? 
 
There was no Maternity Unit at Buckland. In 2012, east Kent’s Clinical 
Commissioners consulted on closing the two stand-alone midwifery-led birthing 
units that were provided at Buckland Hospital in Dover (and at Kent and Canterbury 
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Hospital, Canterbury) in favour of establishing co-located MLUs (Midwifery-Led 
Units) at the Trust’s two acute hospital sites in Ashford and Margate. The 
consultation document outlined a number of key reasons underpinning the 
proposed closure of the two stand- alone MLUs, namely: 
 

 There were times when services had to be suspended to ensure safe 
levels of care in maternity wards on the acute sites; 

 

 They needed to ensure that they had the right staff with the right skills in 
the right place when they needed them. Sudden and unexpected staff 
absence and ensuring they had enough midwives where need was 
highest, meant that they sometimes needed to close the MLUs; 

 

 They were delivering an unfair service where the healthiest mums with 
lowest risk were likely to receive more one-to-one care than those high-
risk mothers giving birth in the consultant-led units. They needed to 
make sure they provided a fair service for every woman and her baby. 

 
The Trust now provided midwifery-led units that were co-located with full maternity 
services at both the William Harvey Hospital in Ashford and at Queen Elizabeth The 
Queen Mother Hospital in Margate. Low-risk mothers who have previously had a 
non- complicated, natural birth were also offered the option of having a home birth 
where they were fully supported by an experienced midwife throughout the labour 
and birth process. 
 
In response to a question from Members it was stated that the standard of care in 
maternity had not been to the level it should have been. The key to solving this was 
to make changes quickly and improve the organisational culture. A helpline had 
been set up to provide information and encourage communication. It was 
acknowledged that one preventable death was one to many. 
 
Q2 What services are currently available at Buckland hospital – are there 
plans to increase the range of services here? 
 
Buckland Hospital in Dover had a Minor Injuries Unit (MIU) which was soon to be 
transformed into an Urgent Treatment Centre (UTC) as part of a recent tender 
process by the CCG. The site also offered a range of outpatient facilities, renal 
satellite services, day hospital services, child health and child development 
services, day surgery for ophthalmology and diagnostic facilities. 
 
Adjacent to the hospital was the new Harmonia (Dementia) facility which was 
discussed in greater detail in the response to question 7. The Trust would always 
keep the range and type of services available under review but there was very little 
empty space at Buckland the services were well used.  
 
An app called ‘wait less’ was cited as an example of how patients could see the 
waiting times at the Buckland minor injury unit. 
 
Future Plans 
 
Q3 What does EKHUFT consider its largest challenges in the coming few 
years? 
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East Kent Hospitals University NHS Foundation Trust (EKHUFT) was one of the 
largest hospital trusts in England and ran three acute (major) hospital sites. It had 
more than 250,000 A&E attendances, about 95,000 hospital stays, and 810,000 
outpatient attendances every year. 
 
As well as the services it provided for the people of east Kent, EKHUFT also 
provided some specialist services for most or all of Kent and Medway, including 
dialysis for kidney patients in Medway and Maidstone and a specialist cardiac 
service at the William Harvey Hospital, Ashford for people across Kent and 
Medway. It has also recently taken on providing AAA (vascular) services for the 
residents of Medway. 
 
People in east Kent get the overwhelming majority of their healthcare – around 90% 
- from GP practices and community-based physical and mental health services. 
Almost all the rest - about 10% - was provided by EKHUFT. 
 
Most of the services the hospital trust delivered were relatively routine care - i.e. 
outpatient appointments, day surgery, diagnostic services and urgent care for 
everyday illnesses and injuries. About 1.4% of local people’s healthcare was 
complex, specialist and major emergency care. 
 
At any given time, relatively few of us need highly specialist services but everyone 
wanted to know these services were available 24/7 in case they need them and for 
them to offer the highest possible quality of care. 
 
Challenges and drivers for change. 
 
The way services work across east Kent needed to change because: 
 

 Healthcare needs: the healthcare needs of the population were 
changing – health and care services must change too 

 

 Quality: the quality of east Kent hospital services would not improve 
without major change 

 

 Workforce: there were significant staffing shortages across the east 
Kent system and change is needed to ensure east Kent is an 
attractive place to work 

 

 Buildings: East Kent Hospitals University NHS Foundation Trust’s 
hospital estate was in poor condition. 

 
All of these issues, if not responded to appropriately would affect quality of care for 
patients, patient experience and recruitment within the Trust. 
 
There also needed to be a variety of career options (portfolio careers), particularly 
as many GPs wanted to be salaried rather than a partner in a practice and had 
interests in specialising that traditional general practice did not provide. There was 
also evidence that people tended to settle near where they trained if they liked the 
area and the medical school would be an asset in this respect.  
 
Q4 What are the future plans for Deal and Dover hospitals? 
 

13



Members were directed to the response to Q1 above regarding Buckland Hospital, 
Dover. 
 
Members were advised that there was no intention to downgrade Deal Hospital. 
 
Deal Hospital was managed by Kent Community NHS Trust and provided a 22 bed 
in- patient unit providing a rehabilitation and intermediate care service. There was a 
12-hour (8-8) minor Injuries Service supported by an X-ray service and Phlebotomy 
(blood tests) service. 
 
Members questioned what impact the shortage of GPs would have on GP led 
services at Dover and Deal Hospitals and were advised that by providing portfolio 
careers with a variety of opportunities it would assist in attracting and retaining staff. 
 
 
Q5 What is happening about 3 East Kent hospitals going down to 2 and have 
any decisions been made? 
 
The problem is the proposed closure of Canterbury hospital, which all the 
consultations point to this being in the best position for a major hospital for 
all of east Kent. The new medical school will be based at Canterbury but there 
is a limited hospital service provision there at the moment, which does not 
make sense. 
 
There were no plans to reduce the number of hospitals in east Kent from 3 to 2 or to 
close any hospitals. 
 
Over a number of years, leading doctors and other health and care professionals in 
east Kent have led the development of the clinical model to provide the health and 
care that people in east Kent need. A long list of options was evaluated against a 
set of hurdle criteria and a medium list of options was identified. The medium list of 
options (two options) is currently being evaluated, including being tested with the 
South East Clinical Senate, to establish which options go out to public consultation. 
Patients and members of the public, the voluntary sector, community 
representatives, health overview and scrutiny committees and regulators are 
involved throughout this process. 
 
It is important to note that the “do minimum” scenario is not deliverable or 
sustainable, but provides a benchmark by giving a realistic cost for reversing 
temporary changes made in recent years, adding in a number of changes and 
developments likely to happen in the next 12 years, and taking account of local 
investment and savings plans. 
 
Both options being evaluated continue to deliver three vibrant, busy hospitals in 
Margate, Ashford and Canterbury, which work together and with other services, to 
deliver high quality services to meet the changing needs of the population of east 
Kent. 
 
Both options propose centralising specialist and major emergency inpatient services 
onto one hospital site in east Kent and separating low-risk planned surgery from 
emergency and high-risk surgery. Both options strengthened the provision of 
intensive care and paediatric surgery by consolidating them on one or two sites 
(rather than three as now). 
 
Both options also considered the existing hospitals and geography of east Kent.  
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All three major hospitals will continue to provide the services which must be local 
because of how often they are used: 
 

 24/7 urgent treatment for illness and injury  

 day surgery – which makes up more than 85% of all planned surgery  

 outpatient clinics  

 same-day treatment centres for people with breathing problems, deep vein 
thrombosis  

 planned treatment centres for chemotherapy, dialysis and other treatments  

 a 48-hour assessment and treatment unit for frail people.  
 
Under both options, they would: 
 

 increase the number of inpatient beds (compared to now) to meet growing 
demand; and 

 increase the number of intensive care beds. 
 
 
Option 1 proposed: 
 

 a major emergency centre: William Harvey Hospital, Ashford will become a 
major emergency centre with 24/7 A&E, critical care, all specialist services 
including for hyper acute and acute stroke, inpatient women’s health 
services including consultant-led labour ward and midwife-led birthing unit, 
inpatient children’s care, acute medical services, emergency and high-risk 
surgery, a 24/7 urgent treatment centre, day surgery, outpatient services 

 

 an emergency centre: Queen Elizabeth The Queen Mother Hospital, 
Margate will remain as an emergency centre with 24/7 A&E and critical care, 
inpatient women’s health services including consultant-led labour ward and 
midwife-led birthing unit, inpatient children’s care, acute medical services, 
emergency and high-risk surgery, a 24/7 urgent treatment centre, day 
surgery, outpatient services 

 

 an integrated care hospital: Kent and Canterbury Hospital (K&C), 
Canterbury will become an integrated care hospital with a 24/7 urgent 
treatment centre, same day emergency care, same day planned care 
(chemotherapy, endoscopy, dialysis), frailty assessment unit and beds, step-
up step-down beds, day surgery, outpatient services, and centre for low-risk 
elective surgery. 

 
Option 2 proposed: 
 

 a major emergency centre (MEC): Kent and Canterbury Hospital will 
become a major emergency centre with 24/7 A&E, critical care, all specialist 
services including for hyper acute and acute stroke, all acute inpatient 
services including emergency and high-risk surgery, acute medicine, 
inpatient women’s health services including consultant-led labour ward, 
midwife-led birthing unit, inpatient children’s care, a 24/7 urgent treatment 
centre, day surgery, outpatient services 

 

 two integrated care hospitals: William Harvey Hospital and Queen 
Elizabeth The Queen Mother Hospital become integrated care hospitals. 
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They will each have a 24/7 urgent treatment centre, same day emergency 
care, same day planned care (chemotherapy, endoscopy, dialysis), frailty 
assessment units and beds, step-up step-down beds, day surgery, 
outpatient services and centre for low-risk elective surgery. 

 

 a standalone midwife-led birthing unit at Margate. 
 
In addition to these options, major trauma would still be treated at Kings but it was 
expected that there would be other services that could be brought back to the area. 
 
Q6 What extra funding will our 3 hospitals get with the new central 
Government plans, and what will this be spent on? 
 
This response followed on directly from the answers given above. Financing the 
options was clearly critical to the plans. The source of capital was through additional 
NHS Capital Funding for Option 1 in its entirety. 
 
For option 2 the source was a combination of NHS Capital Funding and private 
investment. 
 
Internally generated capital within the Trust would also be used to address any 
backlog maintenance and equipment replacement programme. 
 
Q7 Please could you provide an update on the progress of the local dementia 
village near Buckland Hospital 
 
This exciting and innovative facility is now called Harmonia. The development model 
was designed to allow people living with dementia to live as independently as 
possible. 
 
In 2015 there were 850,000 people living with the condition in the UK and by 2025 it 
is estimated that this will have grown to nearly 1,150,000. Dementia now costs the 
UK economy £26.3 billion a year. 
 
The six semi-detached houses have five bedrooms each to house residents living 
with dementia. There are also guest house facilities and a village hub/community 
centre. The construction phase was now complete. 
 
Known officially as Community Areas of Sustainable Care and Dementia Excellence 
in Europe (CASCADE), Harmonia was part of a wider project that involved partners 
from the UK, the Netherlands, Belgium and France. Harmonia would provide longer 
term and short-term respite care which will fully engage with the local community. 
The wider project will be the basis for passing shared learning and cross-border 
excellence in dementia care for the future. 
 
All the equipment and furniture had been supplied and installed. The facility was 
already being used by a range of local community groups. 
 
To provide “healthcare” Harmonia was formally required to have a Care Quality 
Commission (CQC) certificate. This was granted on 19 February 2020 and the 
homes were now formally registered as a Nursing Home. 
 
Harmonia had sufficient staff and would begin a phased opening from March 2020. 
Approximately one house per month (i.e. five residents) will open over the course of 
2020. 
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Staffing and Services 
 
Q8 How many scheduled operations are cancelled? 
 
In answering the question please could you explain the causes for 
cancellations and how many of these are rescheduled within the national time 
guidelines? 
 
Planned operations (also called elective surgery) like a hip or knee replacement 
were too frequently cancelled for “non-clinical” reasons. Some common non-clinical 
reasons for cancellations included ward beds being unavailable, emergency cases 
needing theatres, theatre lists over-running or no critical care bed being available. 
These cancellations could occur on the day the patient was due to arrive, after they 
have arrived in hospital or on the day of their operation. 593 such cancellations took 
place in east Kent, during 2018-19. 
 
Q9 Are there shortages in specialist doctors/consultants provision in East 
Kent hospitals, and if so what is being done to increase the number? If 
shortages exist, what is causing these shortages? 
 
Over the last 20 years, the increasing specialisation of medicine and surgery on a 
national level had increased the staffing needs of hospital services. Where once 
there was the generalist, there are now a large number of specialist rotas increasing 
the demand on workforce at both a local and national level. This improved patient 
care and outcomes but contributed to national staff shortages in key areas. 
 
NHS staff in east Kent are hard-working, dedicated and strive to provide the highest 
quality of care they can to patients. 
 
In east Kent, there were long standing issues with recruitment, in particular for 
emergency care services. Nearly half the emergency medicine consultant posts at 
East Kent Hospitals University NHS Foundation Trust (EKHUFT) were vacant 
(double the national average) and a quarter of critical care consultants were 
expected to retire within the next four years. 
 
This meant that health and care services needed to be organised in the way that 
would best attract and keep staff. Specialist hospital centres and centres of 
excellence were more attractive places to work, with higher job satisfaction and 
better opportunities for professional development. In the short term, the Trust was 
looking at overseas recruitment but in the longer term it was hoped that the medical 
school would provide local consultants.  
 
Q10 What is the situation in relation to general doctor and support medical 
(like radiographers etc.) at QEQM, and at Ashford? 
 
This was covered by the responses to Q9 and Q11. 
 
Q11 Are there shortages in nurse provision in the 3 East Kent hospitals, and if 
so what is being done to increase the number? 
 
It was widely reported that there was a national concern about recruiting and 
retaining sufficient numbers of nursing staff to meet demand. In the first quarter of 
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18/19 national nursing vacancy rates stood at 11.8%, which equated to 41,722 
vacancies. 
 
EKHUFT’s nursing vacancy rates demonstrate that Emergency and Urgent Care 
and Acute and Speciality Medicine are the areas of greatest concern and are 
significantly higher than the national average at 24% and 19% respectively. 
 
Q12 What is causing nurse shortages? What financial support is available for 
potential students wishing to train as nurses (for example at Christchurch 
University, Canterbury) given that I believe that such students now have to 
pay tuition fees (apart from mental health nurse students)? 
 
Nurses were a critical part of healthcare and made up the largest section of the 
health profession. Many of the factors also applied to other professions such as 
Midwives. A shortage of nurses could ultimately significantly affect the quality of 
patient care, with increased waiting times, potential risks to patient safety and 
patient experience. 
 
The reasons for the shortage were multiple and were not unique to EKHUFT. Staff 
were leaving the service due to low job satisfaction whilst recruitment and retention 
continued to be a growing problem. 
 
Nationally the overall number of nurses employed had increased but this didn't meet 
the increased demand. There were 36,000 nursing vacancies in England and 
33,000 of these were filled by expensive agency or temporary staff. These 
shortages mean that many NHS nurses “don’t feel able to provide the level of care 
they should be”. 
 
Retention was a growing issue with increased pressures on the workforce. 
Research suggested 70% of nurses leave the NHS within their first year of 
qualifying. Additionally, 28% of EU nurses have left since the result of the Brexit 
referendum and overseas have halved. Cuts to nursing bursaries had also led to a 
33% drop in university applicants. 
 
The Trust was attempting to provide for more flexible working arrangements as this 
was one of the draws of agency work. It was acknowledged that this could also 
bring additional pressures on the workforce if not properly managed.  
 
Q13 What is the latest news on the Stroke unit location 
 
General stroke services were currently provided in many of Kent and Medway’s 
hospitals including at William Harvey Hospital in Ashford and at Queen Elizabeth 
The Queen Mother Hospital in Margate. There were currently no specialist hyper 
acute stroke units in Kent and Medway. Hyper acute stroke units (HASUs) in other 
parts of the country had been shown to significantly improve outcomes for people 
who have had a stroke. 
 
Although stroke staff do their very best, the way services were currently organised 
meant that some people did not get the right treatment fast enough, particularly 
overnight and at weekends. Most hospitals in Kent and Medway struggled to 
consistently meet national best practice standards of care for stroke patients, for 
example giving people a brain scan within an hour of getting to hospital. This was 
mainly because the resources were stretched too thinly across too many hospitals. 
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The aim was to make sure urgent stroke services in Kent and Medway could meet 
national best practice standards so that patients received the best possible chance 
of survival and recovery. 
 
Reorganising urgent stroke services into three hyper acute stroke units in Kent and 
Medway would mean everyone treated for stroke, would receive consistently high-
quality care regardless of where they live or what time of day or night a stroke 
occurs. These new units would allow people to get the best possible care in the vital 
first few hours and days immediately after their stroke, saving lives and reducing 
disability. From national and international evidence and from examples in other 
parts of the country, hyper acute stroke units help reduce disability and death from 
stroke. In London, hyper acute stroke units have reduced deaths from stroke by 
nearly 100 each year. 
 
NHS commissioners had planned carefully to make sure that the travel time to the 
proposed new hyper acute stroke units was as short as possible. The evidence, 
from elsewhere in the country where similar changes have already been made, 
shows that patients who are treated in a hyper acute stroke unit have a much better 
chance of surviving and making a good recovery, even if they travel further to get 
there. 
 
Depending on where you live, the ambulance journey to reach one of the proposed 
hyper acute stroke units may be longer than being taken to your current nearest 
A&E. However, a shorter journey to a hospital without a hyper acute stroke unit can 
be worse for stroke patients than a longer journey to a hyper acute stroke unit. The 
evidence demonstrated that keeping to a minimum the time taken from calling 999 
to getting a brain scan and appropriate treatment, gave stroke patients the best 
outcomes. As hyper acute stroke units had dedicated teams on hand 24-7, they 
could often respond faster when a patient arrived at hospital than A&E departments 
without a hyper acute stroke unit. This cut down the overall time between calling 
999 and getting treatment, even if the patient had travelled further. 
 
The Joint Committee of Clinical commissioning Groups for the stroke review had 
agreed to establish three hyper acute stroke units in Kent and Medway with the 
proposed sites being Darent Valley, Maidstone and William Harvey hospitals. 
 
Hospital Transportation 
 
Q14 What arrangements are there for people who either cannot, or do not, 
drive, but need to attend hospital - any of the three main hospitals: WH, 
QEQM, KCH and of course Buckland 
 
Non-emergency patient transport to the hospitals in east Kent was provided by a 
contractor. The non-emergency patient transport service was for people whose 
health means they cannot get to or from their NHS appointment in any other way. 
 
Anyone could find out if they were eligible for patient transport by calling the 
freephone bookings line on 0800 096 0211, 24 hours a day.  
 
Patients (or carers, such as a family member) would be taken through a simple, 
confidential assessment process to check eligibility. If a patient was not eligible 
alternative services were possible, including volunteer driver schemes.  
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The eligibility criteria was set nationally and had not changed. However, a 
considerable amount of work had been done in Kent and Medway to ensure that the 
criteria were applied in a completely fair and consistent way. 
 
All patients will go through an eligibility criteria assessment when booking their 
transport. 
 
Generally patient transport was available for patients who: 
 

 required assistance from skilled ambulance staff e.g. require access 
to oxygen whilst travelling. 

 

 had a medical condition that would prevent them from travelling to 
hospital by any other means. 

 

 had a medical condition that might put them at risk from harm if they 
were to travel independently. 

 

 had treatment with side effects that required support from skilled 
ambulance staff. 

 
Accident and Emergency 
 
Q15 What are the Emergency ambulance response times to Deal, and 
comparative journey times to William Harvey, QEQM and Canterbury (if there 
were an Emergency department there) 
 
Response times and access and travel/transport issues were a key concern for 
people across east Kent. The Ambulance Trust would be the appropriate body to 
provide this information to the Committee. 
 
A Travel Advisory Group had been established to support the plans. Additional 
evaluation sub-criteria were added to the accessibility criteria to ensure that 
emergency ambulance travel times, car and public transport times, and the overall 
distance from hospitals were evaluated with a particular focus on deprived 
communities. 
 
Greater distances to travel had been highlighted as a major concern when ensuring 
those who are very ill can access acute care as fast as possible. The overall metric 
under any option was for 95% of the east Kent population to access an A&E 
department within 60 minutes. 
 
Q16 What are the recent waiting times for patients to be treated in A&E in the 
East Kent hospitals which serve Dover – Canterbury, Ashford and QEQM? Do 
these breach the national guidelines? 
 
The NHS saw record numbers of patients in emergency departments across the 
country in December and like Trusts elsewhere, the hospitals in east Kent were 
extremely busy. The staff treated more than 4,000 additional patients in December 
2019 compared with the same period the previous year and worked tirelessly to 
provide the best possible care. 
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Despite the additional pressures, almost three quarters were seen within the 
national standard and the Trust continued to focus on improving that figure so that 
no one had to wait longer than the Trust would like. 
 
This issue was one of the major drivers for change and the future design of services 
which would require whole system change to the provision of A&E services, ways of 
working within the Trusts workforce and how patients accessed the services. 
 
The focus of the reconfiguration and the forthcoming consultation was to ensure 
there were high quality and sustainable services across the urgent and emergency 
care pathway which will lead to improvements in the quality of care in the long term.  
 
Although there was increased demand on A&E services, minor injury units had 
successfully diverted some people away from A&E. Members welcomed this for 
those patients who did not need to go to A&E and could receive treatment quicker in 
minor injury units.  
 
Across the crucial Cancer services, the Trust achieved the 62 day standard for the 
first time since 2014 in Q3 and was continuing to show improvement against all 
tumour pathways. Also, there was sustained improvement in the 2 week wait 
standards, 31 day standards and delivery of the 62 day standard in October and 
December 2019. 
 
Q17 How many beds are needlessly occupied in our local hospitals by elderly 
people awaiting suitable social care packages to allow them to leave the 
hospitals promptly on completion of medical treatment? What is being done 
locally with KCC Social Services to address this problem and increase 
suitable social care provision? What information is available about bed-
blocking locally? Is there enough care in the community/care homes for 
people to be discharged when they are ready? 
 
The number of frail people and people with complex needs was growing fast in east 
Kent. Sometimes people could end up ‘stranded’ in hospital beds, where they could 
be at risk of catching infections, falls, and muscle wastage. 
 
Reducing delayed transfers of care and length of stay improved hospital flow would 
have a positive impact on the Emergency Department. Ensuring appropriate length 
of stay and avoiding delayed transfers of care involved a multi-faceted system wide 
approach, working with primary care, community care and local authorities. 
 
An internal audit undertaken in November 2016, identified that of 915 occupied 
beds audited at EKUFT, nearly 36% patients were medically fit to leave their current 
setting of care, but whose discharge was delayed for a number of reasons. 
 
While it was best for frail people to avoid hospital wherever possible, some people 
needed to recover from illness or injury with round-the-clock medical supervision. 
The Trusts vision would provide this care, linking emergency and community 
services, and improving patients’ chances of regaining their strength and 
independence. 
 
There were 275 community beds in east Kent providing both health (188 beds) and 
social care (87 beds). The main providers are Kent Community Health NHS 
Foundation (KCHT) (99 beds) and Kent County Council (KCC) (87 beds). 
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In east Kent, there are approximately 7,955 older people in either nursing or 
residential homes. 
 
The Trust was undertaking work to identify the number of beds it needed based on 
demographics and care needs.  
 
An integral part of the plans involved a close partnership with KCC to in addition to 
increasing the number of hospital inpatient beds, build health and care services 
outside hospital for people who can be cared for elsewhere, which would enable the 
NHS in east Kent to meet the needs of its population now and for the future. 
 
The Chairman thanked Caroline Selkirk (Managing Director of Ashford, Canterbury 
and Coastal, South Kent Coast and Thanet clinical commissioning groups) and 
Nicky Bentley (Director of Strategy & Business Development, East Kent Hospitals 
University NHS Foundation Trust) for attending the meeting and answering the 
committee’s questions.  
 
 
The meeting ended at 8.13 pm. 
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Record of Decisions: Executive Functions 
 

     

Decision Status Record of Decision 
Alternative options 

considered and 
rejected (if any) 

Reasons for Decision 

Conflicts of interest 
(if any) declared by 

decision maker(s) or 
consultees (if any) 

CAB 151 
1.6.20 
Open 
 
Key Decisions 
Yes 
 
Call-in to apply 
Yes 
 
Implementation 
Date 
9 June 2020 

HOUSING MANAGEMENT OPTIONS APPRAISAL - OUTCOME OF 
FORMAL CONSULTATION 
 
It was agreed: 
 

(a) That the Overview and Scrutiny Committee’s recommendation 
(a), made at its meeting held on 24 February 2020 (Minute No 
117), be accepted, as follows: 

 
That a report be made to Cabinet and the Overview and Scrutiny 
Committee at key milestones in the process of bringing housing 
back in house. 

 
(b) That the Overview and Scrutiny Committee’s recommendation 

(b), made at its meeting held on 24 February 2020 (Minute No 
117), be noted. 

 
(c) That Cabinet decision CAB 136 be reaffirmed, subject to (a) 

above.  
 
 
 
 

None. The Overview and 
Scrutiny 
Committee, at its 
meeting held on 24 
February 2020, 
considered Cabinet 
decision CAB 136 
of 20 February 
2020 and made a 
recommendation. 
 

 

 

Decision Status Record of Decision 
Alternative options 

considered and 
rejected (if any) 

Reasons for Decision 

Conflicts of interest 
(if any) declared by 

decision maker(s) or 
consultees (if any) 

CAB 152  
1.6.20 

OVERVIEW OF PROCUREMENT POLICY 
 

None. The Overview and 
Scrutiny 
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Open 
 
Key Decisions 
No  
 
Call-in to apply 
Yes 
 
Implementation 
Date 
9 June 2020 

It was agreed: 
 

(a) That the Overview and Scrutiny Committee’s recommendation 
(a), made at its meeting held on 2 March 2020 (Minute No 132), 
be rejected as it would be inconsistent with general practice. 

 
(b) That the Overview and Scrutiny Committee’s recommendation 

(b), made at its meeting held on 2 March 2020 (Minute No 132), 
be accepted, subject to the proviso that local businesses would 
be encouraged to bid for contracts ‘where this was appropriate’. 

 
 
 

Committee, at its 
meeting held on 2 
March 2020, 
received an 
overview of the 
Council’s 
procurement policy 
and made two 
recommendations 
to Cabinet.   
 

Decision Status Record of Decision 
Alternative options 

considered and 
rejected (if any) 

Reasons for Decision 

Conflicts of interest 
(if any) declared by 

decision maker(s) or 
consultees (if any) 

CAB 153 
1.6.20  
Open 
 
Key Decisions 
No  
 
Call-in to apply 
Yes 
 
Implementation 
Date 
9 June 2020 

APPOINTMENTS TO TIDES PROJECT ADVISORY GROUP 
 
It was agreed that the Overview and Scrutiny Committee’s 
recommendation, made at its meeting held on 2 March 2020 (Minute No 
132), be noted.  It was also noted that the work of the Tides Project 
Advisory Group had been suspended as a result of the Coronavirus 
pandemic.  
 
 
 
 

None. The Overview and 
Scrutiny 
Committee, at its 
meeting held on 2 
March 2020, 
considered Cabinet 
decision CAB 141 
of 24 February 
2020 and made a 
recommendation. 
 
The work of the 
Tides Project 
Advisory Group 
(PAG) has been 
suspended for the 
time being.  Deal 
Town Council’s 
comments will be 
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taken into account 
when the PAG 
reconvenes and its 
membership is 
being considered.    
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