DURHAM COUNTY COUNCIL
At a meeting of Adults, Wellbeing and Health Overview and Scrutiny
Committee held in Committee Room 2 - County Hall, Durham on Tuesday 30
July 2019 at 12.00 pm
Present
Councillor J Robinson (Chair)
Members of the Committee
Councillors A Batey, R Bell, R Crute, T Henderson, P Jopling, S Quinn, A Savory,
M Simmons, J Stephenson, O Temple and A Hopgood
Co-opted Members
Mrs R Hassoon

1

Apologies

Apologies for absence were received from Councillors J Chaplow, P Crathorne, J
Grant, E Huntington, C Kay, K Liddell, A Reed, H Smith, C Wilson and Mr C
Cunnington Shore (Healthwatch County Durham)

2

Substitute Members

Councillor A Hopgood for Councillor L Brown

3

Declarations of Interest

There were no declarations of interest.

4

Any Items from Co-opted Members or Interested Parties

There were no items from co-opted members of interested parties.

5

Clinical Commissioning Group merger proposal

The Committee received a report and presentation from the Chief Officer, North
Durham and Durham Dales, Easington and Sedgefield Clinical Commissioning
Groups that advised of a Clinical Commissioning Group (CCG) merger proposal
(for copy see file of Minutes).
The presentation highlighted the following: Current arrangements – 5 CCGs covering Teesside, Darlington & Durham
 Plan, buy and monitor NHS services for over 1.2 million people












What CCGs do
Why do we want to make the changes?
Proposals – 4 options
What was not covered by the change
Principles
Expected benefits
Option 4 preferred
What this would mean for patients and the public
What happens next
Opportunity to feedback and further engagement

The Chief Officer added that the CCGs were a good organisation carrying out
fantastic work locally but that it was important for everyone to work together, and
he thanked Healthwatch for their continued support and involvement with the
engagement.
Mrs Hassoon asked if the patient reference groups would continue and was
advised that the CCG would not want to change any of these arrangement as they
worked well.
Councillor Hopgood was concerned that this was another re-organisation in the
past 20 years, and she asked how much it would cost. She queried that the
savings of 20% would surely be spent on the re-organisation and there was chance
that arrangements could change again with a further merger. The Chief Officer
said that there would also be a cost with re-organisation but not necessarily in
financial terms but in staff time and the disruption to staff. He assured members
that the CCG were not expecting to see a bill following this re-organisation.
As the consultation was due to close, Councillor Bell recommended that the
committee support option 4 for the shared management structure and then look at
options for a further merger when they were proposed.
Councillor Crute commented that the correct governance arrangements needed to
be in place with the feedback given from the patient reference groups. However,
he was concerned how scrutiny would fit in to these new arrangements especially
with the Integrated Care Partnerships (ICP) and the Integrated Care System (ICS)
to ensure that the organisations were subject to accountability. The Chief Officer
assured members that they would ensure the governance arrangements were in
place.
The Corporate Director of Adult and Health Services said that Durham should be
looked at as a place and should be protected especially in terms of the local
authority and social care perspective. She added that it would make more sense
to have one CCG and that the relationship was already in place so she would
support the merger. In terms of the wider ICP/ICS issue this would be monitored

closely. The Chair agreed that having one CCG would add value and may be
beneficial to protect the acute trust in Durham.
Councillor Temple asked for some assurance that the merger would not affect the
proposals for Shotley Bridge Hospital. He also asked if there were any plans to
merge Durham and Darlington CCGs as thought this would make more sense in
terms of the foundation trust. He referred to the likelihood future merger with
Sunderland and South Tyneside and felt that that the geography would not be
helped by a single Durham CCG. The Chair said that some services had already
started merging care with Sunderland and South Tyneside.
In response the Chief Officer said that the CCG would continue to support the
Shotley Bridge proposals however there was some concerns around the capital
funding. They were seeking assurances from NHS England regarding the shortterm funding. In terms of Durham and Darlington he advised that a merger was
considered as the CCG work closely with Darlington as they shared a border and
some patients were just as likely to go to Darlington as they were Durham for their
care needs. However, GPs in the Darlington area felt that they worked more
closely with Tees and they were aligned to the southern ICP. There needed to be
a greater understanding of what would work in each ICP area as hospitals could
not provide a service alone. He advised that there would be a need for some staff
to work together as one team serving different areas under the ICP.
The Chair of the North Durham Clinical Commissioning Group explained that
representatives from GPs in North Durham CCG consulted on the proposed
merger and that no concerns were raised. The shared management operation
may cause some difficulties for future financial sustainability, but assurance had
been given that funding for Durham CCGs would be used for practices in the
Durham area.
The Chief Officer confirmed that the function of the governing body that resources
allocated for Durham would be distributed in Durham. The two Durham CCGs
manged their finances well and would continue to use the resources as best as
they could for the population of Durham abiding by the formula for the funding
criteria.
Resolved:
That the report be received and that option 4 be supported.
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Any other business - Sunderland and South Tyneside Path to
Excellence Programme - Durham Representatives

The Principal Overview and Scrutiny Officer informed the Committee that at the
last meeting the proposal for phase 2 of the Sunderland and South Tyneside Path
to Excellence Programme was discussed. He indicated that at that time, the
Committee had resolved to seek representation on any Joint OSC arrangements

established for Phase 2 of the programme. The Principal Overview and Scrutiny
Officer reported that the Joint Overview and Scrutiny Committee established by
South Tyneside BC and Sunderland City Council to consider Phase 1 of the
programme had met on 29 July 2019 and it had been agreed that joint scrutiny
arrangements would now include three representatives from Durham County
Council and nominations would be sought from the respective groups.

