
 

Education Children and Families Committee  

11 February 2016 Green Group Amendment  

4.1  Children and Families Revenue Grants to 3
rd

 Parties 2016/19  

 

  

Delete recommendations 1.4-1.8 and insert points below, renumbering subsequent paragraphs. 

 

1. Regrets the delay in bringing forward recommendations, originally due in December 

2015, the difficulties that the resulting uncertainty may have caused applicants, and the 
lack of any explanation for the delay. 

 
2. Regrets the lack of clarity, within the report, on the objectives against which the 

applications were assessed and whether the recommended grants achieve the optimal 

match to those objectives. 
 

3. Regrets the absence, within the report, of detail on organisations which have not been 
successful in being recommended for a grant, and how those recommendations are 
justified by failure to match the objectives of the grant scheme. 

  
4. Regrets the lack of engagement with organisations recommended for a grant, particularly 

for those receiving only 50% funding, in advance of reporting to committee which 
therefore precludes judgement on the extent to which the aims of the activity for which 
funding is sought can still be achieved, and resulting uncertainty about the delivery of 

projects and the uptake of awards. 
 

5. Notes the lack of transparency and consistency over which organisations not receiving 
funding are recommended for a 95% transition grant for one year.  
 

6. Notes that some organisations that have been recommended for funding, have now 
received a contract extension from universal youth work section, which may include 

duplication of funding.  
 

7. Recognises, however, that the failure to administer the grant process efficiently, 
transparently and timeously leaves the decision perilously close to the start of the 

financial year to which grants apply and therefore agrees that awards are made as 
outlined in appendix 1, subject to 8 below. 
 

8. Agrees that for those youth work organisations which are found to have received 
duplicate funding, the duplicated surplus funds will be deducted from the awards and 

total surplus reported back to committee for consideration.       
 

8.1 Further notes:   

 
a) those applicants who have not received funding and may be financially  vulnerable  
b) some organisations who have been recommended for partial funding may 

consider themselves especially vulnerable, 
c) some organisations may have legitimate complaints about  the process  
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8.2  Therefore Committee agrees to invite appeals from applicants in 8.1 above 

and instructs  officers to consider these appeals and report to next Committee 
meeting or as soon as possible thereafter, with full details including criteria scores 
and financial information, to allow Committee to consider the appeals and any 

action it is able to take. 
 

9 Notes the new Breakfast Club Development Fund and agrees that officers’ 
recommendations for funding criteria and for the distribution of this fund are brought annually 
to the Committee for approval, with the small grants programme report.  

 
10 Agrees that a cross party working group, including external members from the sector, 

oversee and scrutinise a lessons-learned exercise and report back to this committee within 
six months, to include full consideration of the external scrutiny report.  

 
 

 

Moved by Melanie Main 

Seconded by Gavin Corbett 

 


