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Children’s Scrutiny Panel 

14th July 2021 

Meeting commenced: 6.00pm 

Meeting ended: 7:50pm 
 

Present:  

Councillor Brocklehurst (in the chair) 
 

Councillors:  

Karen Garrido, Lewis Nelson, Hannah Robinson-Smith, Jake Rowland, Joan Walsh, Collette Weir.  
 

Co-opted Members: 

Dr Alex Klein 
 

Officers: 

Cathy Starbuck – Assistant Director Education and Skills 

Liz Wright – Democratic Services (Clerk) 

Members of the public: 

 One 
 

1. Apologies for Absence 

Apologies were received from Councillor Brooks, Councillor Leitner, Councillor Reynolds, 

Councillor Wade, Councillor Walker, Dr Archer, Jacqui Morrissey and Judith Elderkin.  

2. Declarations of interest 

There were no declarations of interest.  

3. Minutes of the previous meeting 

 The minutes of the meeting held on 14th April had been reviewed at the training and 

development session on 9th June and were presented for formal approval. 

 The notes from the training and development session had been circulated with the papers 

for the meeting. 
 

Resolved:  That, the minutes of the meeting held on 14th April 2021 were approved as a true 

and correct record. 

4. Matters arising from the minutes 

4a. Membership issues:   

 Concern was raised that there were still vacancies for the RC Diocese representative and 
Free Church representative.   

 The clerk would raise the vacancy again with the RC Diocese and it was also discussed 
whether SACRE could help to find a Free Church representative. 

 
4b. Training and Development notes: 

 A member asked what the transition policy referred to.  It was confirmed that this was this 

was work undertaken by the Assistant Director for Public Health, Nursing and Wellbeing 
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(Debbie Blackburn) focused on the transition of children to adulthood and their access to 
mental health services. 

 A member asked if the transition policy also included the transition for children to adulthood 
for work, training and education.  It was confirmed it did not but that this was covered by the 
NEET (Not in Education Employment and Training) Strategy. 

 
Resolved: That, the Children’s Scrutiny Panel requested that the clerk raise the Roman 

Catholic schools representative with Salford RC Diocese again and SACRE be approached to 
see if they could help with the Free Church representative. 

5. Salford’s Education Recovery Plan 

The Assistant Director of Education and Skills (Cathy Starbuck) introduced the report and 
highlighted the following. 

 The update report presented at the January 2021 meeting was also circulated with the 
report. 

 The plan was a live document and headteacher were continually reviewing and updating it.  

There was a working group that was regularly reviewing it and the membership of the group 
included Headteacher representative from all types and phases of schools as well.  

 The focus of the recovery would be on the curriculum 

 The Curriculum: 

o The primary schools would receive £26,000 catch-up funding.   
o Some additional funding was available for some schools for summer schools and for 

tuition (1 to 1 or in group). 

o Many schools were using some of their own staff for tutoring as some of the vulnerable 
children needed the consistency and familiarity of people they knew. 

o Some schools were buying in the tuition from private providers.  Paragraph 2 and 3 of 
the report provided more details. 

o Further funding was expected next term. 

 Attendance: 
o The Local Authority (LA) continued to track pupil attendance in detail and the DfE portal 

allowed for national and Greater Manchester (GM) comparisons. 
o At the time of publication of the report attendance was at the same level as it had been 

in Spring 2021 as the number of cases continued to rise. 
o The LA multi-agency approach to supporting attendance and schools had reported a 

strengthening of relationships with families with the many families during the pandemic.   

o Home learning had been developed and all isolating children were being supported by 
their schools while they had to stay at home. 

o Services were adapting to supporting schools. 
o Most schools were providing summer schools. 

 The Education Recovery Plan Document: 

o The plan was a three year strategy and outlined the key actions with measurable 
outcomes. 

o A working group was monitoring the plan and the plan would be adapted to respond to 

changes and need. 

The Chair invited questions and comments from the members. 

 A member asked if there had been an increased need for alternative provision.  It was 

reported there had been vast reduction in exclusions, including when the schools had re-

opened and schools had used a trauma based approach.  The recovery plan included an 

inclusion strategy based on emotionally friendly schools. 

 A member asked if the number of managed moves had increased.  It was reported that  
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these had reduced in use and could be very disruptive to a child. 

 A member asked if there had been an increase in non-Covid related staff sickness 

absence.  It was confirmed that there had been no significant increase in staff sickness 

absence the staff had been very supportive to each other.  The LA had also been very 

proactive using a health and wellbeing approach. 

 A member asked what Salford’s approach to bubbles would be in the future.  It was 

reported that the national guidance had just been relaxed on bubbles and the LA would 

follow this.  From 16th August under 18s would not be isolating on contact but if there was 

an outbreak of Covid the outbreak management plan would be put into action. 

 A member asked if there was a specific strategy to support children who had not engaged 

with home learning.  In terms of vulnerable children, some had thrived but some children 

who had previously not been expected to struggle had been adversely impacted.  Some 

families who were struggling due to the impact of Covid would not have been those 

expected to struggle in the past.  Schools had adopted a quality first approach and so were 

reviewing the curriculum to ensure it was informed by the children’s actual understanding. 

 A member asked about how the relationships between families and schools had been 

strengthened and especially in regard to mental health, summer schools and specialist 

therapy services.  It was reported that a Team Around the School approach had been 

adopted, with schools supporting families with access to benefits advice, food banks, 

housing support.  School Co-ordinators were being used across the city to support and 

develop this approach. The holiday activity scheme that was held each year was supported 

by the community committees.  There was extra funding available this year with fun 

activities, physical activities and with food and meals included.  The summer schools were 

aimed at Year 6 and 7 in schools and most secondary schools were running them.  This 

was very important especially in light of the cancelation of the traditional transition activities 

in schools due to Covid. Special schools had been supported by multi-agency partners and 

all children with Education and Health Care Plans (EHCPs) had been supported.     

  A member asked about the access to specialist services during the pandemic.  It was 

explained that schools had had to balance minimising contact (as had been required due to 

Covid) and the need for access to specialist teachers.  This had been carefully risk 

assessed to ensure decisions were not to detriment of the young people involved. 

 A member asked how schools had dealt with the variety in family circumstances.  It was 

explained how schools had adapted to the changing circumstances and examples were 

given where some schools had carried out Covid safe home visits if required and had held 

meetings with parents online and over the phone.  Some schools had done Storytime over 

the phone with some families as this was the best way for them to access it. 

  A member asked about how schools had dealt with racism in the current climate, 

particularly following the Euros final.  The information was not available at the meeting to be 

able to answer this so the information would be provided to the members following the 

meeting. 

 A member commented that the report was a very good report and very well presented.   

 A member expressed their concern that speech and language development had been 

negatively affected by children not socialising during the pandemic and especially for 

vulnerable children who may have been isolated from interaction.  They commended the 

excellent work of all the staff involved and asked if volunteer helpers would be able to 

support schools.  They also asked why there had been particular problems with PE, music 

and computers.  It was explained that some schools had struggled where they had based 

their approach to IT on having an IT suite, where the schools that had invested in portable 

devices had been able to use a more flexible approach that suited the circumstances better. 
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In terms of support, schools had looked forensically at the support required by each child.  

Speech and language support had continued through the pandemic and it was a key focus 

of the recovery plan. 

 A member had asked what the LA’s pre-school offer had been such as baby and toddler 

classes and if services now back to how they had been pre-Covid as during the pandemic 

they had had to be centralised.  It was reported that during the lockdowns support and 

services were available via the website and online remotely.  In terms of the current 

situation, it was agreed to provide a more detailed update for members.  

 A member asked about the summer school provision and it was explained that schools 

were suing different approaches but most were focusing on the vulnerable children first  

and this was also an advantage for the schools where the children were transitioning to 

year 7 as it gave the schools and opportunity to get to know these pupils as well.   

 A member was concerned that they had heard reports in their ward that nursery numbers 

were low.  It was confirmed that this was not the case across the city and may just be due 

to a low birth rate in their area. 

 A member asked about support from the Trove programme.  It was reported that there had 

been 33 schools involved in the programme from its launch and they were supporting 

schools not currently in the programme but it was being rolled out to all schools over time to 

ensure there was an offer in every school. 

 A member asked if there had been any restrictions on tuition and it was reported that there 

had been restrictions when it was first implemented, for examples restrictions on who could 

provide tuition and where services had to be bought from but this had now been broadened  

giving schools much more flexibility, including being able to use their own staff.  

 A member asked if Education Welfare Officers had been using fines for non-attendance.  It 

was reported that some fines had been used as a very last resort.  Extensive support had 

been provided to families due to the pandemic and because of Covid anxiety but once all 

the support had been exhausted with some families a very small number pf fines had had to 

be issued.   

The Chair thanked the Assistant Director of Education and Skills (Cathy Starbuck) for the 

report and asked for the thanks of the panel to be passed to the School Improvement Service 

and Governor Services for their support to schools during the last very challenging 15 months. 

Resolved:  That, the Children’s Scrutiny Panel 

a. accept and note the report. 

b. requested that updates the following issues raised would be provided to members: 
o how schools had dealt with any recent racist incidents. 

o the LA’s current pre-school offer. 

6. Standing item - Update from members attending the Corporate Parenting Panel 

 It had been previously agreed that this item would be a standing item for feedback of non-

confidential items from the Corporate Parenting Panel (CPP). 

 Some members had attended the Development Day Policy Forum on 18th July and the Chair 

invited comments and questions from members and the following were raised. 

o A member asked if the CPP scrutinised the placements to providers outside the city.  It 

was confirmed that the panel did and the School’s Forum regularly examined the High 

Needs Block (HNB) budget, from which placements outside the city were funded.  A 

new free school would be built in Salford and it would be a new special primary school 
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and it would ensure more Salford children with special needs could be taught within the 

city.   

o The Vice Chair gave an update on the CPP including the Fighting For Change Panel.   

o A member asked about the funding for specialist services and was guided to raise the 

questions when the quarterly budget report was presented to the panel.   

The Chair thanked the members for their contributions. 

7. The Work Programme and Membership 

7a. The Work Programme 

 The training and development session on 9th June had focused on priorities for this year and 

the Children’s Services Senior Leadership Team (SLT) had highlighted their priorities. 

 A Survey Monkey survey had been circulated to the members to ask for their preferences 

and priorities for the key topics for the work programme and this had been shared with the 

papers for the meeting. 

 Panel members suggested that The NEET Reduction Strategy be brought to the panel in 

September and asked if the Mental Health and Education Recovery in schools be brought 

forward to September for the benefits of the new members on the panel and it was 

confirmed that this could be a possibility. 

 It was agreed that the draft work programme would be presented to the SLT following this 

meeting to confirm if suggested dates were appropriate and then would be circulated to the 

Chair and Vice Chair and could be finalised and agreed at the next meeting with the Lead 

Member for Children’s and Young People’s Services.  

 A member asked about whether an update on the obesity strategy could be included and it 

was agreed that the previous obesity report and dental health report be shared with 

members. 

 There was a discussion about the GM agenda for children’s services and it was requested if 

a GM perspective could be added to the Route 29 report. 

 The members had a discussion to plan reviews for the year.  New members were updated 

about the Scoping document that had been agreed for a review on mental health services 

and it was agreed that this would be circulated to all members as a reminder so that a 

decision could be taken as to whether or not to proceed with this as a review. 

7b. Membership 

The membership was already discussed under Item 4a above. 

Resolved:  That, the Children’s Scrutiny Panel agreed that: 

a. the draft work programme (including the suggestions outlined above) be presented to the 

SLT to check the dates for reports match with the officers work programme. 

b. the clerk would circulate the scoping document for the review into children’s mental 

heath and the previous obesity report and dental health report to all members. 
 

8. Any Other business (AOB) 

There were no items of AOB. 

9. Date, time and business for next meeting 

Wednesday 8th September 2021 at 6pm (5:30pm briefing for members). 


