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AREA 2 FORUM Tuesday, 21 February 2006

 
AGENDA 

   
1. APOLOGIES  
2. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST  
 To notify the Chairman of any items that appear later in the agenda in which you 

may have an interest.  
 

3. MINUTES  
 To confirm as a correct record the Minutes of the meeting held on 10th January 

2006. (Pages 1 - 6) 
 

4. POLICE REPORT  
 A representative of Ferryhill Police will attend the meeting to give a report of 

crime statistics and initiatives in the area. (Pages 7 - 8) 
 

5. SEDGEFIELD PRIMARY CARE TRUST  
 A representative of Sedgefield Primary Care Trust will attend the meeting to give 

an update on local health matters and performance figures. (Pages 9 - 28) 
 

6. PATIENT AND PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT FORUM SEDGEFIELD  
 Arrangements have been made for a Forum Member to give a presentation 

regarding public involvement in health services in Sedgefield Borough.  
 

7. QUESTIONS  
 The Chairman will take questions from the floor  

 
8. DATE OF NEXT MEETING  
 18th April 2006 at 6.30 p.m. at Chilton and Windlestone Community College.  

 
9. ANY OTHER ITEMS WHICH THE CHAIRMAN DECIDES ARE URGENT  
 To consider any other business which, with the consent of the Chairman, may be 

submitted.  Representatives are respectfully requested to give the Chief 
Executive Officer notice of items to be raised under this heading no later than 12 
noon on the day preceding the meeting in order that consultation may take place 
with the Chairman who will determine whether the item will be accepted.  
 

 N. Vaulks
Chief Executive Officer

Council Offices 
SPENNYMOOR 
13th February 2006 

 

 
 
ACCESS TO INFORMATION 
Any person wishing to exercise the right of inspection in relation to this Agenda and associated papers should contact 
Miss S. Billingham Tel 01388 816166 Ext 4240, sbillingham@sedgefield.gov.uk 
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SEDGEFIELD BOROUGH COUNCIL 
AREA 2 FORUM 

 
Community Centre,  
West Cornforth 

 
Tuesday,  

10 January 2006 

 
Time: 6.30 p.m. 

 
 
Present: Councillor Mrs. C. Potts (Chairman) – Sedgefield Borough Council and  
 

Councillor Mrs. K. Conroy – Sedgefield Borough Council 
Councillor A. Hodgson – Sedgefield Borough Council 
Councillor B. Meek – Sedgefield Borough Council 
Councillor R. Patchett – Sedgefield Borough Council 
M. de Dunewic – ASBUK 
B. Hutchinson  – ASBUK 
K. Hutchinson – ASBUK 
Councillor S. Drew – Chilton Town Council 
Councillor Mrs M. Errington  – Chilton Town Council 
J. Usher – Dean Bank Residents Association 
Sergeant K. Vincent – Durham Constabulary 
Councillor J. Chaplin – Ferryhill Town Council 
Mrs. A. Learmonth – Sedgefield Primary Care Trust 
Mrs. S. Slaughter – Sedgefield Primary Care Trust 
C. Jewitt – The Northern Echo 
A. Espin – Local Resident 
M. Espin – Local Resident 
A. Matthews  – Local Resident 
M. Payne – Local Resident 
K. Shears – Local Resident 
B. Sheppard – Local Resident 
M. Stephenson – Local Resident 
J. Stephenson – Local Resident 

 
 
 

In 
Attendance: 

 
A. Palmer – Sedgefield Borough Council 
 

Apologies: Councillor B.F. Avery               -    Sedgefield Borough Council 
 

Councillor B.F. Avery J.P. – Sedgefield Borough Council 
Councillor T.F. Forrest – Sedgefield Borough Council 
Councillor J.E. Higgin – Sedgefield Borough Council 
Councillor G. Morgan – Sedgefield Borough Council 
Councillor D.A. Newell – Sedgefield Borough Council 
Councillor Ms. M. Predki – Sedgefield Borough Council 
 
 
 

AF(2)21/05 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 
Members had no interests to declare. 
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AF(2)22/05 MINUTES 
The Minutes of the meeting held on 1st November, 2005 were confirmed as 
a correct record and signed by the Chairman. 
  

AF(2)23/05 DRAFT RESIDENTIAL EXTENSIONS SUPPLEMENTARY PLANNING 
DOCUMENT 
R. Broadbank, Senior Development Control Officer, was present at the 
meeting to give a presentation on the above document. Copies of the 
document were distributed to the Forum. 
 
It was explained that the Supplementary Planning Document: Residential 
Extensions had been prepared as part of Sedgefield Borough Local 
Development Framework, which would replace the Local Plan. 
 
The Supplementary Planning Document on Residential Extensions had 
been prepared in advance of the Sedgefield Borough Local Development 
Framework as there was an urgent need for improved guidance on 
residential extensions as the existing guidance produced in 2000 was now 
out of date. 
 
It was reported that final year students from the University of Newcastle 
had been commissioned to review the existing guidance and identify 
National Best Practice.  Council officers had subsequently refined the work 
to suit local circumstances. 
 
A Draft Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) was produced and 
presented to the Borough Council’s Cabinet in September 2005 where it 
was approved for public consultation.  The consultation period had now 
ended and it was anticipated that the document would be adopted by the 
Council in February 2006. 
 
The Draft Supplementary Planning Document was more comprehensive 
than the existing Supplementary Planning Guidance and provided detailed 
advice and guidance on the following: 
 

 General design principles 
 Porches 
 Forward, side, rear and rural extensions 
 Conservatories 
 Dormer windows and roof extensions 
 Garages and outbuildings 
 Walls and fences 
 Other material planning considerations 

 
  

AF(2)24/05 POLICE REPORT 
Sergeant K. Vincent was present at the meeting to give details of the crime 
figures and local initiatives for the area. 
 
It was reported that the crime figures for the area over the following 
months were as follows: - 
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 November: December: January 
Up to 

10.1.06 
Total No. of crimes 
(regarding below)  

102 107 27 

Burglary 16 22 3 
Violence Against Persons 
(Assaults) 

18 7 2 

Vehicle Crime 14 20 0 
Theft - General 11 32 6 
Drug-Substance Misuse 7 3 0 
Criminal Damage 36 23 16 
Rowdy Nuisance 
Behaviour 

128 125 12 

Motorcycle complaints 
(Total for 2003 – 43) 
(Total for 2004 – 73) 
(Total for 2005 – 185) 

3 4 1 

Total No. of Incidents 511 629  
Total No. of Arrest 67 57  
  
Sergeant Vincent informed Members of the Forum that Operation Ballade 
which targeted racial problems in the Chilton area, Operation Pelmet which 
focussed on anti-social behaviour within West Cornforth, Operation Darc 
which promoted household security and Operation Hawkeye which was 
launched in Ferryhill to highlight insecure vehicles were all ongoing and 
continuing to prove successful. Pedal cycle marking would also take place 
on 28th January 2006 between 10.00 a.m. and 1.00 p.m. at the e-Café in 
Ferryhill. 
 
Reference was made to an operation, which had been developed by 
Durham Constabulary Road Policing Department to target uninsured 
vehicles.  It was reported that there had been a number of vehicles in Area 
2 that had been seized and crushed for the above reason. 
 
Members of the Forum were reminded of the various ways contact could 
be made with the police in reporting problems/crimes. Contact could now 
be made via the non emergency telephone number 08456060365, the 
confidential reporting boxes which were situated within Area 2, the text a 
cop scheme 07981992242, the confidential hate crime hot line 
01388722481 and crime stoppers 0800555111. 
 
Members were also informed of the Pub Watch and Allotment Watch 
schemes that had been implemented together with the involvement of the 
police in the safer route to schools project and formulation of the school 
travel plan.  
 
Detailed discussion was held regarding the number of incidents that had 
occurred around the local schools. Questions were also raised regarding 
the installation of speed humps. It was explained that it was a Durham 
County Council matter. 
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Concerns were also raised regarding the use of a right of way between 
Lindon Road, Salisbury Crescent and The Oval at West Cornforth. 
Residents of West Cornforth had raised the issue due to problems of anti-
social behaviour and criminal damage to residents’ homes.  
 
It was pointed out that a number of meetings had been held to discuss 
how the problems could be resolved. It had been suggested that the right 
of way be closed off. Copies of e-mails that had been sent to officers within 
the Borough Council and a copy of the letter sent with the petition 
developed by local residents were submitted to be passed to the relevant 
officer. It was explained that all concerns raised would be taken back to 
the Council and reported back to the Area Forum. Sergeant Vincent also 
re-assured residents that the police were aware of the problems and were 
updated regularly on any problems that arose.  
 
Residents expressed their concerns as they felt that there had not been 
sufficient progress in targeting the above problems, which had been raised 
over a year ago. 
 
A letter was also read out and distributed to various parties detailing the 
problems of anti-social behaviour within the area of West Cornforth.  
 

AF(2)25/05 SEDGEFIELD PRIMARY CARE TRUST 
A. Learmonth, Director of Public Health and Health Improvement, 
Sedgefield Primary Care Trust, attended the meeting to present an update 
on local health matters and performance figures. 
 
A. Learmonth explained that since the meeting held on 1st November 2005 
meetings had taken place between the members of the Workingmen’s 
Club at Chilton and the Chief Executive Officer of Sedgefield PCT 
regarding the development of the new health centre. 
 
Consideration was given to the performance management report, which 
was attached with the agenda for members’ information. Copies of 
Sedgefield Primary Care Trust’s Your Local NHS together with notes from 
Sedgefield Primary Care Trust’s core team briefing were also distributed to 
the Forum. (For copy see file of Minutes). 
 
Members of the Forum were finally invited to a public meeting regarding 
their proposed reconsideration of the Primary Care Trusts in the North 
East which would be held on Tuesday 24th January, 2006 at 6.30 p.m. in 
Spennymoor Town Hall. 
 
Concerns were raised regarding the decrease in the number of dentists, as 
they were choosing to go private.  It was agreed that the appropriate 
officer would be invited to a future meeting to answer any questions. 
 

AF(2)26/05 LOCAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAMME - PROCESS AND PROCEDURE 
A. Palmer, Head of Strategy and Regeneration, was present at the 
meeting to give details of the above Programme. 
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It was explained that the Borough Council had received a substantial 
receipt from the sale of land and had agreed to use the money to support 
activities that fell within the Office of the Deputy Prime Minister’s eligible 
expenditure definition of ‘Regeneration’ and ‘Affordable Housing’. 
 
It was pointed out that schemes to be advanced through the Local 
Improvement Programme would need to demonstrate the following: 
 

 Conformity to the specified ODPM Regeneration and Affordable 
Housing Criteria. 

 
Affordable Housing – ‘the provision of dwellings to meet the housing 
needs, as identified by the local authority, of persons on low 
incomes, whether provided by the local authority or a registered local 
landlord.’ 

 
 Regeneration – ‘any project for the carrying out of works or activities 

on any land where the land, or a building on the land, is vacant, 
unused, under-used, ineffectively used, contaminated or derelict; and 
The works or activities are carried out in order to secure that the 

         land or the building will be brought into effective use.’ 
 Clear linkages to the delivery of the Council’s Community Strategy 

and its key aims and planned outcomes. 
 Appropriate levels of community consultation and reference to any 

Local Community Appraisal. 
 Provision of sufficient level of detail in the project submissions to 

show a specific quantification of the benefits to be achieved by the 
investment and to explain the process by which the scheme would 
be delivered and over what time period. 

 How any recurrent or revenue funding implications would be 
managed. 

 Value for money should be clearly demonstrated to include any 
match funding from other grant sources. 

 
Allocations were based on the local area’s percentage share of 
households within the Borough.   
 
It was emphasised that there was no pressure to spend allocated budgets 
within any one financial year unspent money would be rolled forward into 
the next financial year and projected for that Area Forum.   
 
It was reported that Area Forums along with Town and Parish Councils 
community and voluntary sector stakeholders would be invited to consider 
schemes that would be eligible for support under the Programme.  The 
final decision on which schemes would be made by Sedgefield Borough 
Cabinet. 
 
A team of staff at Sedgefield Borough Council would be available to 
support the development of schemes and would score applications 
received against the criteria. 
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AF(2)27/05 DATE OF NEXT MEETING 
21st February, 2006 at 6.30 p.m. at Dean Bank and Ferryhill Literary 
Institute. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
ACCESS TO INFORMATION 
Any person wishing to exercise the right of inspection, etc., in relation to these Minutes and associated papers should 
contact Miss S. Billingham Tel 01388 816166 Ext 4240, sbillingham@sedgefield.gov.uk 
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CRIME FIGURES  
 

AREA 2 Forum – 1st January 2006 to 16th February 2006 
 

Ferryhill, Chilton, West Cornforth and Bishop Middleham 
 

       January                  February  
                                   (up to 16/2/6)                               
 
Total No. Of Crimes 222              62   
(Regarding below)        
 
Burglary 32  8    
           
Violence Against Persons 19  10            
(Assaults)  
 
Vehicle Crime 3  2               
 
Theft – General 58  15              
             
Drug/Substance Misuse 0  3             
             
Criminal Damage 110  24             
   
Rowdy Nuisance Behaviour 155  62             
   
Motorcycle complaints 6  8                
(Total for 2003 – 43) 
(Total for 2004 – 73) 
(Total for 2005 - 185) 
 
Total No. Of Incidents 701  300           
 
Total No. Of Arrest 61  38             
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Operation Maximino – To address the sudden rise in sneak in Dwelling house Burglaries, this 
has involved a lot of covert Police patrols in the area, persons have been arrested in 
neighbouring areas and this has seen a reduction in our area. Crime prevention advice has been 
made available to residents in the areas worst affected. 
 
Request members of the public to remain vigilant and report any suspicious person in their area 
to the Police or via Carelink and to keep their properties secure particularly back doors. 
 
Warning about Bogus officials, an increase of this type of crime is being noticed. Again 
members of the public need to be on their guard and report any suspicious visitors. 
  
Operation Ballade – Racial problems Chilton – this operation is continuing. 
 
Operation Pelmet – Anti Social Behaviour High Street West Cornforth – this operation is 
continuing.  
 
Operation Takeaway - Uninsured motor vehicles – this operation is continuing  
 
Two further Anti Social Behaviour orders have been obtained in the area, a further application 
due at court in the coming months. 
 
Pub Watch Scheme is up and running in this area, 34 premises are members. This is to promote 
a safe social environment and address some of the issues associated with the nighttime 
economy. To date 12 person’s has been served with a year’s ban from all licensed premises in 
the area.  
 
Allotment Watch in the Ferryhill area will see the beat team having property marking events 
over the next six weeks with the aim to reduce the number of incidents being reported. 
 
Members of the beat team are still involved in the safer routes to school program and assisting 
in the formulation of school travel plans. 
 
Parking problems around all of the schools in the area are causing concerns each site is being 
visited and where possible appropriate action taken. 
 
Members of the Ferryhill Beat Team have also been involved in Security marking events for 
pedal cycles.  
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Board Meeting 9 February 2006 
 
Title of Report:  Performance Management Report 
 
 

1 Purpose of Report 
 

This monthly performance report will inform the Trust Board of progress against 
existing and national targets and outlines performance on a number of related 
performance indicators 

 
 

2 Standards for Better Health 
 

This report supports the following domains:  
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

3 Background Detail 
 
 

3.1 Access Incentive Scheme 
 

Access Fund Capital was established by the Department of Health in 2003/04 for a 
three year period with the aim of rewarding NHS organisations for making progress 
towards improving access across all primary, acute and mental health services 
including waiting in A&E and inpatient and outpatient waiting times and lists. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Safety Clinical & Cost Effectiveness 

Governance Patient Focus

Accessible & Responsive Care Care Environment & Amenities 

Public Health 

RISK RATING: 6 

Item 5
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Payments are as follows:- 
 

Time Period Amount per NHS Trust 
and PCT 

Conditions 

Quarter ending 30 June 2005 £70 000 capital  
Quarter ending 30 Sept 2005 £35 000 capital 
Quarter ending 31 Dec 2005 £35 000 capital 
Quarter ending 31 March 2006 £35 000 capital 

Delivery of all targets 
specified below during 
the quarter  

 
The fund is to be managed at Strategic Health Authority level, who were responsible 
for designing the targets and monitoring progress. 
 
All the targets listed below have to be delivered by the PCT during the quarter to be 
eligible for payment.  Part payment for achievement of some but not all the targets is 
not possible. 
 
 
Quarter 2 Progress 
Target Operational Standard Success Criteria Progress to 

Date  
Primary Care 
Access 

Maintain 100% access to a 
GP and PHP within standard 
and achieve 100% of 
practices not embargoing 

 100% 
Performance and 
100% of practices 
not embargoing 
appointments 

No Breaches 
up to  
January 

 
Waiting List 
Breaches 

No patients waiting against 17 
week outpatient, 9 month 
inpatient, 3 month 
revascularisation standards at 
month ends 

No month end 
breaches 
throughout the 
quarter 

 
 
 
 No Breaches 
in December  
 
 
 

Reducing 
Waiting Lists 

Reduce over 13 week 
outpatient, over 6 months 
inpatient and over 6 month 
inpatient T & O in line with 
LDP trajectories 

No position to 
be above 
trajectory at 
quarter end 

December 
13 wk Target = 
0, Actual = 0 
6 month Target 
= 0, Actual 0 
T& O Target = 
0, Actual 0 
 

Cancer: 2 
Week Wait 
breaches 

No patient will wait more than 
2 weeks from an urgent GP 
referral for suspected cancer 
to date first seen as an 
outpatient and targets for the 
% of patients waiting 31 days 
from diagnosis to treatment 
and 62 days from referral to 
treatment to be achieved 

No breaches in 
quarter and to 
achieve 
trajectories at 
quarter end 

November 
31 days 
Target = 98 %, 
Achieved = 
100% 
62 days 
Target = 95% 
Achieved = 85.7 
% 

No. receiving 
assertive 
outreach 

Deliver assertive outreach to 
the adult patients with severe 
mental illness who regularly 

Achievement of 
LDP target* in 
each quarter 

Achieved up to 
third quarter 
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services disengage from services 
SLA’s signed No outstanding SLAs at the 

end of the quarter 
All SLAs agreed 
and signed at 
the end of the 
quarter 

All inpatients  
Signed 

 
 
 

3.2 Summary of Current Position 
 

PCT Financial Duties 
 
The PCT is required to meet certain financial targets. The current position and 
estimated year-end performance against these targets are summarised in the table 
below.  

 
Target Target Position at 30 

November  2005  
Breakeven on I&E Breakeven £3,783k  
Not to exceed its cash 
limit 

£119.34m N/A 

Not to exceed its 
capital resource limit 

£131k N/A 

Comply with the 
Prompt Payment Code 
Value 

95% 96% 

Comply with the 
Prompt Payment Code 
Volume 

95% 78% 

 
 
 
 
At this point in the year:  

•  Indications are that cost pressures continue to build up which suggest a break-
even position is unlikely 

•  The tightening of NHS organisations cash positions nationally is being felt within 
this PCT and cash management will be an important issue throughout the year. 
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General & Acute Activity 
 

In the table below Total First Finished Consultant Episode (FFCEs) relate to General 
and Acute activity for Sedgefield Primary Care Trust from April to December 05. 
 

Activity April – December 2005  
Year to Date 
(actual) 

Profile +/1 % Variance 

Elective FFCEs 7490 7470 20 .26% 
Non – Elective FFCEs 7374 8014 -640 -7.99% 
Total FFCEs 13188 13746 -620 -4.% 
GP Referrals Seen 11133 10937 196 1.79% 
GP Referral Request 13536 13786 -250 -1.81% 

 
 

Elective Ordinary and Daycase First Finished Consultant Episode

0

100

200

300

400

500

600

700

800

900

1000

Actual
Profile

Actual 827 775 890 800 846 866 820 897 769

Profile 782 747 828 867 830 889 866 871 790

Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

 
 
The above indicators are Sedgefield PCT’s performance agreement with the SHA and 
DOH.  Elective First Finished Consultant Episode (FFCE) for General and Acute  – April 
to December  05 is higher than profile very marginally by only 20.  Non-elective FFCE’s 
is lower than profile by 640. Thus total FFCE for General and Acute is less than profile 
by -4.%.  GP referrals seen are higher than profile by 196.  The numbers of GP referrals, 
April to December 05 has decreased considerably by   250.  It is now   less than profile 
by 1.81%.    
 
 
 
 
 
Inpatient Waiting List Activity 

 
Key National Milestone for Inpatient Waiting List being: 
 
Domain Standard or Target 
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Governance Achieve a maximum wait of 6 months for inpatients by December 2005 
Achieve a maximum wait of 6 months for all inpatients, as progress towards achieving a 
maximum 6 month wait for inpatients by December 2005 and a 3 month maximum wait 
by 2008, ensuring an overall reduction in the total list size. 
 

Over 6 months Apr May Jun Jul August Sept Oct Nov Dec 
Actual 50 40 27 34 30 21 8 5 0 
Target 41 38 36 35 33 30 26 21 0 

Total waitlist 1082 1100 1059 1054 1041 1068 1111 1063 1090
% 6 months over 

total waitlist 5% 4% 3% 3% 3% 2% 2% 2% 0% 
 
For the past 6 months over 6 month waiters were below target.  In Dec 05 there were no 
over 6 month waiters. It is essential to ensure that no patients are waiting over 6 months 
and to maintain that position. There seems to be pressure around a few specialties such 
as Orthopaedics and Urology and the PCT is working with Acute Trust to ensure that 
due to cancellations of operations towards the end of the month this target is not 
breached. 
 
 
 

Over 6 month Waiters

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

Actual
Target

Actual 50 40 27 34 30 21 8 5 0

Target 41 38 36 35 33 30 26 21 0

Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Orthopaedic Waiting List Activity 

 
Key National Milestone for Orthopaedic Waiting List being: 
 
Domain Standard or Target 
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Governance Achieve a maximum wait of 6 months for Orthopaedics by December 
2005 

Achieve a maximum wait of 6 months for all Orthopaedics inpatients, as progress 
towards achieving a maximum 6 month wait for inpatients by December 2005 and a 3 
month maximum wait by 2008, ensuring an overall reduction in the total list size. 

 
Orthopaedics              
Over 6 months Apr May Jun Jul August Sep Oct Nov Dec 
Actual 28 19 8 7 5 3 0 1 0 
Target 17 17 17 8 8 8 5 5 0 
Total waitlist 1082 1100 1059 1054 1041 1068 1111 1063 1090 

 
There is constant pressure to achieve Orthopaedic Waitlist. With close monitoring and 
validating acute Orthopaedic activity, Sedgefield PCT was able to achieve below profile 
for the last 6 months. Sedgefield PCT had achieved the December target of no patients 
waiting over 6 months for Orthopaedics.   It is crucial to sustain that position  of no 
patients waiting over 6 months for Orthopaedics. 
 
 

Over 6 month Waiters - Orthopaedics

0
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Actual 28 19 8 7 5 3 0 1 0

Target 17 17 17 8 8 8 5 5 0

Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

 
 
 
 
 
Outpatient Waiting List Activity 

 
Key National Milestone for Outpatient Waiting List being: 
 
Domain Standard or Target 
Governance Achieve a maximum wait of 3 months for Outpatient appointment by 

December 2005 
Achieve a maximum wait of 4 months (17 Weeks)  for an Outpatient appointment and 
reduce the number of over 13 week outpatient waiters by March 2004, as progress 
towards achieving a maximum wait of 3 months for an outpatient appointment  by 
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December 2005. 
 

Outpatient Waiting List 
Activity Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec 

Actual 13-17 weeks 65 95 84 59 58 57 32 7 0 
Target 13- 17 weeks 97 89 81 73 65 56 50 41 0 

Over 17 Weeks Actual 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
 
There have been no over 17-week waiters for the past 7months.  The target of no 
patients waiting over 13 week waiters was achieved in Dec 05.  There is pressure in  
Dermatology in South Tees .  Work is ongoing to curtail referrals in Orthopaedics, 
Orthodontics and Oral surgery. Pressures could be relieved to some extent by exploring 
various options in our dental practices for Orthodontics and Oral Surgery.  This is yet 
another target that needs to be achieved and maintained without any breaches. 
 

Over 13 - 17 Wk waiters Actual V Target

0

20

40

60

80

100

120

Actual 13-17 weeks
Target 13- 17 weeks

Actual 13-17 weeks 65 95 84 59 58 57 32 7 0

Target 13- 17 weeks 97 89 81 73 65 56 50 41 0

Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

 
 
 
 
 
Primary Care Access 

 
Key National Milestone for Primary Care Access 
 
Domain Standard or Target 
Governance 100% 
Ensure 100% of patients who wish to do so can see a primary  health care professional 
within 24 hours and a GP within 48 hours by December 2004  
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Primary Care Professionals -24 hour access % achieved
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GP - 48 hour Access % Achieving

0%

20%
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60%
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Actual
Profile

Actual 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Profile 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan

 
 
 
 
Sedgefield PCT has consistently met the Primary Care Access targets. 
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Community Hospital Outpatient Clinics – Dr J Skinner 
 
  NEW REVIEW 
JAN 1 14 
FEB   9 
MAR 1 4 
APRIL   13 
MAY   10 
JUNE   5 
JULY 1 10 
AUG 2 19 
SEP 2 10 
OCT 1 11 
NOV 1 10 
DEC 1 3 
TOTAL 10 118 
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Palliative care is one of the services provided by Sedgefield PCT at the Community 
Hospital. 
 
 
Cancer Waiting Times 

 
Key National Milestone for Cancer Waiting Times 
Domain Standard or Target 
Governance Maintain a maximum two week from urgent GP referral to 1st Outpatient 

appointment for all urgent suspected cancer referrals 
The standard states that no one should be waiting longer than 2 weeks for referrals 
received within 24 hours. 
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Cancer waiting 
Time 

Patients Referred and Breaches 

 Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar 
Urgent GP 
referrals received 
after 24 hours 

0 0 0 1 4 0 1 0     

No of patients 
first seen in the 
period 

83 87 112 85 109 108 123 121     

No of breaches 
of 2 weeks 
standard 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0     

 
 
There was one Urgent GP referrals received after 24 hours in Oct 05, however there 
were no breaches of the 2 weeks standard up to Nov 05.   Dr Craig Heath, Clinical Lead, 
Cancer, follows up all 24 hours breaches and advices practices on procedures to avoid 
recurrence. 
 
 
 

Cancer 
Breaches Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar 

14 days Actual 100
% 

100
% 

100
% 

100
% 

100
% 

100
% 

100
% 

100
% 

    

14 days Target 100
% 

100
% 

100
% 

100
% 

100
% 

100
% 

100
% 

100
% 

    

 
 
Sedgefield PCT has consistently met this target.  However with marked increase in the 
number of urgent referrals, there is the risk that this target may be breached. 
 
 
 
Domain Standard or Target 
Governance The target is that by December 2005 no patient should wait longer than 

31 days from decision to treat to first treatment  
 
 
Cancer waiting 
Time Patients Treated and Breaches 

 Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar 
No of Patients 
treated  (31 
day Target) 

19 29 34 32 20 16 26 32     

No of 
Breaches 3 3 1 1 1 0 3 0     

 
Cancer Breaches for Sedgefield PCT patients - Nov 2005 

Newly diagnosed cancer patients not treated within 31 days of decision to 
treatment 
Number Of Breaches: 0 
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Cancer 
Breaches Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar 

31 days 
Target 

91.5
% 

91.5
% 

91.5
% 

91.5
% 

91.5
% 

95.1
% 

98
% 98     

31 days 
Actual 

84.2
% 

89.7
% 

97.1
% 

97.1
% 

95.0
% 

100
% 

88.5
% 

100
%     

Variance 

-
7.3
% 

1.8
% 

5.6
% 

5.6
% 

3.5
% 

4.9
% 

-
9.5
% 

2% 
    

 
There were no breaches in October 05. Performance has dramatically improved in 
November 05.    
 
 
Domain Standard or Target 
Governance The target is that by December 2005 no patient should wait longer than 

62 days from urgent referral to first treatment  
 
 
Cancer waiting 
Time Patients Treated and Breaches 

 Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar 
No of Patients 
treated  (62 
day Target) 

4 11 12 12 4 9 12 14     

No of Breaches 1 5 0 3 1 1 3 2     
 
 
 
 
Cancer 
Breaches Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar 

62 days 
Target 

87.5
% 

87.5
% 

87.5
% 

87.5
% 

87.5
% 

87.8
% 95% 95% 

    

62 days 
Actual 

75.0
% 

54.5
% 

100.
% 75% 75% 88.9

% 75% 85.7
%     

Variance 
-

12.5
% 

-
33.% 

12.5
% -13% -13% 1% -20% -

9.3% 
    

 
 
 
 
 
Actual performance is 9.3% below target for November 05.  There is a risk that the 62 
days target may be breached.  The acute trusts are undertaking various initiatives to 
ensure that the above targets are achieved such as actions plans for lack of awareness 
of cancer targets across the patient pathway, performance monitoring of complex patient 
pathways, looking at inaccuracy and completeness of data recording causing breaches 
to be recorded but they were not in fact breaches, Collaboration with primary care and 
tertiary providers.  With the appointment of trackers and training of trackers during the 
last 3 months it is anticipated that there will be a marked improvement. 
 
 
Emergency Activity 
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Key National Milestone: 
Domain Standard or Target 
Governance 98% 
Reduce to 4 hours the maximum wait in A & E from arrival to admission, transfer or 
discharge, by March 2004 for those Trusts who have completed the Emergency 
Services Collaborative and by the end of 2004 for all others.   
 
 
 
 
A & E Waiting Time 
 

A & E

97.0%

97.5%

98.0%

98.5%

99.0%

99.5%

100.0%

10
-A

pr
-0

5

24
-A

pr
-0

5

8-
M

ay
-0

5

22
-M

ay
-0

5

5-
Ju

n-
05

19
-J

un
-0

5

3-
Ju

l-0
5

17
-J

ul
-0

5

31
-J

ul
-0

5

14
-A

ug
-0

5

28
-A

ug
-0

5

11
-S

ep
-0

5

25
-S

ep
-0

5

09
/1

0/
20

05

23
/1

0/
20

05

06
/1

1/
20

05

20
/1

1/
20

05

04
/1

2/
20

05

18
/1

2/
20

05

01
/0

1/
20

06

15
/0

1/
20

06

Actual
Target

 
 
The trust has consistently achieved this target since April 05. 
 
 
A & E 
 
A& E Data has not been updated from Trusts for Nov 05. 
 
A & E attendance  by Site 
 

 
 

Provider Site_Name Apr-05 May-05 Jun-05 Jul-05 Aug-05 Sep-05 Oct-05 Grand 
Total

RLN00 SUNDERLAND EYE INFIRMARY 24 25 13 16 12 21 18 129
SUNDERLAND ROYAL HOSPITAL 6 4 7 9 4 5 9 44

RVW00 UNIVERSITY HOSPITAL OF HARTLEPOOL 55 64 60 68 69 59 57 432
Blank  (North Tees?) 205 178 156 186 178 153 149 1205

RXP00 BISHOP AUCKLAND GENERAL HOSPITAL 1136 1103 1104 1104 1089 1125 1018 7679
DARLINGTON MEMORIAL HOSPITAL 655 700 726 673 702 660 665 4781
Blank  (UHND?) 150 178 147 145 140 134 163 1057

Grand Total 2231 2252 2213 2201 2194 2157 2079 15327
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The majority of patients attend A & E department at Bishop Auckland General Hospital. 
 
 
Discharge Destination 
 

 
On average 320 patients were admitted to hospital via A & E department each month. 
386 patients approximately each month were discharged and did not require any follow 
up treatment. On average 950 patients were discharged each month and follow up 
treatment to be provided by their GP.  
 
 
Choice 
 
The NHS Plan sets out to ensure that patients who need treatment will be supported 
through a series of choices to give them greater influence over their own care.  
Increasingly, patients will be offered more choice over how, when and where they are 
treated.  By April 2004, PCTs needed to have implemented choice at 6 months for 
elective inpatient care for all specialties except Orthopaedics and Plastic Surgery.  
Plastic Surgery has been included in choice as of 30 June 2004.  Orthopaedics has 
been included in choice as of 31 August 2004 
 
 
 
The position for November  2005 is as follows: 
 
Patient Choice (at 6 months) 
  December Cumulative 
Number of patients eligible for choice 0 195 
Number of patients accepting choice 0 44 
3 - Number of patients in Phase 1 ineligible for choice because: 2 18 

Disposal Description Apr-05 May-05 Jun-05 Jul-05 Aug-05 Sep-05 Oct-05 Grand 
Total

Admitted to hospital bed/became a LODGED 
PATIENT of the same Health Care Provider 315 301 332 356 338 267 337 2246
Discharged - follow up treatment to be 
provided by General Practitioner 874 978 1008 1003 955 986 847 6651
Discharged - did not require any follow up 
treatment 497 414 347 328 412 377 329 2704

Referred to A&E Clinic 160 167 162 159 155 175 163 1141

Referred to Fracture Clinic 178 171 169 179 161 136 171 1165

Referred to other Out-Patient Clinic 23 26 18 25 28 45 41 206

Transferred to other Health Care Provider 17 10 14 19 21 18 21 120

Died in Department 4 3 1 4 3 3 3 21

Referred to other Health Care Professional 29 32 25 23 38 24 30 201

Left Department before being treated 31 31 27 30 22 31 20 192

Left Department having refused treatment 16 15 14 13 13 15 10 96

Other 55 48 61 35 38 49 59 345

Blank 32 56 35 27 10 31 48 239
Grand Total 2231 2252 2213 2201 2194 2157 2079 15327
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a)  Patient excluded as they have a firm TCI date between 6 
and < 7 months 2 14 

b) Patient excluded for clinical reason 0 4 
No of  patients in Phase 2 accepted an alternative provider out 
with the originating Trust 0 8 

No of  patients in Phase 2 were excluded from choice due to 
the receiving hospitals decision 0 0 

 
 
 
Choose & Book 
 
Choose and Book is a national service that will, for the first time, combine electronic 
booking and choice of time, date and place for first outpatient appointment. 
 
Targets 
 
June 2005 – 30%  of GPs issued with Smart Cards and choice of 4 providers 
commissioned for all services.   
 
Oct 2005 – 50% of referrals via Choose and Book during October.  The incentive for this 
target was £100K capital money.  There was considerable risk to achieving this target 
nationally due to IT infrastructure being unstable and not all services being available on 
Choose and Book.   
Sedgefield PCT has seen a strong and steady increase in the number of referrals 
booked through Choose and Book.  Sedgefield PCT ranked 4th in County Durham and 
Tees Valley for achievement of referrals through choose and book and below are 
Sedgefield PCT’s performance when compared with other PCTs in CDTV as @ 29th 
January 06. 
 
 

Total No of 
Practices 

No of 
practices 
referring 

No of 
practices not 

referring 

% of practices 
referring 

No of 
bookings 

Darlington 11 7 4 64 600 
Derwentside 15 6 9 40 358 
Durham and 
Chester le street 

19 8 11 42 646 

Durham Dales 13 11 2 84 2724 
Easington 17 7 10 41 376 
Hartlepool 16 4 12 25 29 
Langbaurgh 16 10 6 63 723 
Middlesbrough 30 23 7 77 2069 
North Tees 27 3 24 11 69 
Sedgefield 11 9 2 81 1608 
 
 
The next target was for Dec 2005.  There is no incentive for this target, but it is part of 
the Performance rating for the trust. Dec 2005 Target – 90% of referrals through Choose 
and Book for GP and GDP.  In addition GPs must offer the patients a choice of 4 
providers. 
 
Dec 2006.  100% of referrals made on Choose and Book by full electronic booking which 
requires the hospital systems to link with Choose and Book. 
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Primary Care Procedures: April to December 2005 
 
 
GPwSI Consultation Procedure Waiting Times 
ENT 169 293 1-3 weeks
Gynae 72 113 5 weeks
Minor Surgery 25 209 3-4 weeks
Minor Surgery 86 205 6 weeks
Sigmoidosopy 0 62 1 week
Sigmoidosopy 0 25 2 weeks
Urology 19 10 3-4 weeks
Vasectomy 37 37 1 week
Vasectomy 65 65 2 weeks
Vasectomy 14 13 2 weeks
  487 1032   

 
GPwSI have performed 1032 procedures April to December 05.  The majority of waiting 
times are between 1 – 4 weeks for primary care procedures. 
 
 
Ambulance Targets 

 
Key National Milestone for Ambulance 
Domain Standard or Target 
Governance National Standard 
Category A Calls 
Ambulance services must achieve an 8-minute response to 75% of calls to life 
threatening emergencies. 
Category B Calls 
Ambulance services must achieve a 19 minute response to 95% of Category B calls 
 
Ambulance: No of 
Incidents 
Attended 
Category A calls 

April May June July August Sep Oct Nov Dec 

Incidents 
Attended 76 146 122 116 145 137 124 136 185 

No responded <= 
8 minutes 45 84 66 73 83 84 79 82 111 

% Responded 59.2% 57.5% 54.1% 62.9
% 57.2% 61.3

% 63.7% 60.3
% 60% 

   
 

 
  

Ambulance: No of 
Incidents 
Attended 
Category B calls 

April May June July August Sep Oct Nov Dec 

Incidents 
Attended 512 443 485 491 448 414 435 451 511 

No responded <= 
19 minutes 495 421 447 471 426 397 417 428 481 
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% Responded 96.7% 95.0% 92.2% 95.9
% 95.1% 95.9

% 95.9% 94.9
% 

94.1% 

 
 
Category A calls responded within 8 minutes is below target, although September and 
October has shown a slight improvement. Category B calls responded within 19 minutes 
is above target most of the months. 
 
Ambulance 
Targets Apr May Jun Jul August Sep Oct Nov Dec 

Actual A Category 
Calls 59.2% 57.5% 54.1% 62.9% 57.2% 61.3

% 
63.7
% 60.3% 60% 

Target A 
Category Calls 75.0% 75.0% 75.0% 75.0% 75.0% 75% 75% 75% 75% 

Actual B Category 
Calls 

96.7% 95% 92.2% 95.9%  
95.1% 

 
95.9
% 

95.9
% 94.9% 94.1% 

Target B 
Category Calls 95% 95% 95% 95% 95% 95% 95% 95% 95% 

          

 
 

Ambulance Targets for Category A and B Calls
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High Dependency cases undertaken by Month 
 
High dependency cases are “Patients who require the skills and intervention of an 
advanced ambulance person(s) therefore cannot be carried by non-emergency services 
but who are neither emergency or GP urgent patients.” 
 
PCT Apr 

05 
May 
05 

June 
05 

July 
05 

Aug 
05 

Sep 
05 

Oct 
05 

Nov 
05 

Dec 
05 
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Sedgefield 1 2 1 2 1 2 0 0 0    
 
 
 
It is has been extremely difficult to achieve ambulance response time of 8 minutes for 
category A calls.  Sedgefield PCT has developed an Ambulance Service Performance 
Improvement Plan in conjunction with NEAS to achieve the 8-minute target.  There are 
numerous work streams exploring various options such as diverting activity from NEAS. 
Actions plans to reduce the demand upon paramedics and allow them to focus on core 
priorities and strengthening of services to enable more rapid response to high priority, 
emergency calls such as first responders.  NEAS has provided a further breakdown of 
Category A, B and C calls for October and November 05 and it is provided in Appendix 
1. 
 
 
 
 

Delayed Discharges  
 

Description of Target Acute, Community & Mental Health 
Delayed Transfers:  
Improve the quality of life and independence of older people so that they can live at home 
wherever possible, by increasing by March 2006 the number of those supported intensively to 
live at home to 30% of the total being supported by social services at home. 

    Mental Health 
  Acute 

Trusts 
Community 

Hospitals 
Learning 

Disabilities 
Mental 
Illness 

Old Age 
Psychiatry

Week Ending 
26/01/2006 

0 0 1 0 2 

Average Delays in Days 0 0 7 0 24 
  

Reasons 
  Awaiting 

Public 
funding  
(SS) 1 

  Patient 
Choice  

(NHS) 2 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Quality Indicators by Domain 2005 – 2006 
 
Domain Indicator April May June Jul Aug Sep OCT Dec 

Number of risk 
Management 
(Clinical Claims) 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Safety 

Number of personal 
injury claims 
 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
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Clinical 
and 
Cost 
Effectiv
eness 

Number of 
Emergency  
Admissions 

720 695 682 710 553 632 567 539 

 Daycases as a 
percentage of 
percentage of 
elective 1st FCEs 
(Excluding well 
babies and 
including regular 
day cases – 
Daycase rate 

66% 
 

67% 
 

66% 
 

64% 
 

68% 
 

66% 64% 68% 

 Average length of 
stay excluding day 
cases in days 

4 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 

 Percentage of 
elective inpatients 
with zero length of 
stay 

10% 14% 16% 13
% 

15% 10% 13% 14% 

 DNA rate 7% 6% 7% 7% 7% 6% 5% 5% 

 Sickness and 
absence rate:  

2.89 3.73 2.88 1.1
0 

.60    

 Mortality Rate 1.5% 2.5% 1.7% 1.9
% 

1.9% 1.5% 2% 1.5% 

Patient 
Focus 

Number of 
complaints 
received by the 
Trust within each 
month 

5 8 3 9 4 3   

Accessi
ble and 
Respon
sive 
Care 

Inpatient Booking 
Targets 

93% 99% 100
% 

99
% 

100% 100% 100% 100%

 Outpatient Booking 
Targets 

94% 93% 95% 92
% 

93% 92% 94% 100%

Public 
Health 

Smoking Quitters         

 Smoking Quitters 86 44 56 56 57 74   
          
          
          
 
 
 
 

4       Recommendations 
 

Report is received for information. 
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5     Financial Implications 
 

Sedgefield PCT have significantly over performed financially, these overspends are 
predominantly associated with non – elective activities.  The overall numbers of non-
elective activity show no significant change, the over performance financially appears 
to be due to changes in Case Mix and the National Tariff. 

6 Specific added value 
 

PCT performance in respect to Accessible and Responsive Care is a key domain for  
Health Care Commissions assessment.  
 

7 Evidence of Patient/Public Involvement 
 

These Access reports are shared with local people through the regular Area Forums. 
 
 
8 Does the Report/Consider Issues of Equality & Diversity 

 
No data pertaining to this available this month. 
 
 

      9 Staff Participation Process 
 

Staff are kept informed of the PCT’s Performance through monthly briefings.  
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