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Proposed changes to legislation on social care and continuing
health care

Q1. Question 1.1: Do you think that introducing provision in legislation that only allows
‘not­for­profit’ providers to register with CIW will support delivery of the Programme for
Government commitment to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after?

No Response

Q2. Question 1.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal? You may wish
to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect), and savings
Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other practical matters
such as cross­border issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or
negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q3. Question 1.3: One approach could be for the legislation to define ‘not­for­profit’ in
terms of the types of organisation that would qualify. 

Do you consider that the restriction should also be expressed in terms of the way that any
trading surplus is expended? 

What would be the effects and implications of this?

No Response

Q4. Question 1.4: Do you think the primary legislation should include a power for Welsh
Ministers to amend the definition of ‘not­for­profit’ through subordinate legislation?

No Response

Q5. Question 1.5: What are your views on the proposed timings for the primary legislation
to come into effect?

No Response

Q6. Question 1.6: Are there any issues in relation to transition for children looked after,
local authorities and service providers you would like to draw our attention to?

No Response

Q7. Question 1.7: What are your views on the issuing of guidance to support the
implementation of the primary legislation?

No Response
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Q8. Question 1.8: What are your views on using legislation to place a restriction on local
authorities to commission placements from ‘not­for­profit’ organisations only?

In particular: Do you think it would support us to deliver the commitment to eliminate profit
from the care of children looked after in Wales? What would be the benefits, disbenefits
and other implications of such an approach? What would be an appropriate timescale for
implementing such an approach, if it were to be adopted in Wales?

No Response

Q9. Question 1.9: What are your views on the possibility of approaches being taken in
response to these legislative proposals which would undermine the intention to eliminate
profit from the care of children looked after in Wales?

Are there any actions which would guard against such activity?

No Response

Q10. Question 1.10: We would like to know your views on the effects that the legislative
changes to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after will have on the Welsh
language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh
language no less favorably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q11. Question 1.11: Please also explain how you believe the legislative changes to
support delivery of eliminating profit from the care of children looked after could be
formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for
people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably
than the English language.

No Response

Q12. Question 1.12: This chapter has focused on how we can achieve the commitment to
eliminate profit in the care of children looked after, and we have asked a number of
specific questions. If you have any related issues which we have not specifically
addressed, please use this space to report them.

No Response

Q13. Question 2.1: We have outlined our proposals to introduce further voice and control
for adults receiving Continuing Health Care (CHC) in Wales.

Do you agree or disagree with these proposals? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response
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Q14. Question 2.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal?

You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and
indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics
Other practical matters such as cross­border issues or transition to the new arrangements
Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be
mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q15. Question 2.3: What lessons can we learn from other countries’ practice in this area?

No Response

Q16. Question 2.4: Do you believe there are any other or complementary approaches we
should be considering to achieve the same effect?

If so, please outline below.

No Response

Q17. Question 2.5: We will work to ensure that any legislative change is supported by
robust guidance to help both payment recipients and practitioners understand how the
system will operate. 

Can you identify anything that it would be helpful to include in this guidance? 

What other support should be provided?

No Response

Q18. Question 2.6: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing direct
payments for continuing NHS healthcare would have on the Welsh language, specifically
on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q19. Question 2.7: Please also explain how you believe our proposals for introducing
direct payments for continuing NHS healthcare could be formulated or changed so as to
have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the
Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English
language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response
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Q20. Question 2.8: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q21. Question 3.1: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report a
child at risk (as defined in section 130(4) of the Social Services and Well­being (Wales)
Act 2014 directly on individuals within relevant bodies?

It is important to use Frameworks already established to encourage safe and secure methods of
Sharing Personal Information under the circumstances as explained. To that end reference should be
made to the Wales Accord for Sharing Personal Information (WASPI) – The WASPI Framework creates
a format by which organisations can establish a mechanism by which Welsh resident information can
be shared for compatible purpose described within Chapter 3 of this consultation

Q22. Question 3.2: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report an
adult at risk (as defined in section 126 (1) of the 2014 Act) directly on individuals within
relevant bodies?

No Response

Q23. Question 3.3: What in your view would be the likely benefits, disbenefits, risks, costs,
savings and equality impacts of such an approach? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q24. Question 3.4: What lessons can we learn from the duties to report in other
countries? 

No Response

Q25. Question 3.5: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced – for children and
adults at risk – should these sit alongside, or replace, the existing duties on organisations
under the 2014 Act?

No Response

Q26. Question 3.6: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, should they apply
to the workforce of current ‘relevant partners’ under section 162 of the 2014 Act (including
youth offending teams in relation to children), or more widely, for example to those
working in religious or sports settings, etc., and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults? 

No Response
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Q27. Question 3.7: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, which occupation
types or roles should be subject to any duty (e.g. members of regulated professions;
employed staff, even if they are not regulated; volunteers), and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults?

No Response

Q28. Question 3.8: What sanctions do you think would be proportionate or appropriate for
failure to comply with an individual reporting duty?

No Response

Q29. Question 3.9: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing
individual reporting duties would have on the Welsh language, specifically on
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q30. Question 3.10: Please also explain how you believe proposals for introducing
individual reporting duties could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects
or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and
on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language, and no
adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating
the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q31. Question 3.11: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q32. Question 4.1: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW)
to require information from any person where there is reasonable cause to believe that
they are providing a service which should be regulated?

No Response

Q33. Question 4.2: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to extend the offence of failing to provide information when
required to do so, to include these persons?

No Response
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Q34. Question 4.3: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to remove ambiguity and make it clear that the
Welsh Ministers (CIW) have the power to enter and inspect any premises which they have
reasonable cause to believe is (or has been) used as a place at or from which a service is
(or has been) provided, or which is (or has been) used in connection with the provision of
a regulated service?

No Response

Q35. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

No Response

Q36. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

No Response

Q37. Question 4.5: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to require service providers to publish their annual returns?

No Response

Q38. Question 4.6: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
create a related offence of failing to publish an annual return?

No Response

Q39. Question 4.7: (c) Publication of inspection reports: Do you agree with the proposal
to amend the 2016 Act to provide additional flexibility for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to
recognise circumstances where it may not be appropriate, relevant, or proportionate to
prepare and/or publish an inspection report?

No Response

Q40. Question 4.8: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – variation of
registration as a service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act
to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to issue an improvement notice
to a provider in circumstances where the provider is no longer providing that service or
using that place to provide a service?

No Response

Q41. Question 4.9: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration ­ removal of a
condition on a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend
the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to remove a condition on a service
provider’s registration without giving a notice of proposal (section 18) and notice of
decision following notice of proposal (section 19), when the circumstances which led to
the imposition of the condition no longer apply?

No Response
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Q42. Question 4.10: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the
2016 Act to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to follow the
improvement notice process to cancel the registration of a service provider in
circumstances when the provider has already ceased to provide a regulated service?

No Response

Q43. Question 4.11: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration –
information from providers who are cancelling their registration: Do you agree with the
proposal to create a regulation­making power under Section 14 of the 2016 Act to enable
the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to require information from a service provider who is cancelling
their registration and exiting the market?

No Response

Q44. Question 4.12: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
extend the timescale within an Improvement Notice: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to give the Welsh Ministers (CIW) the power to extend the timescale
for information to be provided when improvement notices are issued?

No Response

Q45. Question 4.13: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration in prescribed circumstances: Do you agree with
the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to disapply the
section 16(3)(b) requirement within the improvement notice – to take particular action or
provide information – in prescribed circumstances, when it would be futile to apply the
requirement?

No Response

Q46. Question 4.14: (e) Responsible individuals – making representations: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to give Responsible Individuals the right to make
representations to the Welsh Ministers (CIW), against any improvement notice or
cancellation of their designation, provided the representations are made within the time
limit specified within the notice?

No Response

Q47. Question 4.15: (e) Responsible individuals – sending the improvement notice to the
service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to require that
any improvement notice served to a Responsible Individual must also be sent to the
service provider?

No Response

Q48. Question 4.16: (e) Responsible individuals ­ Removing a Responsible Individual
without making an application to designate a new Responsible Individual: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a service provider to apply to the Welsh
Ministers (CIW) for a variation of the conditions of their registration to remove a
Responsible Individual when they are not designating a replacement Responsible
Individual as part of the same application?

No Response
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Q49. Question 4.17: (f) Definition of ‘Care’ for children and young people: Do you agree
with the proposal to adjust the definition of ‘care’ in section 3 of the 2016 Act in order to
place beyond doubt that the provision of parental­type care is recognised as being ‘care’
within the meaning of the 2016 Act?

No Response

Q50. Question 4.18: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning, either here or, if easier, please feel free to note any
impacts specific to an individual proposal under the appropriate question above.

No Response

Q51. Question 4.19: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q52. Question 4.20: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q53. Question 4.21: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q54. Question 5.1: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide that
a person who has held office as a member of Social Care Wales may be reappointed
once? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response
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Q55. Question 5.2: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide
Social Care Wales with the power to grant a conditional registration for a person, when
they are renewing their registration, in certain circumstances? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q56. Question 5.3: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a
panel to review and extend interim orders as appropriate, up to the maximum of 18
months? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q57. Question 5.4: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide a
Fitness to Practise panel with the ability to revoke an interim order, during review
proceedings, where it is necessary and appropriate? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q58. Question 5.5: What, in your view, would make it necessary and appropriate for a
'fitness to practise' panel to revoke an interim order?

No Response

Q59. Question 5.6: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q60. Question 5.7: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.

What effects do you think there would be?

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response
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Q61. Question 5.8: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q62. Question 5.9: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q63. Question 6.1: We would like to know your views on the proposal to extend the
definition of ‘social care worker’ to include both childcare and play workers. In particular,
are you in favour of extending the role of Social Care Wales to cover childcare and play
workers working in the childcare sector? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q64. Question 6.2: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposal? You
may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect),
and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other
practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects
could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q65. Question 6.3: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposal
would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q66. Question 6.4: Please also explain how you believe the proposal could be formulated
or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities
for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people
to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than
the English language

No Response
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Q67. Question 6.5: We have asked a number of specific questions. If you have any
related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space to report
them:

No Response

Submit your response  

Q68. You are about to submit your response. Please ensure you are satisfied with the
answers you have provided before sending.

Name:

Organisation (if
applicable):

Digital Health & Care Wales

E:mail:

Telephone:

Your address: Digital Health & Care Wales, Ty Glan Yr Afon, 21 Cowbridge Road East,
Cardiff, CF11 9AD

Q69. If you want to receive a receipt of your response, please provide an email address.

Email address

Wendy.Presgrave2@wales.nhs.uk

Q70. Responses to consultations may be made public. To keep your response
anonymous (including email addresses) tick the box.

No Response

Response 026

11



Consultation Response Form 

Your name: 

Organisation (if applicable): Hywel Dda University Health Board 

Email / Telephone number: 

Your address: 

Responses to consultations may be made public, on the internet or in a report. If you 
would prefer your response to remain anonymous, please place a tick in the box:  

Please tell us who you are responding on behalf of. For example, is this your own 
response or is it sent on behalf of an organisation?  

If you want to receive a receipt of your response, please confirm your email address, 
here:  
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Questions on Chapter 1: Eliminating profit from the care of children 
looked after 

There are 12 questions about this chapter. 

Question 1.1: Do you think that introducing provision in legislation that only allows 
‘not-for-profit’ providers to register with CIW will support delivery of the Programme 
for Government commitment to eliminate profit from the care of children looked 
after? 

Legislation will support the delivery of the programme because if they are unable to 
register then that provider will not be able to provide the care.  

The risk with this strategy is that it is unclear how many current providers will move 
over to a non-profit status so we could have a huge deficit of placements within 
residential homes and foster placements and then more Welsh children will have to 
be placed over the border.  

This legislation should encompass all the 4 nations for it to have any chance to work. 
It will be very difficult otherwise.  

Currently there are not enough placements in Wales, and we are placing children 
over the border, away from their communities and families. Potential loss of the 
Welsh language. 

The use of unregulated placements has increased and there is a risk that we may 
see more use of this type of placement, or a proliferation of these unregulated 
placements, filling the shortfall. 

We would question how this will affect other countries of the UK who place children 
in Wales. 

Question 1.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal? You may 
wish to consider, for example: 

- Benefits, and disbenefits;

- Costs (direct and indirect), and savings;

- Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics;

- Other practical matters such as cross-border issues.

Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be 
mitigated, would also be welcome. 

Please explain your reasoning. 
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Benefit would be that Looked After Children are not being treated as a commodity, 
all Local Authorities would pay the same rate, and which may enable funding 
capacity for preventative/proactive services to support CYP and families within Local 
Authority areas. 

There could be a national tariff set and this is what independent fostering companies 
and residential homes can charge if they decide not to go down the route of being 
non-profit.  

There is a risk that there will be an increased shortage of placements as companies 
will choose not to go to NFP status. 

Any new placements that open may not have the skill to manage the CYP they are 
looking after, over the last few years the CYP coming into care have been 
increasingly more complex. 

There may be a reduction in the number of placements willing to accept children who 
require more specialist provisions/equipment (instead opting to take less 
complex/challenging children as they would be paid the same amount regardless). 

Many areas within Wales are net receivers of CYP and this has an effect for all local 
services within that region such as schools, dentists, and paediatric appointments, 
meaning less availability for local children. 

Some independent fostering agencies provide better support and training for their 
staff than local authority fostering teams who struggle to give the same support 
because of workloads and staff vacancies. Therefore, they are often able to give 
better outcomes to children. On the other hand, independent agencies are very quick 
to serve notice on a CYP if the placement becomes difficult, whereas local 
authorities have no choice but to ensure that they try and find the right placement. 

Question 1.3: One approach could be for the legislation to define ‘not-for-profit’ in 
terms of the types of organisation that would qualify. Do you consider that the 
restriction should also be expressed in terms of the way that any trading surplus is 
expended? What would be the effects and implications of this? 

We are unclear what is meant by ‘any trading surplus is expended’. 

If this means that profits are made and what should be done with the profit, we feel it 
should be used to benefit the children or young people; improving facilities and/or 
improving staff education. 

Question 1.4: Do you think the primary legislation should include a power for Welsh 
Ministers to amend the definition of ‘not-for-profit’ through subordinate legislation? 
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We disagree with this recommendation as consultation is important and all relevant 
parties should be able to comment on any proposed changes being considered 
through subordinate legislation. 

Question 1.5: What are your views on the proposed timings for the primary 
legislation to come into effect?  

Following the pandemic and the subsequent recovery there has been a significant 
increase in number of LAC and the distribution of unaccompanied asylum seekers 
across Wales and currently there are not enough placements. We are unsure if by 
2026 this will be achievable with the current escalating situation. Action needs to be 
taken in the interim to ensure we have enough placements. There is a significant 
deficit in secure beds and recently there were 62 children across Wales needing 
secure beds and only 1 bed available. 

Question 1.6: Are there any issues in relation to transition for children looked after, 
local authorities and service providers you would like to draw our attention to? 

In current experience, companies are offering placements and therapeutic services, 
yet the therapeutic service is not always delivered, but the young person is already in 
the placement and the money is being paid. National tariffs should be set, with 
itemised quotes/bills and a means to hold placements to account if the services are 
not provided. 

Question 1.7: What are your views on the issuing of guidance to support the 
implementation of the primary legislation? 

We agree that the issue of guidance and training will be needed across all sectors. 

Question 1.8: What are your views on using legislation to place a restriction on local 
authorities to commission placements from ‘not-for-profit’ organisations only? In 
particular: 

- Do you think it would support us to deliver the commitment to eliminate profit
from the care of children looked after in Wales?

- What would be the benefits, disbenefits and other implications of such an
approach?

- What would be an appropriate timescale for implementing such an
approach, if it were to be adopted in Wales?
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In our view, this would be prohibitive as currently local authorities are struggling with 
placements due to the complexity of the CYP. This should be a last resort when 
other legislation such as not registering the homes has not gained the expected 
outcomes.  

If this is mandated, it could make the workload of local authorities very difficult 
because if there are no placements in Wales there are limited options available to 
them. There would need to be clarity on any penalty for placing outside Wales or 
with a for profit organisation.  

There needs to be a plan in place for situations where a not-for-profit placement is 
not an option. Out of hours or placements made to NFP organisations need approval 
at regional complex needs panels. 

This approach should not be considered until further consultations have happened. 

 

Question 1.9: What are your views on the possibility of approaches being taken in 
response to these legislative proposals which would undermine the intention to 
eliminate profit from the care of children looked after in Wales? Are there any actions 
which would guard against such activity? 

Charitable status requires more explanation as charities now pay staff and directors 
significant salaries, so we are unclear what the difference for this is with profit 
making companies. 

 

Question 1.10: We would like to know your views on the effects that the legislative 
changes to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after will have on the 
Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on 
treating the Welsh language no less favorably than English. What effects do you 
think there would be?  How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects 
be mitigated? 

Welsh children may be moved out of Wales because less placements are available 
and therefore will be detrimental to their exposure to learn and use the Welsh 
language. We welcome the Welsh Government programme of transformation of 
children’s services, within which there is a clear focus on keeping children closer to 
home, their families, and communities. Welsh speaking is an important part of the 
identity of some children as is the future of the availability of Welsh speaking staff 
within the workforce.  

 

Question 1.11: Please also explain how you believe the legislative changes to 
support delivery of eliminating profit from the care of children looked after could be 
formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on 
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opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh 
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on 
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh 
language no less favourably than the English language. 

See answer to Q10. 

 

Question 1.12: This chapter has focused on how we can achieve the commitment to 
eliminate profit in the care of children looked after, and we have asked a number of 
specific questions. If you have any related issues which we have not specifically 
addressed, please use this space to report them. 

We would seek further clarity around the use of unregulated placements as these 
may increase exponentially and aren’t regulated by CIW. 

We would also seek clarity of definitions between not for profit and those with 
charitable status. 
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Questions on Chapter 2: Introducing direct payments for Continuing 
NHS healthcare 

There are 8 questions about this chapter. 

 

Question 2.1: We have outlined our proposals to introduce further voice and control 
for adults receiving Continuing Health Care (CHC) in Wales.  Do you agree or 
disagree with these proposals?  Please explain your reasoning. 

Yes, provided Health Boards have powers to make the final decisions as to whether 
the carers who are employed to deliver healthcare interventions are qualified and 
competent to do so. Otherwise, no, we’re not in agreement with these proposals. 

 

Question 2.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal?  

You may wish to consider, for example: 

- Benefits, and disbenefits; 

- Costs (direct and indirect), and savings;  

- Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics; 

- Other practical matters such as cross-border issues or transition to the new 
arrangements. 

Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be 
mitigated, would also be welcome. 

Please explain your reasoning. 

Quality of care may improve if a person who is eligible for CHC agrees to have it. 
However, quality of care may suffer if it cannot be assured as being to the required 
standard. Direct financial costs may increase due to more people agreeing to accept 
CHC. However, costs may also decrease if lower paid/unpaid ‘personnel’ are 
delivering care on behalf of registrants. Indirect financial costs may increase due to 
legal issues surrounding appeals, disputes, negligence, etc. if people are unhappy 
with decisions to not award them DPs or if they suffer adverse outcomes because of 
poor quality of care commissioned via DPs. Disabled people, and those with other 
protected characteristics, may experience better, more equitable outcomes due to 
them having greater voice/control. However, they could also suffer adverse 
outcomes if they aren’t supported to make good decisions on how to spend DPs. 

 

Question 2.3: What lessons can we learn from other countries’ practice in this area? 
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Look to NHS England and the Welsh LAs (and wider) for honest feedback on the 
safety and effectiveness of DPs before committing to implementing them in Wales. 

 

Question 2.4: Do you believe there are any other or complementary approaches we 
should be considering to achieve the same effect? If so, please outline below. 

We are not aware of any other approaches that could be considered instead of DPs. 

 

Question 2.5: We will work to ensure that any legislative change is supported by 
robust guidance to help both payment recipients and practitioners understand how 
the system will operate. Can you identify anything that it would be helpful to include 
in this guidance? What other support should be provided? 

Clear regulation/guidance on how to govern the quality of care, in support of good 
outcomes, so Health Boards aren’t left without power, but with all the 
accountabilities. 

 

Question 2.6: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing 
direct payments for continuing NHS healthcare would have on the Welsh language, 
specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh 
language no less favourably than English. What effects do you think there would 
be? How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated? 

Use of the Welsh Language could improve due to patients being able to employ 
‘personnel’ they know to be Welsh speakers. However, this should not be considered 
of greater or equal importance than the safety and quality of care being delivered. 

 

Question 2.7: Please also explain how you believe our proposals for introducing 
direct payments for continuing NHS healthcare could be formulated or changed so 
as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to 
use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than 
the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the 
Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the 
English language.  

We’re unsure how to answer this question. Is this about ensuring consultation 
documents, meetings, etc. are accessible through the medium of Welsh? Or is this 
about ensuring people can identify and select ‘personnel’ based on their Welsh 
Language skills? If the former, then yes, every effort should be made to ensure that 
people whose preferred language is Welsh are able to contribute to discussions on 

Response 027

8



these proposals through this medium (but the availability of Easy Read 
documentation should be considered just as high a priority for People with Learning 
Disabilities to be able to meaningfully contribute too). If the latter, please refer to our 
answer to Question 6. 

 

Question 2.8: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you 
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this 
space to report them. 

Just to reiterate that Health Boards’ concerns regarding governance, quality of care, 
patient outcomes, and financial control must be addressed, and ongoing support and 
guidance must be available for us to pursue the interface between CHC and DPs. If 
Health Boards are going to be expected to follow a consistent approach to DPs, with 
associated key performance indicators/targets, the Welsh Government will need to 
provide prescriptive guidance for us to follow and not leave this to each Health Board 
to establish with individual legal advisors. 

Whilst we agree with the principle of enabling greater voice and control, we have 
identified concerns regarding non-verbal patients and how their voice would be 
heard in decision making, or where there are disagreements. 

We would seek further clarity as to who would monitor and ensure payments have 
been spent in the appropriate manner. 
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Questions on Chapter 3: Mandatory reporting of children and adults at 
risk 

There are 11 questions about this chapter. 

 

Question 3.1: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report a 
child at risk (as defined in section 130(4) of the Social Services and Well-being 
(Wales) Act 2014 directly on individuals within relevant bodies? 

This proposal has clear benefits and emphasises individual’s responsibilities and 
expectation on them as professionals. This would also prevent third party referring, 
i.e., education relying on safeguarding lead or Head Teacher completing the report. 

 

Question 3.2: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report an 
adult at risk (as defined in section 126(1) of the 2014 Act) directly on individuals 
within relevant bodies? 

This proposal has clear benefits and emphasises individual’s responsibilities and 
expectation on them as professionals.  

 

Question 3.3: What in your view would be the likely benefits, disbenefits, risks, 
costs, savings and equality impacts of such an approach?  

Please explain your reasoning. 

There would be the benefit of increased accountability for those who put themselves 
forward to provide a service to individuals who have needs for care and support. 

It would afford greater protection to individuals and enable action on historical cases, 
which may prevent further abuse in the future. 

This would also prevent third party referring. 

A clear benefit would be that individuals may consider safeguarding as part of an 
analysis of a situation. However, it may have a negative effect with individuals 
reporting when there are not safeguarding concerns. This may be done through fear 
of retribution if a report is not made. This then has an impact on the number of 
reports being submitted and subsequent impact on resources across agencies, with 
inevitable cost and funding implications. 

Safeguarding has spent much time and effort in it move away from punitive 
responses to reflective practice and ‘lessons learnt’. If an individual fails to submit a 
report this could lead to the return of a ‘blame culture’ and punitive approach. 
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There remain unknown questions: Who will ‘police’ this’? What would be the process 
for managing non-compliance? What additional training may be required to 
implement the duty? All of these have an impact on resources and staffing.  

 

Question 3.4: What lessons can we learn from the duties to report in other 
countries?  

The consultation has acknowledged that the impact for children is mixed in other 
counties. There is no reference to adults. It would be beneficial to consider in more 
detail the positive and negative impact of this proposal from countries where this has 
been implemented and analyse how this would project. 

 

Question 3.5: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced – for children and 
adults at risk – should these sit alongside, or replace, the existing duties on 
organisations under the 2014 Act? 

If implemented, it would be beneficial to have it incorporated to prevent confusion 
and provide clarity. 

 

Question 3.6: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, should they apply 
to the workforce of current ‘relevant partners’ under section 162 of the 2014 Act 
(including youth offending teams in relation to children), or more widely, for example 
to those working in religious or sports settings, etc., and in particular: 

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)? 

If implemented it is vital that this covers all aspects, thus preventing ambiguity. There 
could be a negative impact in that staff may not be willing to undertake roles in 
organisations, due to the added statutory responsibility. 

 

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults?  

It is our view that they should be applied more widely and be as equally applicable to 
children and adults, recognising that those defined as an adult at risk would have the 
same access rights to most groups as those who would not fit with the definition of 
an adult at risk. 

 

Question 3.7: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, which occupation 
types or roles should be subject to any duty (e.g. members of regulated professions; 
employed staff, even if they are not regulated; volunteers), and in particular: 
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(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)? 

If implemented it is vital that this covers all aspects, thus preventing ambiguity. There 
could be a negative impact in that there may be a reduction in the number of 
volunteers, as they may not wish to have the added statutory responsibility. 

 

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults?  

Apply the same duties to children and adults at risk – should apply to any group that 
has some form of formal group status, either in terms of a regulatory role or person 
facing, or anyone in receipt of payment to deliver care and support. 

 

Question 3.8: What sanctions do you think would be proportionate or appropriate for 
failure to comply with an individual reporting duty? 

It is essential that there is not a return to blame culture and that reflective practice 
and lessons learnt is incorporated into any sanctions. Repeated failures to report 
would need to be addressed in disciplinary processes. 

 

Question 3.9: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing 
individual reporting duties would have on the Welsh language, specifically on 
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less 
favourably than English. What effects do you think there would be?  How could 
positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated? 

It is essential that reporting mechanisms are bilingual, and that children, young 
people, and adults can speak to professionals in their preferred language. 

 

Question 3.10: Please also explain how you believe proposals for introducing 
individual reporting duties could be formulated or changed so as to have positive 
effects or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh 
language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English 
language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh 
language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English 
language.  

See answer to Q9. 
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Question 3.11: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you 
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this 
space to report them. 

We cannot think of any related issues to report. 
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Questions on Chapter 4: Amendments to regulation of service providers 
and responsible individuals  

Part 2 and Schedule 1 of the Regulation and Inspection of Social Care (Wales) Act 
2016 (‘the 2016 Act’) provides the basis on which Care Inspectorate Wales (‘CIW’) – 
on behalf of the Welsh Ministers – undertakes functions relating to the registration, 
regulation and inspection of ‘regulated services’.  

This chapter of the consultation focuses on proposed amendments to the regulatory 
regime for regulated services, service providers and their designated responsible 
individuals. These relate to a range of matters provided for within the 2016 Act, 
including:  

a) Identifying unregistered services 

b) Publication of annual returns 

c) Publication of inspection reports 

d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration   

e) Responsible individuals  

f) Definition of ‘Care’ for children and young people 

Questions on proposed amendments relating to each of these matters follow. 

There are 21 questions about this chapter. 

 

Question 4.1: (a) Identifying unregistered services - power to obtain information: Do 
you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers 
(CIW) to require information from any person where there is reasonable cause to 
believe that they are providing a service which should be regulated? 

Yes. 

 

Question 4.2: (a) Identifying unregistered services - power to obtain information: Do 
you agree with the proposal to extend the offence of failing to provide information 
when required to do so, to include these persons? 

Yes. 

 

Question 4.3: (a) Identifying unregistered services - power of entry: Do you agree 
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to remove ambiguity and make it clear that 
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the Welsh Ministers (CIW) have the power to enter and inspect any premises which 
they have reasonable cause to believe is (or has been) used as a place at or from 
which a service is (or has been) provided, or which is (or has been) used in 
connection with the provision of a regulated service? 

Yes. 

 

Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services - power of entry: Do you agree 
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to 
comply with a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances? 

Yes. 

 

Question 4.5: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to 
amend the 2016 Act to require service providers to publish their annual returns?  

Yes, so long as the service providers are supported to establish the required 
infrastructure to enable them to publish, i.e., setting up websites, and given enough 
time to do this. WG will also need assurance that the service providers will adhere to 
the principles of good practice information governance when publishing. 

 

Question 4.6: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to 
create a related offence of failing to publish an annual return? 

Yes. 

 

Question 4.7: (c) Publication of inspection reports: Do you agree with the proposal 
to amend the 2016 Act to provide additional flexibility for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) 
to recognise circumstances where it may not be appropriate, relevant, or 
proportionate to prepare and/or publish an inspection report? 

Yes, provided WG recognises the need to consider circumstances on a case-by-
case basis and not just assume that reports relating to homes for looked after 
children or for ‘vulnerable’ adults are the only ones that shouldn’t be published. 
There may be other circumstances when it would be inappropriate to publish. 
Reports etc. should also be made available in the event of FOI requests. 
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Question 4.8: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – variation of 
registration as a service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 
Act to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to issue an 
improvement notice to a provider in circumstances where the provider is no longer 
providing that service or using that place to provide a service? 

Yes, so long as WG ensures they are notified that the service provider has ceased to 
provide the service(s), so that if they later decide to reinstate it/them, it/they can be 
registered and inspected accordingly. 

 

Question 4.9: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration - removal of 
a condition on a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to 
amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to remove a condition on a 
service provider’s registration without giving a notice of proposal (section 18) and 
notice of decision following notice of proposal (section 19), when the circumstances 
which led to the imposition of the condition no longer apply? 

Yes. 

 

Question 4.10: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to 
cancel a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 
2016 Act to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to follow the 
improvement notice process to cancel the registration of a service provider in 
circumstances when the provider has already ceased to provide a regulated service? 

Yes, so long as WG ensures they are notified that the service provider has ceased to 
provide the service(s), so that if they later decide to reinstate it/them, it/they can be 
registered and inspected accordingly. 

 

Question 4.11: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – 
information from providers who are cancelling their registration: Do you agree with 
the proposal to create a regulation-making power under Section 14 of the 2016 Act 
to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to require information from a service provider 
who is cancelling their registration and exiting the market? 

Yes. 

 

Question 4.12: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to 
extend the timescale within an Improvement Notice: Do you agree with the proposal 
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to amend the 2016 Act to give the Welsh Ministers (CIW) the power to extend the 
timescale for information to be provided when improvement notices are issued? 

Yes. 

 

Question 4.13: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to 
cancel a service provider’s registration in prescribed circumstances: Do you agree 
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to 
disapply the section 16(3)(b) requirement within the improvement notice – to take 
particular action or provide information – in prescribed circumstances, when it would 
be futile to apply the requirement? 

Yes. 

 

Question 4.14: (e) Responsible individuals – making representations: Do you agree 
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to give Responsible Individuals the right to 
make representations to the Welsh Ministers (CIW), against any improvement notice 
or cancellation of their designation, provided the representations are made within the 
time limit specified within the notice? 

Yes. 

 

Question 4.15: (e) Responsible individuals – sending the improvement notice to the 
service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to require 
that any improvement notice served to a Responsible Individual must also be sent to 
the service provider? 

Yes. 

 

Question 4.16: (e) Responsible individuals - Removing a Responsible Individual 
without making an application to designate a new Responsible Individual: Do you 
agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a service provider to apply to 
the Welsh Ministers (CIW) for a variation of the conditions of their registration to 
remove a Responsible Individual when they are not designating a replacement 
Responsible Individual as part of the same application? 

Yes. 
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Question 4.17: (f) Definition of ‘Care’ for children and young people: Do you agree 
with the proposal to adjust the definition of ‘care’ in section 3 of the 2016 Act in order 
to place beyond doubt that the provision of parental-type care is recognised as being 
‘care’ within the meaning of the 2016 Act? 

Yes. 

 

Question 4.18: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this 
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: 

- Benefits, and disbenefits; 

- Costs (direct and indirect), and savings;  

- Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics; 

- Other practical issues. 

Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be 
mitigated, would also be welcome. 

Please explain your reasoning, either here or, if easier, please feel free to note any 
impacts specific to an individual proposal under the appropriate question above. 

The removal of ambiguity from the legislation, e.g., in relation to the duties of those 
service providers who are suspected as being unregistered, should help safeguard 
people in receipt of care and support (regardless of their protected characteristics). 
The time, and therefore costs, associated with the administrative burden of 
unnecessarily serving improvement notices, publishing reports, etc. would be saved, 
both for WG and the service providers. 

 

Question 4.19: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals 
in this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for 
people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than 
English. What effects do you think there would be?  How could positive effects be 
increased, or negative effects be mitigated? 

We cannot think of any effects the proposals would have on the Welsh Language. 

 

Question 4.20: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter 
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive 
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the 
Welsh language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse 
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effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the 
Welsh language no less favourably than the English language. 

We’re unsure how to answer this question. Is this about ensuring consultation 
documents, meetings, etc. are accessible through the medium of Welsh? Or is this 
about ensuring people can identify and select ‘personnel’ based on their Welsh 
Language skills? If the former, then yes, every effort should be made to ensure that 
people whose preferred language is Welsh are able to contribute to discussions on 
these proposals through this medium (but the availability of Easy Read 
documentation should be considered just as high a priority for People with Learning 
Disabilities to be able to meaningfully contribute too). If the latter, please refer to our 
answer to Question 19. 

 

Question 4.21: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you 
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this 
space to report them. 

We cannot think of any related issues to report. 
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Questions on Chapter 5: Amendments to regulation of the social care 
workforce  

There are 9 questions about this chapter. 

 

Question 5.1: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide that 
a person who has held office as a member of Social Care Wales may be reappointed 
once? Please explain your reasoning. 

As a Health Board, we cannot respond to this question. 

 

Question 5.2: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide 
Social Care Wales with the power to grant a conditional registration for a person, 
when they are renewing their registration, in certain circumstances? Please explain 
your reasoning. 

As a Health Board, we cannot respond to this question. 

 

Question 5.3: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a 
panel to review and extend interim orders as appropriate, up to the maximum of 18 
months? Please explain your reasoning.  

As a Health Board, we cannot respond to this question. 

 

Question 5.4: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide a 
Fitness to Practise panel with the ability to revoke an interim order, during review 
proceedings, where it is necessary and appropriate? Please explain your reasoning. 

As a Health Board, we cannot respond to this question. 

 

Question 5.5: What, in your view, would make it necessary and appropriate for a 
Fitness to Practise panel to revoke an interim order? 

As a Health Board, we cannot respond to this question. 
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Question 5.6: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this 
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: 

- Benefits, and disbenefits; 

- Costs (direct and indirect), and savings;  

- Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics; 

- Other practical issues. 

Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be 
mitigated, would also be welcome. 

Please explain your reasoning. 

As a Health Board, we cannot respond to this question. 

 

Question 5.7: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in 
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for 
people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than 
English. What effects do you think there would be?  How could positive effects be 
increased, or negative effects be mitigated? 

As a Health Board, we cannot respond to this question. 

 

Question 5.8: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter 
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive 
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the 
Welsh language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse 
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the 
Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.  

As a Health Board, we cannot respond to this question. 

 

Question 5.9: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you 
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this 
space to report them. 

As a Health Board, we cannot respond to this question. 
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Questions on Chapter 6: Extending the definition of social care worker 
to include childcare and play workers 

There are 5 questions about this chapter. 

Question 6.1: We would like to know your views on the proposal to extend the 
definition of ‘social care worker’ to include both childcare and play workers.  In 
particular, are you in favour of extending the role of Social Care Wales to cover 
childcare and play workers working in the childcare sector?  

Please explain your reasoning. 

As a Health Board, we cannot respond to this question. 

 

Question 6.2: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposal? You 
may wish to consider, for example: 

- Benefits, and disbenefits; 

- Costs (direct and indirect), and savings;  

- Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics; 

- Other practical issues. 

Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be 
mitigated, would also be welcome. 

Please explain your reasoning. 

As a Health Board, we cannot respond to this question. 

 

Question 6.3: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposal 
would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use 
Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. What 
effects do you think there would be?  How could positive effects be increased, or 
negative effects be mitigated? 

As a Health Board, we cannot respond to this question. 

 

Question 6.4: Please also explain how you believe the proposal could be formulated 
or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on 
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh 
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language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on 
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh 
language no less favourably than the English language.  

As a Health Board, we cannot respond to this question. 

 

Question 6.5: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you 
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this 
space to report them. 

As a Health Board, we cannot respond to this question. 
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Proposed changes to legislation on social care and continuing
health care

Q1. Question 1.1: Do you think that introducing provision in legislation that only allows
‘not­for­profit’ providers to register with CIW will support delivery of the Programme for
Government commitment to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after?

No Response

Q2. Question 1.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal? You may wish
to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect), and savings
Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other practical matters
such as cross­border issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or
negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q3. Question 1.3: One approach could be for the legislation to define ‘not­for­profit’ in
terms of the types of organisation that would qualify. 

Do you consider that the restriction should also be expressed in terms of the way that any
trading surplus is expended? 

What would be the effects and implications of this?

No Response

Q4. Question 1.4: Do you think the primary legislation should include a power for Welsh
Ministers to amend the definition of ‘not­for­profit’ through subordinate legislation?

No Response

Q5. Question 1.5: What are your views on the proposed timings for the primary legislation
to come into effect?

No Response

Q6. Question 1.6: Are there any issues in relation to transition for children looked after,
local authorities and service providers you would like to draw our attention to?

No Response

Q7. Question 1.7: What are your views on the issuing of guidance to support the
implementation of the primary legislation?

No Response
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Q8. Question 1.8: What are your views on using legislation to place a restriction on local
authorities to commission placements from ‘not­for­profit’ organisations only?

In particular: Do you think it would support us to deliver the commitment to eliminate profit
from the care of children looked after in Wales? What would be the benefits, disbenefits
and other implications of such an approach? What would be an appropriate timescale for
implementing such an approach, if it were to be adopted in Wales?

No Response

Q9. Question 1.9: What are your views on the possibility of approaches being taken in
response to these legislative proposals which would undermine the intention to eliminate
profit from the care of children looked after in Wales?

Are there any actions which would guard against such activity?

No Response

Q10. Question 1.10: We would like to know your views on the effects that the legislative
changes to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after will have on the Welsh
language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh
language no less favorably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q11. Question 1.11: Please also explain how you believe the legislative changes to
support delivery of eliminating profit from the care of children looked after could be
formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for
people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably
than the English language.

No Response

Q12. Question 1.12: This chapter has focused on how we can achieve the commitment to
eliminate profit in the care of children looked after, and we have asked a number of
specific questions. If you have any related issues which we have not specifically
addressed, please use this space to report them.

No Response

Q13. Question 2.1: We have outlined our proposals to introduce further voice and control
for adults receiving Continuing Health Care (CHC) in Wales.

Do you agree or disagree with these proposals? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response
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Q14. Question 2.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal?

You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and
indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics
Other practical matters such as cross­border issues or transition to the new arrangements
Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be
mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q15. Question 2.3: What lessons can we learn from other countries’ practice in this area?

No Response

Q16. Question 2.4: Do you believe there are any other or complementary approaches we
should be considering to achieve the same effect?

If so, please outline below.

No Response

Q17. Question 2.5: We will work to ensure that any legislative change is supported by
robust guidance to help both payment recipients and practitioners understand how the
system will operate. 

Can you identify anything that it would be helpful to include in this guidance? 

What other support should be provided?

No Response

Q18. Question 2.6: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing direct
payments for continuing NHS healthcare would have on the Welsh language, specifically
on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q19. Question 2.7: Please also explain how you believe our proposals for introducing
direct payments for continuing NHS healthcare could be formulated or changed so as to
have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the
Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English
language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Response 028

3



Q20. Question 2.8: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q21. Question 3.1: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report a
child at risk (as defined in section 130(4) of the Social Services and Well­being (Wales)
Act 2014 directly on individuals within relevant bodies?

No Response

Q22. Question 3.2: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report an
adult at risk (as defined in section 126 (1) of the 2014 Act) directly on individuals within
relevant bodies?

No Response

Q23. Question 3.3: What in your view would be the likely benefits, disbenefits, risks, costs,
savings and equality impacts of such an approach? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q24. Question 3.4: What lessons can we learn from the duties to report in other
countries? 

No Response

Q25. Question 3.5: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced – for children and
adults at risk – should these sit alongside, or replace, the existing duties on organisations
under the 2014 Act?

No Response

Q26. Question 3.6: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, should they apply
to the workforce of current ‘relevant partners’ under section 162 of the 2014 Act (including
youth offending teams in relation to children), or more widely, for example to those
working in religious or sports settings, etc., and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults? 

No Response
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Q27. Question 3.7: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, which occupation
types or roles should be subject to any duty (e.g. members of regulated professions;
employed staff, even if they are not regulated; volunteers), and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults?

No Response

Q28. Question 3.8: What sanctions do you think would be proportionate or appropriate for
failure to comply with an individual reporting duty?

No Response

Q29. Question 3.9: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing
individual reporting duties would have on the Welsh language, specifically on
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q30. Question 3.10: Please also explain how you believe proposals for introducing
individual reporting duties could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects
or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and
on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language, and no
adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating
the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q31. Question 3.11: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q32. Question 4.1: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW)
to require information from any person where there is reasonable cause to believe that
they are providing a service which should be regulated?

No Response

Q33. Question 4.2: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to extend the offence of failing to provide information when
required to do so, to include these persons?

No Response
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Q34. Question 4.3: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to remove ambiguity and make it clear that the
Welsh Ministers (CIW) have the power to enter and inspect any premises which they have
reasonable cause to believe is (or has been) used as a place at or from which a service is
(or has been) provided, or which is (or has been) used in connection with the provision of
a regulated service?

No Response

Q35. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

No Response

Q36. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

No Response

Q37. Question 4.5: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to require service providers to publish their annual returns?

No Response

Q38. Question 4.6: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
create a related offence of failing to publish an annual return?

No Response

Q39. Question 4.7: (c) Publication of inspection reports: Do you agree with the proposal
to amend the 2016 Act to provide additional flexibility for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to
recognise circumstances where it may not be appropriate, relevant, or proportionate to
prepare and/or publish an inspection report?

No Response

Q40. Question 4.8: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – variation of
registration as a service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act
to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to issue an improvement notice
to a provider in circumstances where the provider is no longer providing that service or
using that place to provide a service?

No Response

Q41. Question 4.9: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration ­ removal of a
condition on a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend
the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to remove a condition on a service
provider’s registration without giving a notice of proposal (section 18) and notice of
decision following notice of proposal (section 19), when the circumstances which led to
the imposition of the condition no longer apply?

No Response

Response 028

6



Q42. Question 4.10: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the
2016 Act to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to follow the
improvement notice process to cancel the registration of a service provider in
circumstances when the provider has already ceased to provide a regulated service?

No Response

Q43. Question 4.11: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration –
information from providers who are cancelling their registration: Do you agree with the
proposal to create a regulation­making power under Section 14 of the 2016 Act to enable
the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to require information from a service provider who is cancelling
their registration and exiting the market?

No Response

Q44. Question 4.12: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
extend the timescale within an Improvement Notice: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to give the Welsh Ministers (CIW) the power to extend the timescale
for information to be provided when improvement notices are issued?

No Response

Q45. Question 4.13: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration in prescribed circumstances: Do you agree with
the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to disapply the
section 16(3)(b) requirement within the improvement notice – to take particular action or
provide information – in prescribed circumstances, when it would be futile to apply the
requirement?

No Response

Q46. Question 4.14: (e) Responsible individuals – making representations: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to give Responsible Individuals the right to make
representations to the Welsh Ministers (CIW), against any improvement notice or
cancellation of their designation, provided the representations are made within the time
limit specified within the notice?

No Response

Q47. Question 4.15: (e) Responsible individuals – sending the improvement notice to the
service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to require that
any improvement notice served to a Responsible Individual must also be sent to the
service provider?

No Response

Q48. Question 4.16: (e) Responsible individuals ­ Removing a Responsible Individual
without making an application to designate a new Responsible Individual: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a service provider to apply to the Welsh
Ministers (CIW) for a variation of the conditions of their registration to remove a
Responsible Individual when they are not designating a replacement Responsible
Individual as part of the same application?

No Response
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Q49. Question 4.17: (f) Definition of ‘Care’ for children and young people: Do you agree
with the proposal to adjust the definition of ‘care’ in section 3 of the 2016 Act in order to
place beyond doubt that the provision of parental­type care is recognised as being ‘care’
within the meaning of the 2016 Act?

No Response

Q50. Question 4.18: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning, either here or, if easier, please feel free to note any
impacts specific to an individual proposal under the appropriate question above.

No Response

Q51. Question 4.19: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q52. Question 4.20: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q53. Question 4.21: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q54. Question 5.1: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide that
a person who has held office as a member of Social Care Wales may be reappointed
once? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response
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Q55. Question 5.2: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide
Social Care Wales with the power to grant a conditional registration for a person, when
they are renewing their registration, in certain circumstances? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q56. Question 5.3: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a
panel to review and extend interim orders as appropriate, up to the maximum of 18
months? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q57. Question 5.4: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide a
Fitness to Practise panel with the ability to revoke an interim order, during review
proceedings, where it is necessary and appropriate? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q58. Question 5.5: What, in your view, would make it necessary and appropriate for a
'fitness to practise' panel to revoke an interim order?

No Response

Q59. Question 5.6: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q60. Question 5.7: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.

What effects do you think there would be?

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response
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Q61. Question 5.8: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q62. Question 5.9: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q63. Question 6.1: We would like to know your views on the proposal to extend the
definition of ‘social care worker’ to include both childcare and play workers. In particular,
are you in favour of extending the role of Social Care Wales to cover childcare and play
workers working in the childcare sector? 

Please explain your reasoning.

Firstly playworker is one word not two. Will us playworkers be understood, or will we be made to fit in
with others, the face our title is not spelt right does not bode well.
Also is there a cost to this as we are already paid less than JNC workers but cover many of the same
children

Q64. Question 6.2: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposal? You
may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect),
and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other
practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects
could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

anything the improves standards and professionalism is great, however costs and no improvements
would be a disaster.

Q65. Question 6.3: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposal
would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q66. Question 6.4: Please also explain how you believe the proposal could be formulated
or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities
for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people
to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than
the English language

No Response
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Q67. Question 6.5: We have asked a number of specific questions. If you have any
related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space to report
them:

No Response

Submit your response  

Q68. You are about to submit your response. Please ensure you are satisfied with the
answers you have provided before sending.

Name:

Organisation (if applicable): ­

E:mail:

Telephone: ­

Your address: ­

Q69. If you want to receive a receipt of your response, please provide an email address.

Email address

No Response

Q70. Responses to consultations may be made public. To keep your response
anonymous (including email addresses) tick the box.

Keep my response anonymous
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Proposed changes to legislation on social care and continuing
health care

Q1. Question 1.1: Do you think that introducing provision in legislation that only allows
‘not­for­profit’ providers to register with CIW will support delivery of the Programme for
Government commitment to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after?

No it will not

Q2. Question 1.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal? You may wish
to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect), and savings
Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other practical matters
such as cross­border issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or
negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

Children will suffer from this. There is not enough homes in Wales already

Q3. Question 1.3: One approach could be for the legislation to define ‘not­for­profit’ in
terms of the types of organisation that would qualify. 

Do you consider that the restriction should also be expressed in terms of the way that any
trading surplus is expended? 

What would be the effects and implications of this?

No Response

Q4. Question 1.4: Do you think the primary legislation should include a power for Welsh
Ministers to amend the definition of ‘not­for­profit’ through subordinate legislation?

Yes

Q5. Question 1.5: What are your views on the proposed timings for the primary legislation
to come into effect?

No Response

Q6. Question 1.6: Are there any issues in relation to transition for children looked after,
local authorities and service providers you would like to draw our attention to?

No Response

Q7. Question 1.7: What are your views on the issuing of guidance to support the
implementation of the primary legislation?

No Response
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Q8. Question 1.8: What are your views on using legislation to place a restriction on local
authorities to commission placements from ‘not­for­profit’ organisations only?

In particular: Do you think it would support us to deliver the commitment to eliminate profit
from the care of children looked after in Wales? What would be the benefits, disbenefits
and other implications of such an approach? What would be an appropriate timescale for
implementing such an approach, if it were to be adopted in Wales?

It won't work

Q9. Question 1.9: What are your views on the possibility of approaches being taken in
response to these legislative proposals which would undermine the intention to eliminate
profit from the care of children looked after in Wales?

Are there any actions which would guard against such activity?

No Response

Q10. Question 1.10: We would like to know your views on the effects that the legislative
changes to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after will have on the Welsh
language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh
language no less favorably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

There will be more Welsh children in English homes and this therefore will mean less children being
able to access the Welsh language

Q11. Question 1.11: Please also explain how you believe the legislative changes to
support delivery of eliminating profit from the care of children looked after could be
formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for
people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably
than the English language.

There should be a cap on the profit than can be made

Q12. Question 1.12: This chapter has focused on how we can achieve the commitment to
eliminate profit in the care of children looked after, and we have asked a number of
specific questions. If you have any related issues which we have not specifically
addressed, please use this space to report them.

No Response

Q13. Question 2.1: We have outlined our proposals to introduce further voice and control
for adults receiving Continuing Health Care (CHC) in Wales.

Do you agree or disagree with these proposals? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response
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Q14. Question 2.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal?

You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and
indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics
Other practical matters such as cross­border issues or transition to the new arrangements
Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be
mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q15. Question 2.3: What lessons can we learn from other countries’ practice in this area?

No Response

Q16. Question 2.4: Do you believe there are any other or complementary approaches we
should be considering to achieve the same effect?

If so, please outline below.

No Response

Q17. Question 2.5: We will work to ensure that any legislative change is supported by
robust guidance to help both payment recipients and practitioners understand how the
system will operate. 

Can you identify anything that it would be helpful to include in this guidance? 

What other support should be provided?

No Response

Q18. Question 2.6: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing direct
payments for continuing NHS healthcare would have on the Welsh language, specifically
on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q19. Question 2.7: Please also explain how you believe our proposals for introducing
direct payments for continuing NHS healthcare could be formulated or changed so as to
have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the
Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English
language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response
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Q20. Question 2.8: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q21. Question 3.1: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report a
child at risk (as defined in section 130(4) of the Social Services and Well­being (Wales)
Act 2014 directly on individuals within relevant bodies?

No Response

Q22. Question 3.2: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report an
adult at risk (as defined in section 126 (1) of the 2014 Act) directly on individuals within
relevant bodies?

No Response

Q23. Question 3.3: What in your view would be the likely benefits, disbenefits, risks, costs,
savings and equality impacts of such an approach? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q24. Question 3.4: What lessons can we learn from the duties to report in other
countries? 

No Response

Q25. Question 3.5: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced – for children and
adults at risk – should these sit alongside, or replace, the existing duties on organisations
under the 2014 Act?

No Response

Q26. Question 3.6: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, should they apply
to the workforce of current ‘relevant partners’ under section 162 of the 2014 Act (including
youth offending teams in relation to children), or more widely, for example to those
working in religious or sports settings, etc., and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults?

No Response
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Q27. Question 3.7: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, which occupation
types or roles should be subject to any duty (e.g. members of regulated professions;
employed staff, even if they are not regulated; volunteers), and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults?

No Response

Q28. Question 3.8: What sanctions do you think would be proportionate or appropriate for
failure to comply with an individual reporting duty?

No Response

Q29. Question 3.9: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing
individual reporting duties would have on the Welsh language, specifically on
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q30. Question 3.10: Please also explain how you believe proposals for introducing
individual reporting duties could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects
or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and
on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language, and no
adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating
the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q31. Question 3.11: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q32. Question 4.1: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW)
to require information from any person where there is reasonable cause to believe that
they are providing a service which should be regulated?

No Response

Q33. Question 4.2: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to extend the offence of failing to provide information when
required to do so, to include these persons?

No Response
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Q34. Question 4.3: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to remove ambiguity and make it clear that the
Welsh Ministers (CIW) have the power to enter and inspect any premises which they have
reasonable cause to believe is (or has been) used as a place at or from which a service is
(or has been) provided, or which is (or has been) used in connection with the provision of
a regulated service?

No Response

Q35. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

No Response

Q36. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

No Response

Q37. Question 4.5: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to require service providers to publish their annual returns?

No Response

Q38. Question 4.6: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
create a related offence of failing to publish an annual return?

No Response

Q39. Question 4.7: (c) Publication of inspection reports: Do you agree with the proposal
to amend the 2016 Act to provide additional flexibility for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to
recognise circumstances where it may not be appropriate, relevant, or proportionate to
prepare and/or publish an inspection report?

No Response

Q40. Question 4.8: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – variation of
registration as a service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act
to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to issue an improvement notice
to a provider in circumstances where the provider is no longer providing that service or
using that place to provide a service?

No Response

Q41. Question 4.9: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration ­ removal of a
condition on a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend
the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to remove a condition on a service
provider’s registration without giving a notice of proposal (section 18) and notice of
decision following notice of proposal (section 19), when the circumstances which led to
the imposition of the condition no longer apply?

No Response
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Q42. Question 4.10: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the
2016 Act to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to follow the
improvement notice process to cancel the registration of a service provider in
circumstances when the provider has already ceased to provide a regulated service?

No Response

Q43. Question 4.11: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration –
information from providers who are cancelling their registration: Do you agree with the
proposal to create a regulation­making power under Section 14 of the 2016 Act to enable
the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to require information from a service provider who is cancelling
their registration and exiting the market?

No Response

Q44. Question 4.12: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
extend the timescale within an Improvement Notice: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to give the Welsh Ministers (CIW) the power to extend the timescale
for information to be provided when improvement notices are issued?

No Response

Q45. Question 4.13: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration in prescribed circumstances: Do you agree with
the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to disapply the
section 16(3)(b) requirement within the improvement notice – to take particular action or
provide information – in prescribed circumstances, when it would be futile to apply the
requirement?

No Response

Q46. Question 4.14: (e) Responsible individuals – making representations: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to give Responsible Individuals the right to make
representations to the Welsh Ministers (CIW), against any improvement notice or
cancellation of their designation, provided the representations are made within the time
limit specified within the notice?

No Response

Q47. Question 4.15: (e) Responsible individuals – sending the improvement notice to the
service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to require that
any improvement notice served to a Responsible Individual must also be sent to the
service provider?

No Response

Q48. Question 4.16: (e) Responsible individuals ­ Removing a Responsible Individual
without making an application to designate a new Responsible Individual: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a service provider to apply to the Welsh
Ministers (CIW) for a variation of the conditions of their registration to remove a
Responsible Individual when they are not designating a replacement Responsible
Individual as part of the same application?

No Response
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Q49. Question 4.17: (f) Definition of ‘Care’ for children and young people: Do you agree
with the proposal to adjust the definition of ‘care’ in section 3 of the 2016 Act in order to
place beyond doubt that the provision of parental­type care is recognised as being ‘care’
within the meaning of the 2016 Act?

No Response

Q50. Question 4.18: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning, either here or, if easier, please feel free to note any
impacts specific to an individual proposal under the appropriate question above.

No Response

Q51. Question 4.19: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q52. Question 4.20: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q53. Question 4.21: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q54. Question 5.1: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide that
a person who has held office as a member of Social Care Wales may be reappointed
once? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response
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Q55. Question 5.2: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide
Social Care Wales with the power to grant a conditional registration for a person, when
they are renewing their registration, in certain circumstances? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q56. Question 5.3: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a
panel to review and extend interim orders as appropriate, up to the maximum of 18
months? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q57. Question 5.4: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide a
Fitness to Practise panel with the ability to revoke an interim order, during review
proceedings, where it is necessary and appropriate? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q58. Question 5.5: What, in your view, would make it necessary and appropriate for a
'fitness to practise' panel to revoke an interim order?

No Response

Q59. Question 5.6: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q60. Question 5.7: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.

What effects do you think there would be?

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response
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Q61. Question 5.8: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q62. Question 5.9: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q63. Question 6.1: We would like to know your views on the proposal to extend the
definition of ‘social care worker’ to include both childcare and play workers. In particular,
are you in favour of extending the role of Social Care Wales to cover childcare and play
workers working in the childcare sector? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q64. Question 6.2: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposal? You
may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect),
and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other
practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects
could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q65. Question 6.3: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposal
would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q66. Question 6.4: Please also explain how you believe the proposal could be formulated
or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities
for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people
to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than
the English language

No Response
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Q67. Question 6.5: We have asked a number of specific questions. If you have any
related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space to report
them:

No Response

Submit your response  

Q68. You are about to submit your response. Please ensure you are satisfied with the
answers you have provided before sending.

Name:

Organisation (if applicable):

E:mail:

Telephone:

Your address:

Q69. If you want to receive a receipt of your response, please provide an email address.

Email address

Q70. Responses to consultations may be made public. To keep your response
anonymous (including email addresses) tick the box.

Keep my response anonymous

Response 029

11



Proposed changes to legislation on social care and continuing
health care

Q1. Question 1.1: Do you think that introducing provision in legislation that only allows
‘not­for­profit’ providers to register with CIW will support delivery of the Programme for
Government commitment to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after?

Yes

Q2. Question 1.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal? You may wish
to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect), and savings
Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other practical matters
such as cross­border issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or
negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

An appropriate, moral approach.

Q3. Question 1.3: One approach could be for the legislation to define ‘not­for­profit’ in
terms of the types of organisation that would qualify. 

Do you consider that the restriction should also be expressed in terms of the way that any
trading surplus is expended? 

What would be the effects and implications of this?

No Response

Q4. Question 1.4: Do you think the primary legislation should include a power for Welsh
Ministers to amend the definition of ‘not­for­profit’ through subordinate legislation?

Yes

Q5. Question 1.5: What are your views on the proposed timings for the primary legislation
to come into effect?

No Response

Q6. Question 1.6: Are there any issues in relation to transition for children looked after,
local authorities and service providers you would like to draw our attention to?

No Response

Q7. Question 1.7: What are your views on the issuing of guidance to support the
implementation of the primary legislation?

No Response
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Q8. Question 1.8: What are your views on using legislation to place a restriction on local
authorities to commission placements from ‘not­for­profit’ organisations only?

In particular: Do you think it would support us to deliver the commitment to eliminate profit
from the care of children looked after in Wales? What would be the benefits, disbenefits
and other implications of such an approach? What would be an appropriate timescale for
implementing such an approach, if it were to be adopted in Wales?

Necessary

Q9. Question 1.9: What are your views on the possibility of approaches being taken in
response to these legislative proposals which would undermine the intention to eliminate
profit from the care of children looked after in Wales?

Are there any actions which would guard against such activity?

No Response

Q10. Question 1.10: We would like to know your views on the effects that the legislative
changes to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after will have on the Welsh
language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh
language no less favorably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q11. Question 1.11: Please also explain how you believe the legislative changes to
support delivery of eliminating profit from the care of children looked after could be
formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for
people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably
than the English language.

No Response

Q12. Question 1.12: This chapter has focused on how we can achieve the commitment to
eliminate profit in the care of children looked after, and we have asked a number of
specific questions. If you have any related issues which we have not specifically
addressed, please use this space to report them.

No Response

Q13. Question 2.1: We have outlined our proposals to introduce further voice and control
for adults receiving Continuing Health Care (CHC) in Wales.

Do you agree or disagree with these proposals? 

Please explain your reasoning.

Agree. Consistent with empowering people.
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Q14. Question 2.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal?

You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and
indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics
Other practical matters such as cross­border issues or transition to the new arrangements
Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be
mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

Marginal impact generally but helpful for a few.

Q15. Question 2.3: What lessons can we learn from other countries’ practice in this area?

No Response

Q16. Question 2.4: Do you believe there are any other or complementary approaches we
should be considering to achieve the same effect?

If so, please outline below.

No Response

Q17. Question 2.5: We will work to ensure that any legislative change is supported by
robust guidance to help both payment recipients and practitioners understand how the
system will operate. 

Can you identify anything that it would be helpful to include in this guidance? 

What other support should be provided?

No Response

Q18. Question 2.6: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing direct
payments for continuing NHS healthcare would have on the Welsh language, specifically
on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q19. Question 2.7: Please also explain how you believe our proposals for introducing
direct payments for continuing NHS healthcare could be formulated or changed so as to
have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the
Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English
language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response
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Q20. Question 2.8: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

Fundamental changes are needed to continuing NHS healthcare, whilst this proposal may have a
marginal impact.
1. Recipient should still pay for their living costs. Only their health and other care costs should be met
by Health.
2. This would free up considerable sums for more people to benefit from CHC funding.
3. The CHC criteria need radical change so that more peopls can benefit and the endless wrangles
between NHS and SSDs are minimised.

Q21. Question 3.1: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report a
child at risk (as defined in section 130(4) of the Social Services and Well­being (Wales)
Act 2014 directly on individuals within relevant bodies?

Best practice

Q22. Question 3.2: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report an
adult at risk (as defined in section 126 (1) of the 2014 Act) directly on individuals within
relevant bodies?

Best practice

Q23. Question 3.3: What in your view would be the likely benefits, disbenefits, risks, costs,
savings and equality impacts of such an approach? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q24. Question 3.4: What lessons can we learn from the duties to report in other
countries? 

No Response

Q25. Question 3.5: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced – for children and
adults at risk – should these sit alongside, or replace, the existing duties on organisations
under the 2014 Act?

No Response

Q26. Question 3.6: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, should they apply
to the workforce of current ‘relevant partners’ under section 162 of the 2014 Act (including
youth offending teams in relation to children), or more widely, for example to those
working in religious or sports settings, etc., and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults? 

More widely for both groups
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Q27. Question 3.7: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, which occupation
types or roles should be subject to any duty (e.g. members of regulated professions;
employed staff, even if they are not regulated; volunteers), and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults?

No Response

Q28. Question 3.8: What sanctions do you think would be proportionate or appropriate for
failure to comply with an individual reporting duty?

No Response

Q29. Question 3.9: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing
individual reporting duties would have on the Welsh language, specifically on
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q30. Question 3.10: Please also explain how you believe proposals for introducing
individual reporting duties could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects
or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and
on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language, and no
adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating
the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q31. Question 3.11: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q32. Question 4.1: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW)
to require information from any person where there is reasonable cause to believe that
they are providing a service which should be regulated?

Yes

Q33. Question 4.2: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to extend the offence of failing to provide information when
required to do so, to include these persons?

Yes
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Q34. Question 4.3: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to remove ambiguity and make it clear that the
Welsh Ministers (CIW) have the power to enter and inspect any premises which they have
reasonable cause to believe is (or has been) used as a place at or from which a service is
(or has been) provided, or which is (or has been) used in connection with the provision of
a regulated service?

Yes

Q35. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

Yes

Q36. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

Yes

Q37. Question 4.5: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to require service providers to publish their annual returns?

Yes

Q38. Question 4.6: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
create a related offence of failing to publish an annual return?

Yes

Q39. Question 4.7: (c) Publication of inspection reports: Do you agree with the proposal
to amend the 2016 Act to provide additional flexibility for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to
recognise circumstances where it may not be appropriate, relevant, or proportionate to
prepare and/or publish an inspection report?

No Response

Q40. Question 4.8: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – variation of
registration as a service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act
to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to issue an improvement notice
to a provider in circumstances where the provider is no longer providing that service or
using that place to provide a service?

No Response
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Q41. Question 4.9: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration ­ removal of a
condition on a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend
the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to remove a condition on a service
provider’s registration without giving a notice of proposal (section 18) and notice of
decision following notice of proposal (section 19), when the circumstances which led to
the imposition of the condition no longer apply?

No Response

Q42. Question 4.10: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the
2016 Act to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to follow the
improvement notice process to cancel the registration of a service provider in
circumstances when the provider has already ceased to provide a regulated service?

No Response

Q43. Question 4.11: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration –
information from providers who are cancelling their registration: Do you agree with the
proposal to create a regulation­making power under Section 14 of the 2016 Act to enable
the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to require information from a service provider who is cancelling
their registration and exiting the market?

No Response

Q44. Question 4.12: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
extend the timescale within an Improvement Notice: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to give the Welsh Ministers (CIW) the power to extend the timescale
for information to be provided when improvement notices are issued?

No Response

Q45. Question 4.13: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration in prescribed circumstances: Do you agree with
the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to disapply the
section 16(3)(b) requirement within the improvement notice – to take particular action or
provide information – in prescribed circumstances, when it would be futile to apply the
requirement?

No Response

Q46. Question 4.14: (e) Responsible individuals – making representations: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to give Responsible Individuals the right to make
representations to the Welsh Ministers (CIW), against any improvement notice or
cancellation of their designation, provided the representations are made within the time
limit specified within the notice?

No Response

Q47. Question 4.15: (e) Responsible individuals – sending the improvement notice to the
service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to require that
any improvement notice served to a Responsible Individual must also be sent to the
service provider?

No Response
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Q48. Question 4.16: (e) Responsible individuals ­ Removing a Responsible Individual
without making an application to designate a new Responsible Individual: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a service provider to apply to the Welsh
Ministers (CIW) for a variation of the conditions of their registration to remove a
Responsible Individual when they are not designating a replacement Responsible
Individual as part of the same application?

No Response

Q49. Question 4.17: (f) Definition of ‘Care’ for children and young people: Do you agree
with the proposal to adjust the definition of ‘care’ in section 3 of the 2016 Act in order to
place beyond doubt that the provision of parental­type care is recognised as being ‘care’
within the meaning of the 2016 Act?

No Response

Q50. Question 4.18: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning, either here or, if easier, please feel free to note any
impacts specific to an individual proposal under the appropriate question above.

No Response

Q51. Question 4.19: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q52. Question 4.20: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q53. Question 4.21: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response
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Q54. Question 5.1: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide that
a person who has held office as a member of Social Care Wales may be reappointed
once? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q55. Question 5.2: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide
Social Care Wales with the power to grant a conditional registration for a person, when
they are renewing their registration, in certain circumstances? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q56. Question 5.3: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a
panel to review and extend interim orders as appropriate, up to the maximum of 18
months? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q57. Question 5.4: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide a
Fitness to Practise panel with the ability to revoke an interim order, during review
proceedings, where it is necessary and appropriate? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q58. Question 5.5: What, in your view, would make it necessary and appropriate for a
'fitness to practise' panel to revoke an interim order?

No Response

Q59. Question 5.6: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q60. Question 5.7: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.

What effects do you think there would be?

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response
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Q61. Question 5.8: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q62. Question 5.9: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q63. Question 6.1: We would like to know your views on the proposal to extend the
definition of ‘social care worker’ to include both childcare and play workers. In particular,
are you in favour of extending the role of Social Care Wales to cover childcare and play
workers working in the childcare sector? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q64. Question 6.2: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposal? You
may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect),
and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other
practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects
could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q65. Question 6.3: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposal
would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q66. Question 6.4: Please also explain how you believe the proposal could be formulated
or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities
for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people
to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than
the English language

No Response
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Q67. Question 6.5: We have asked a number of specific questions. If you have any
related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space to report
them:

No Response

Submit your response  

Q68. You are about to submit your response. Please ensure you are satisfied with the
answers you have provided before sending.

Name: Mick Collins

Organisation (if applicable): ­

E:mail:

Telephone:

Your address:

Q69. If you want to receive a receipt of your response, please provide an email address.

Email address

admin@mickcollinsconsultancy.co.uk

Q70. Responses to consultations may be made public. To keep your response
anonymous (including email addresses) tick the box.

No Response
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Proposed changes to legislation on social care and continuing
health care

Q1. Question 1.1: Do you think that introducing provision in legislation that only allows
‘not­for­profit’ providers to register with CIW will support delivery of the Programme for
Government commitment to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after?

No. The private sector has a valued place to pay and my own experience of 'NFP' is very poor. Profit as
simple measure can be regulated in other ways such as % of funds reinvested.

Q2. Question 1.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal? You may wish
to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect), and savings
Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other practical matters
such as cross­border issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or
negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

Disadvantage of private sector and Welsh Nationalisation via the back door. 
NFP
Also creates profit although generally termed 'surplus', This can be overcome by a commissioing
approach that demands % of funds reinvested. Favouring NFP closes off future sector involvement.
NFP sector cannot secure funds from most commercial lenders and might create a recall against
existing private provision resulting in a detriment.

Q3. Question 1.3: One approach could be for the legislation to define ‘not­for­profit’ in
terms of the types of organisation that would qualify. 

Do you consider that the restriction should also be expressed in terms of the way that any
trading surplus is expended? 

What would be the effects and implications of this?

No. This proposed adjustment is unnecessary. A commissioning rule requiring X funds to be
reinvested would be just effective. Any favouring would disadvantage the sector

Q4. Question 1.4: Do you think the primary legislation should include a power for Welsh
Ministers to amend the definition of ‘not­for­profit’ through subordinate legislation?

No. Any favouring of one type of entity of another would disadvantage others

Q5. Question 1.5: What are your views on the proposed timings for the primary legislation
to come into effect?

This is something that I would not support

Q6. Question 1.6: Are there any issues in relation to transition for children looked after,
local authorities and service providers you would like to draw our attention to?

There is poor press image of LA supported services nationally, improve them root and branch rather
than smoke screen restructures
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Q7. Question 1.7: What are your views on the issuing of guidance to support the
implementation of the primary legislation?

the logic behind this is flawed

Q8. Question 1.8: What are your views on using legislation to place a restriction on local
authorities to commission placements from ‘not­for­profit’ organisations only?

In particular: Do you think it would support us to deliver the commitment to eliminate profit
from the care of children looked after in Wales? What would be the benefits, disbenefits
and other implications of such an approach? What would be an appropriate timescale for
implementing such an approach, if it were to be adopted in Wales?

Unnecessary and be managed in other ways

Q9. Question 1.9: What are your views on the possibility of approaches being taken in
response to these legislative proposals which would undermine the intention to eliminate
profit from the care of children looked after in Wales?

Are there any actions which would guard against such activity?

Elimating profit and replacing it with the term surplus is the same thing. Deceitful in intent. All NFP are
good and have the best intentions ­ A more active and robust inspection and audit review please that is
even handed across the board.

Q10. Question 1.10: We would like to know your views on the effects that the legislative
changes to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after will have on the Welsh
language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh
language no less favorably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

NFP are less able to generate commercial funds from investors and generally persure grants from
government (directly or indirectly) at more favourable rates. Existing small scale commercial provision
is disadvantaged, this could create closures and the resultant disruption that would created to children.
A home for need or fitness for survice is based on sound need understand at placement

Q11. Question 1.11: Please also explain how you believe the legislative changes to
support delivery of eliminating profit from the care of children looked after could be
formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for
people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably
than the English language.

Against this proposal

Q12. Question 1.12: This chapter has focused on how we can achieve the commitment to
eliminate profit in the care of children looked after, and we have asked a number of
specific questions. If you have any related issues which we have not specifically
addressed, please use this space to report them.

No Response
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Q13. Question 2.1: We have outlined our proposals to introduce further voice and control
for adults receiving Continuing Health Care (CHC) in Wales.

Do you agree or disagree with these proposals? 

Please explain your reasoning.

More disagree than agree, other than creating a more complictate funding regmine

Q14. Question 2.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal?

You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and
indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics
Other practical matters such as cross­border issues or transition to the new arrangements
Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be
mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

Dont see any saving, increase choice for some and funding complications for others

Q15. Question 2.3: What lessons can we learn from other countries’ practice in this area?

I feel few

Q16. Question 2.4: Do you believe there are any other or complementary approaches we
should be considering to achieve the same effect?

If so, please outline below.

No Response

Q17. Question 2.5: We will work to ensure that any legislative change is supported by
robust guidance to help both payment recipients and practitioners understand how the
system will operate. 

Can you identify anything that it would be helpful to include in this guidance? 

What other support should be provided?

No Response
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Q18. Question 2.6: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing direct
payments for continuing NHS healthcare would have on the Welsh language, specifically
on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

+'ve
funding control for some

­'ve
more complicated income stream for providers

Q19. Question 2.7: Please also explain how you believe our proposals for introducing
direct payments for continuing NHS healthcare could be formulated or changed so as to
have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the
Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English
language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q20. Question 2.8: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q21. Question 3.1: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report a
child at risk (as defined in section 130(4) of the Social Services and Well­being (Wales)
Act 2014 directly on individuals within relevant bodies?

Needs to be more balanced and resourced more effectively, however, it will create more delays in
decision making

Q22. Question 3.2: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report an
adult at risk (as defined in section 126 (1) of the 2014 Act) directly on individuals within
relevant bodies?

No issue ­ decision making delays

Q23. Question 3.3: What in your view would be the likely benefits, disbenefits, risks, costs,
savings and equality impacts of such an approach? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q24. Question 3.4: What lessons can we learn from the duties to report in other
countries? 

No Response
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Q25. Question 3.5: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced – for children and
adults at risk – should these sit alongside, or replace, the existing duties on organisations
under the 2014 Act?

No Response

Q26. Question 3.6: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, should they apply
to the workforce of current ‘relevant partners’ under section 162 of the 2014 Act (including
youth offending teams in relation to children), or more widely, for example to those
working in religious or sports settings, etc., and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults? 

No Response

Q27. Question 3.7: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, which occupation
types or roles should be subject to any duty (e.g. members of regulated professions;
employed staff, even if they are not regulated; volunteers), and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults?

Agree, prof members, employed staff, volunteers ­ are all covered under safeguarding regs at this time.
For those under 18 perhaps with trusted member

Q28. Question 3.8: What sanctions do you think would be proportionate or appropriate for
failure to comply with an individual reporting duty?

Initial positive supportive response unless in extream cases then Fitness to practice reveiw

Q29. Question 3.9: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing
individual reporting duties would have on the Welsh language, specifically on
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

dont see this as requiring a special initiative, its only welsh ... what about other languages in wales

Q30. Question 3.10: Please also explain how you believe proposals for introducing
individual reporting duties could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects
or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and
on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language, and no
adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating
the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response
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Q31. Question 3.11: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q32. Question 4.1: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW)
to require information from any person where there is reasonable cause to believe that
they are providing a service which should be regulated?

Yes, if your paying for it, it should not be optional

Q33. Question 4.2: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to extend the offence of failing to provide information when
required to do so, to include these persons?

Formal sanction

Q34. Question 4.3: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to remove ambiguity and make it clear that the
Welsh Ministers (CIW) have the power to enter and inspect any premises which they have
reasonable cause to believe is (or has been) used as a place at or from which a service is
(or has been) provided, or which is (or has been) used in connection with the provision of
a regulated service?

Yes

Q35. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

Yes

Q36. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

Yes, in balanced manner

Q37. Question 4.5: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to require service providers to publish their annual returns?

Yes

Q38. Question 4.6: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
create a related offence of failing to publish an annual return?

Yes
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Q39. Question 4.7: (c) Publication of inspection reports: Do you agree with the proposal
to amend the 2016 Act to provide additional flexibility for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to
recognise circumstances where it may not be appropriate, relevant, or proportionate to
prepare and/or publish an inspection report?

Already are published

Q40. Question 4.8: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – variation of
registration as a service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act
to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to issue an improvement notice
to a provider in circumstances where the provider is no longer providing that service or
using that place to provide a service?

Yes

Q41. Question 4.9: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration ­ removal of a
condition on a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend
the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to remove a condition on a service
provider’s registration without giving a notice of proposal (section 18) and notice of
decision following notice of proposal (section 19), when the circumstances which led to
the imposition of the condition no longer apply?

No, notice should be given

Q42. Question 4.10: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the
2016 Act to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to follow the
improvement notice process to cancel the registration of a service provider in
circumstances when the provider has already ceased to provide a regulated service?

Yes

Q43. Question 4.11: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration –
information from providers who are cancelling their registration: Do you agree with the
proposal to create a regulation­making power under Section 14 of the 2016 Act to enable
the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to require information from a service provider who is cancelling
their registration and exiting the market?

Yes, what are CIW planning on doing with that information

Q44. Question 4.12: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
extend the timescale within an Improvement Notice: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to give the Welsh Ministers (CIW) the power to extend the timescale
for information to be provided when improvement notices are issued?

Yes, in some circumstances
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Q45. Question 4.13: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration in prescribed circumstances: Do you agree with
the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to disapply the
section 16(3)(b) requirement within the improvement notice – to take particular action or
provide information – in prescribed circumstances, when it would be futile to apply the
requirement?

Yes

Q46. Question 4.14: (e) Responsible individuals – making representations: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to give Responsible Individuals the right to make
representations to the Welsh Ministers (CIW), against any improvement notice or
cancellation of their designation, provided the representations are made within the time
limit specified within the notice?

Yes

Q47. Question 4.15: (e) Responsible individuals – sending the improvement notice to the
service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to require that
any improvement notice served to a Responsible Individual must also be sent to the
service provider?

Yes, what are they not the same

Q48. Question 4.16: (e) Responsible individuals ­ Removing a Responsible Individual
without making an application to designate a new Responsible Individual: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a service provider to apply to the Welsh
Ministers (CIW) for a variation of the conditions of their registration to remove a
Responsible Individual when they are not designating a replacement Responsible
Individual as part of the same application?

to some extent, if not performing role, then removal

Q49. Question 4.17: (f) Definition of ‘Care’ for children and young people: Do you agree
with the proposal to adjust the definition of ‘care’ in section 3 of the 2016 Act in order to
place beyond doubt that the provision of parental­type care is recognised as being ‘care’
within the meaning of the 2016 Act?

Yes, to some extent

Q50. Question 4.18: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning, either here or, if easier, please feel free to note any
impacts specific to an individual proposal under the appropriate question above.

No Response
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Q51. Question 4.19: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q52. Question 4.20: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q53. Question 4.21: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q54. Question 5.1: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide that
a person who has held office as a member of Social Care Wales may be reappointed
once? 

Please explain your reasoning.

To some extent

Q55. Question 5.2: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide
Social Care Wales with the power to grant a conditional registration for a person, when
they are renewing their registration, in certain circumstances? 

Please explain your reasoning.

Yes. seems reasonable

Q56. Question 5.3: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a
panel to review and extend interim orders as appropriate, up to the maximum of 18
months? 

Please explain your reasoning.

Seems too long period
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Q57. Question 5.4: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide a
Fitness to Practise panel with the ability to revoke an interim order, during review
proceedings, where it is necessary and appropriate? 

Please explain your reasoning.

Yes, based on panel veiw

Q58. Question 5.5: What, in your view, would make it necessary and appropriate for a
'fitness to practise' panel to revoke an interim order?

Failure, and repeated failure against FTP requirements

Q59. Question 5.6: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q60. Question 5.7: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.

What effects do you think there would be?

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q61. Question 5.8: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q62. Question 5.9: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

Perhaps there should be qualification for being an RI
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Q63. Question 6.1: We would like to know your views on the proposal to extend the
definition of ‘social care worker’ to include both childcare and play workers. In particular,
are you in favour of extending the role of Social Care Wales to cover childcare and play
workers working in the childcare sector? 

Please explain your reasoning.

Yes

Q64. Question 6.2: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposal? You
may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect),
and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other
practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects
could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

Holistic care provision

Q65. Question 6.3: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposal
would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q66. Question 6.4: Please also explain how you believe the proposal could be formulated
or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities
for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people
to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than
the English language

No Response

Q67. Question 6.5: We have asked a number of specific questions. If you have any
related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space to report
them:

No Response

Submit your response  
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Q68. You are about to submit your response. Please ensure you are satisfied with the
answers you have provided before sending.

Name: Steve Richards

Organisation (if applicable): Care Without Compromise

E:mail:

Telephone:

Your address: X

Q69. If you want to receive a receipt of your response, please provide an email address.

Email address

Q70. Responses to consultations may be made public. To keep your response
anonymous (including email addresses) tick the box.

No Response
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Proposed changes to legislation on social care and continuing
health care

Q1. Question 1.1: Do you think that introducing provision in legislation that only allows
‘not­for­profit’ providers to register with CIW will support delivery of the Programme for
Government commitment to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after?

No Response

Q2. Question 1.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal? You may wish
to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect), and savings
Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other practical matters
such as cross­border issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or
negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q3. Question 1.3: One approach could be for the legislation to define ‘not­for­profit’ in
terms of the types of organisation that would qualify. 

Do you consider that the restriction should also be expressed in terms of the way that any
trading surplus is expended? 

What would be the effects and implications of this?

No Response

Q4. Question 1.4: Do you think the primary legislation should include a power for Welsh
Ministers to amend the definition of ‘not­for­profit’ through subordinate legislation?

No Response

Q5. Question 1.5: What are your views on the proposed timings for the primary legislation
to come into effect?

No Response

Q6. Question 1.6: Are there any issues in relation to transition for children looked after,
local authorities and service providers you would like to draw our attention to?

No Response

Q7. Question 1.7: What are your views on the issuing of guidance to support the
implementation of the primary legislation?

No Response
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Q8. Question 1.8: What are your views on using legislation to place a restriction on local
authorities to commission placements from ‘not­for­profit’ organisations only?

In particular: Do you think it would support us to deliver the commitment to eliminate profit
from the care of children looked after in Wales? What would be the benefits, disbenefits
and other implications of such an approach? What would be an appropriate timescale for
implementing such an approach, if it were to be adopted in Wales?

No Response

Q9. Question 1.9: What are your views on the possibility of approaches being taken in
response to these legislative proposals which would undermine the intention to eliminate
profit from the care of children looked after in Wales?

Are there any actions which would guard against such activity?

No Response

Q10. Question 1.10: We would like to know your views on the effects that the legislative
changes to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after will have on the Welsh
language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh
language no less favorably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q11. Question 1.11: Please also explain how you believe the legislative changes to
support delivery of eliminating profit from the care of children looked after could be
formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for
people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably
than the English language.

No Response

Q12. Question 1.12: This chapter has focused on how we can achieve the commitment to
eliminate profit in the care of children looked after, and we have asked a number of
specific questions. If you have any related issues which we have not specifically
addressed, please use this space to report them.

No Response

Q13. Question 2.1: We have outlined our proposals to introduce further voice and control
for adults receiving Continuing Health Care (CHC) in Wales.

Do you agree or disagree with these proposals? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Response 032

2



Q14. Question 2.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal?

You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and
indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics
Other practical matters such as cross­border issues or transition to the new arrangements
Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be
mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q15. Question 2.3: What lessons can we learn from other countries’ practice in this area?

No Response

Q16. Question 2.4: Do you believe there are any other or complementary approaches we
should be considering to achieve the same effect?

If so, please outline below.

No Response

Q17. Question 2.5: We will work to ensure that any legislative change is supported by
robust guidance to help both payment recipients and practitioners understand how the
system will operate. 

Can you identify anything that it would be helpful to include in this guidance? 

What other support should be provided?

No Response

Q18. Question 2.6: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing direct
payments for continuing NHS healthcare would have on the Welsh language, specifically
on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q19. Question 2.7: Please also explain how you believe our proposals for introducing
direct payments for continuing NHS healthcare could be formulated or changed so as to
have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the
Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English
language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response
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Q20. Question 2.8: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q21. Question 3.1: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report a
child at risk (as defined in section 130(4) of the Social Services and Well­being (Wales)
Act 2014 directly on individuals within relevant bodies?

It is everyone responsibility to report concerns

Q22. Question 3.2: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report an
adult at risk (as defined in section 126 (1) of the 2014 Act) directly on individuals within
relevant bodies?

It is everyone responsibility to report concerns

Q23. Question 3.3: What in your view would be the likely benefits, disbenefits, risks, costs,
savings and equality impacts of such an approach? 

Please explain your reasoning.

I feel that this should already be the case that everyone has a duty to protect all vulnerable persons

Q24. Question 3.4: What lessons can we learn from the duties to report in other
countries? 

Currently there are too many loop holes is the system and people are being failed

Q25. Question 3.5: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced – for children and
adults at risk – should these sit alongside, or replace, the existing duties on organisations
under the 2014 Act?

I think that they need to sit alongside and that they should have the same duty to report as all other
childcare staff

Q26. Question 3.6: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, should they apply
to the workforce of current ‘relevant partners’ under section 162 of the 2014 Act (including
youth offending teams in relation to children), or more widely, for example to those
working in religious or sports settings, etc., and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults? 

Anyone who currently works with children in any wider form should all be following the same
regulations that 'everyone has a duty to protect children' and must report their concerns

With adults, there are channels and support that can be accessed, but there should be an easy referral
process
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Q27. Question 3.7: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, which occupation
types or roles should be subject to any duty (e.g. members of regulated professions;
employed staff, even if they are not regulated; volunteers), and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults?

Please above response

Q28. Question 3.8: What sanctions do you think would be proportionate or appropriate for
failure to comply with an individual reporting duty?

Same as childcare employers and employees

Q29. Question 3.9: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing
individual reporting duties would have on the Welsh language, specifically on
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

None, if everyone knew that they have a duty to protect children and vulnerable from abuse, the Welsh
language should be used as a barrier

Q30. Question 3.10: Please also explain how you believe proposals for introducing
individual reporting duties could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects
or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and
on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language, and no
adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating
the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

There needs to be opportunities to communicate concerns in Welsh either via phone or email and
complete a duty to report form is bilingual

Q31. Question 3.11: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

Question 1 & 2 I have not completed these sections as they are not relevant to my expertise

Q32. Question 4.1: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW)
to require information from any person where there is reasonable cause to believe that
they are providing a service which should be regulated?

Yes as currently there is a loophole
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Q33. Question 4.2: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to extend the offence of failing to provide information when
required to do so, to include these persons?

Yes

Q34. Question 4.3: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to remove ambiguity and make it clear that the
Welsh Ministers (CIW) have the power to enter and inspect any premises which they have
reasonable cause to believe is (or has been) used as a place at or from which a service is
(or has been) provided, or which is (or has been) used in connection with the provision of
a regulated service?

Yes

Q35. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

Yes

Q36. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

No Response

Q37. Question 4.5: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to require service providers to publish their annual returns?

Yes

Q38. Question 4.6: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
create a related offence of failing to publish an annual return?

Yes

Q39. Question 4.7: (c) Publication of inspection reports: Do you agree with the proposal
to amend the 2016 Act to provide additional flexibility for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to
recognise circumstances where it may not be appropriate, relevant, or proportionate to
prepare and/or publish an inspection report?

No they have a duty to provide inspection reports and this important for public service users and
providers for the document to be published, especially now that there is a consultation about providers
submitting annual reports.
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Q40. Question 4.8: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – variation of
registration as a service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act
to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to issue an improvement notice
to a provider in circumstances where the provider is no longer providing that service or
using that place to provide a service?

Yes where the provider is no longer providing the service, clearly it is not relevant and there needs to be
a more suitable notice to be in place

Q41. Question 4.9: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration ­ removal of a
condition on a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend
the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to remove a condition on a service
provider’s registration without giving a notice of proposal (section 18) and notice of
decision following notice of proposal (section 19), when the circumstances which led to
the imposition of the condition no longer apply?

Yes

Q42. Question 4.10: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the
2016 Act to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to follow the
improvement notice process to cancel the registration of a service provider in
circumstances when the provider has already ceased to provide a regulated service?

yes

Q43. Question 4.11: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration –
information from providers who are cancelling their registration: Do you agree with the
proposal to create a regulation­making power under Section 14 of the 2016 Act to enable
the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to require information from a service provider who is cancelling
their registration and exiting the market?

Yes

Q44. Question 4.12: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
extend the timescale within an Improvement Notice: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to give the Welsh Ministers (CIW) the power to extend the timescale
for information to be provided when improvement notices are issued?

Yes

Q45. Question 4.13: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration in prescribed circumstances: Do you agree with
the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to disapply the
section 16(3)(b) requirement within the improvement notice – to take particular action or
provide information – in prescribed circumstances, when it would be futile to apply the
requirement?

Yes

Response 032

7



Q46. Question 4.14: (e) Responsible individuals – making representations: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to give Responsible Individuals the right to make
representations to the Welsh Ministers (CIW), against any improvement notice or
cancellation of their designation, provided the representations are made within the time
limit specified within the notice?

Yes

Q47. Question 4.15: (e) Responsible individuals – sending the improvement notice to the
service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to require that
any improvement notice served to a Responsible Individual must also be sent to the
service provider?

Yes as the RI may not be actively involved with the provision and a copy should be sent to the PIC

Q48. Question 4.16: (e) Responsible individuals ­ Removing a Responsible Individual
without making an application to designate a new Responsible Individual: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a service provider to apply to the Welsh
Ministers (CIW) for a variation of the conditions of their registration to remove a
Responsible Individual when they are not designating a replacement Responsible
Individual as part of the same application?

NO as there needs to be an RI involved with the service

Q49. Question 4.17: (f) Definition of ‘Care’ for children and young people: Do you agree
with the proposal to adjust the definition of ‘care’ in section 3 of the 2016 Act in order to
place beyond doubt that the provision of parental­type care is recognised as being ‘care’
within the meaning of the 2016 Act?

yes

Q50. Question 4.18: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning, either here or, if easier, please feel free to note any
impacts specific to an individual proposal under the appropriate question above.

No Response

Q51. Question 4.19: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

none
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Q52. Question 4.20: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

none

Q53. Question 4.21: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q54. Question 5.1: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide that
a person who has held office as a member of Social Care Wales may be reappointed
once? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q55. Question 5.2: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide
Social Care Wales with the power to grant a conditional registration for a person, when
they are renewing their registration, in certain circumstances? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q56. Question 5.3: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a
panel to review and extend interim orders as appropriate, up to the maximum of 18
months? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q57. Question 5.4: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide a
Fitness to Practise panel with the ability to revoke an interim order, during review
proceedings, where it is necessary and appropriate? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q58. Question 5.5: What, in your view, would make it necessary and appropriate for a
'fitness to practise' panel to revoke an interim order?

No Response
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Q59. Question 5.6: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q60. Question 5.7: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.

What effects do you think there would be?

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q61. Question 5.8: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q62. Question 5.9: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q63. Question 6.1: We would like to know your views on the proposal to extend the
definition of ‘social care worker’ to include both childcare and play workers. In particular,
are you in favour of extending the role of Social Care Wales to cover childcare and play
workers working in the childcare sector? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q64. Question 6.2: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposal? You
may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect),
and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other
practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects
could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response
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Q65. Question 6.3: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposal
would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q66. Question 6.4: Please also explain how you believe the proposal could be formulated
or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities
for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people
to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than
the English language

No Response

Q67. Question 6.5: We have asked a number of specific questions. If you have any
related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space to report
them:

No Response

Submit your response  

Q68. You are about to submit your response. Please ensure you are satisfied with the
answers you have provided before sending.

Name: Helen Louise Morris

Organisation (if applicable): Brighter Minds Childcare Ltd

E:mail: brightermindschildcare@outlook.com

Telephone:

Your address:

Q69. If you want to receive a receipt of your response, please provide an email address.

Email address

No Response

Q70. Responses to consultations may be made public. To keep your response
anonymous (including email addresses) tick the box.

No Response
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And a former head of safeguarding in Denbighshire, former IRO in Newport, chair for 2 years of the all Wales 
IRO group, and I have completed a Welsh Extended Child Practice Review in Gwynedd. I have a rather unique 
perspective and something to say albeit you might think as an owner “I would say that wouldn’t I ” 

I would be very happy to discuss views, and to discuss what could persuade me to be an exemplar re-
transitioning to not for profit or Community Interest Company-latter my preferred. We have an excellent 
inspection report.  Not seen any local authority fostering inspection reports in Wales like this! Have you looked 
at them? And the inspections of other IFA’s? Compared and contrasted as background research? 

Some initial thoughts about the motivation for this policy. 

The consultations we have dome extensively with the children we foster have never raised an issue re profit. 
They talked about how social workers don’t turn up, change, insufficient money, no computer, no help with 
family issues etc never profit or salaries. Did you look at evidence of children’s views?  Your statements say 
you did but you have produced no evidence. 

The consultation we do with foster carers shows none have ever raised an issue about profit -we share our 
investment plans and strategies, although the 19 who transferred from local authorities talk about how they 
weren’t respected, lacked support, given repetitive training, low fees, slow payments and little matching. 

Did you look at evidence of foster carer’s views?  

Have you looked at children consultation outcomes in IFA’S and local authority fostering ? Compare and 
contrast ? Surely outcomes feature. If local authorities are paying huge costs then they could only really be 
justified by securing excellent outcomes. Did you look at outcomes? 

Or did, you just take some random comments from children from the children’s commissioner’s office for 
Wales and generalise? I’d be interested in the extent of your research. 

If not, then just be honest and say its political ideology. 

The lack of definition of “private” and “profit” and guidance makes it difficult to offer views. Do you know the 
range of private services accessed by LAC in Wales? It isn’t just fostering and children’s homes. What about 
others who support children and make profit ? Like GP’s, psychiatrists, private tutors, private schools, private 
nurseries, mental health units, parent and child residential centres and the growing number of self- 
employed/agency social workers working in local authorities who work for private recruitment agencies. 

I think you will press ahead whatever the consultation says; so please use my comments as helpful notice of 
issues that I think will arise and are happening now. I will share the following with local Wrexham MP, lead 
councillors locally because they will no doubt want to understand the market changes that will affect them 
over the next decade-fewer placements in Wales, higher costs, further depletion of in house carers 
transferring out, fewer choosing local authorities in the first place, more English children placed locally and 
eventually delivered by Not for Profit fostering companies who generate profits in England. 

Children’s homes provision will also change and will be largely confined to England and their own residential 
new units, if they can get the staff and open them, will likely be full of children who weren’t intended to go to 
residential -not displacing those who do. I have opened many LA children’s homes and that always happened. 
Or do you think if they open locally 6 placements they would take 6 children already placed in private 
homes? It doesn’t happen like that. 

Brilliant existing staff will tire of managing this and will leave if they can to English procurement and 
commissioning posts. The 4 C’s staff must now feel deflated- today’s meeting (12/10/22) was tense with 
providers who are all now signalling that they will not follow the framework and prices will be raised 
significantly. Chaos ensuing. Talk to them ? You will lose excellent staff in the commissioning team. 

My specific response follows; it poses some specific question to help you have answers. 
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……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 
 
Questions on Chapter 1: Eliminating profit from the care of children looked after -There are 12 questions 
about this chapter. 

Question 1.1: Do you think that introducing provision in legislation that only allows ‘not-for-profit’ providers 
to register with CIW will support delivery of the Programme for Government commitment to eliminate 
profit from the care of children looked after? 

No- I can’t understand how with companies laws across the UK as they are, and relatively restricted devolved 
Welsh government powers, how companies could be stopped from establishing not for profit IFA’s in Wales 
and generating profit in England by importing support services at premium costs. This is what seems to happen 
in Scotland. 

it will also result in CiW being faced with a threat to stability of illegal placements -on masse if no one co-
operates- and having to adopt a stability strategy. Likely to be tested in the courts via judicial review. 
Deregulated placements. Hundreds of them, in which children are attached and settled with carers who will 
not willingly register with another agency. And only this week, a judge ruled it legal for a deregulated 
placement to look after a child at cost to the local authority. I have recently consulted on this with a retired 
family court judge and he confirmed the settled nature of the placement and attachment would be the 
deciding issues.  

So companies not complying and becoming deregulated would seek such judgements to continue the 
placements from the courts. Evidence is this week that the courts would keep the children where they are 
even if unregulated. 

I can’t think of a worse time to be doing this with austerity and economic gloom for years ahead predicted and 
placements already in short supply (insufficient capacity over the last few years). And with the impact on LAC 
numbers likely to increase demand for placements given increased neglect, unemployment etc likely, I think 
your strategy is going to cause further placement shortfalls for beleaguered local authorities in Wales. 

Musings …….   The intention to simply “eliminate profit” will undermine the availability of placements for LAC 
in Wales and in the longer term make no difference to the pattern of provision because companies will 
restructure and generate the profits in England. As happens in Scotland. Have you looked at this? 

Foster carers will not, by and large, change organisations, they have told me that in recent consultation about 
your intentions (70 of our carers) and local authorities show no signs of turning round their appalling record of 
recruiting and supporting foster carers.  Fees will increase. They are now. The 4 C’s framework will be 
undermined. It is being now, since this announcement. Companies will disinvest in Wales. They are now, since 
this announcement.  

Whilst at a superficial level it might have attractive optics politically, it will cause immense short term damage 
to an already failing placement system where demand for placements far outstrips supply and local authorities 
continue to fail to recruit, maintain and develop fostering services. And longer term not achievable with 
current company law -profits will simply be generated in England and Not for Profit strategic CE’s and 
director’s (current owners) will secure huge salaries. How will you challenge this if they are not charities?  
Current 4 C’s Framework and CCSR system that limits price of placements, will be by passed by current 
providers, and your costs increase. This is happening. Ask the 4 C’s staff. 

Also, the lack of working definition makes it very difficult to understand how this would work – for example 
would it include barring looked after children from attending private schools ?, private day care centres ? 
private health facilities ? parent and child assessment residential units ? and a complete lack of proposal 
details as to how Wales could avoid the Scottish situation where profit is generated in England from 
supporting fostering activity – outsourcing from the Welsh registered not for profit service, for example, the 
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PACE training, Support groups, Data systems, employment of staff, renting of premises, buying of stationery, 
strategic advice etc and extremely high salaries for strategic leaders in the NPF organisation.  

It is likely to make the system completely unmanageable and it is clear that foster carers are not attracted to 
work for local authorities and will not willingly transfer.  Several have recently told me that in our agency, and 
we have 19 already who transferred from LA fostering where they feel they were treated badly, and with 
children in placement already-many 100’s of them-already at various stages of attachment, it is difficult to see 
how take-over of the carers could possibly work. The carers will not willingly transfer but would be lost to 
fostering.  

Also, I like other colleagues, have in recent years refused to allow more carers to transfer from LA’s (belief that 
LA are our customers), but now am doing so and so are other IFA’s -3 already underway. This will further 
deplete local authority foster carer numbers. Colleagues in other IFA’s are also changing their approach to a 
more aggressive recruitment strategy since the announcement. For example claiming similar council tax 
reductions for our carers-legal advice I have sought suggests we will win this as same area, same kids etc). 
Publicising this will attract carers. Higher fees and carer allowances being paid. 

I think the stated intention has introduced unintended consequences that will for a long time disadvantage 
looked after children in Wales. It will now -until any new system is bedded in, and this is likely to take a 
decade- distort even further the market of placements, at a time when placements are in demand and outstrip 
supply. There will be years of disinvestment by the private sector in Welsh provision and I do hope your risk 
register is robust and updated regularly -I really do not know how local authorities will find placement for 
complex and vulnerable children over the next 5 years plus.  

English children will increasingly fill Welsh vacancies. This will further decline ability to match child to 
placement, and this is important for complex children and with fewer placements this will be severely 
compromised and disruptions more prevalent. This damages children. Results in children being placed away 
from their communities.  

The way you are doing it is too ‘crass’ and seems ill informed and naive. I believe you would achieve your 
longer term, goal, which seems admirable, had you started with differentiation and a staged approach i.e. 
perhaps starting with private equity owned provision, private children’s homes, then private finance company 
owned fostering, and then individual owned fostering. You could have enlisted the latter as exemplars so 
others would have encouragement to change. Instead of just saying you are doing it and that it is non- 
negotiable. You have singularly managed to unite all these agencies who themselves are not ‘natural 
bedfellows’. Children will suffer.  

Welsh children who will have less opportunity.  Local authorities less choice re placement match. Increased 
placement costs. 

I write as an ex director of children’s services of local authorities, who now owns a small fostering agency with 
carers and children in England and Wales. With modest profit that is reinvested and used for reasonable 
salaries. Why didn’t you look at profit levels and where the money goes?  

The way you are doing this for example has resulted several agencies adopting a strategy of recruiting more 
foster carers in England, placing more English children in Welsh placements and disinvesting in Welsh services. 
This will create pressures – unimaginable – in local authorities so I do hope you are monitoring that. We placed 
6 children this week from England that could have gone to Welsh children.  

Also, agencies will now likely launch a more aggressive recruitment strategy to entice existing foster carers to 
leave local authorities and transfer to IFA’s. We have avoided this till now but given you want to eliminate us 
as an agency it seems. 3 are currently transferring that we know and thereby further depleting local authority 
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fostering stock-already a ‘ticking time clock’ if you ask them with late 50’s average age and many lost to SGO’s. 
have you looked at this? Thought about implications? This would increase fees to carers significantly and in the 
event of carers having to be transferred on masse at the point of becoming not for profit-it would destabalise 
other carers who would get less. A spoiling tactic.  

The initial lure next 3 years will be substantially higher fees, better training, better support and the prospect in 
5 years of them getting even higher fees. If transfer to NFP is enforced, the carers will be given much higher 
fees and costs passed on to local placing authorities. That’s why so many foster carer’s leave local authorities 
or choose to register and stay with IFA’s. 

Costs for local authorities in Wales will increase. Agencies for example will also now challenge the local 
authorities strategy of securing council tax -early legal advice is the carers in IFA’s are entitled to the same 
reductions given they are in the same areas, and look after often the same children. This could be included 
local adverts. Effective recruitment strategy I suspect.   

We have 30 carers who left local authorities across north Wales to join us -they will never go back and have 
said so and will help us target more.  

I don’t know who is providing you with information on the state of the Welsh local authority fostering services 
?, but I have many ex colleagues (I chaired the all Wales IRO group in Wales for 2 years) who confirm it is 
increasingly dire-aging carers, losses due to SGO applications (almost a third in some areas – have you asked 
for this projected analysis and estimated impact on placement sufficiency and sustainability strategy ?),  

There seems to be high burnout and inconsistent staff within local authority social work services and high 
reliance on social workers who are often agency – have you looked at the rates of agency staff and current 
turnover?  -you don’t seem to understand why the private sector has got into the position it has and perhaps 
why local authorities deliver such poor in house fostering retention. 

So for these reasons I think your intention is not workable without absolutely dire consequences to vulnerable 
children. And a decade of recovery needed after that. At least in my view.  

It’s also difficult for me to see how you can avoid replicating the Scotland situation-agencies will register 
support services in England, buy in from those ‘arms’ of the company, at somewhat inflated cost, the range of 
services including provision of the staff, IT, Office equipment, training etc etc – and invoice the Welsh arm of 
the company. So no profits accrued in Wales -but dearer, to the local authorities, services and placements.  

Without corporate and competition law changing across the UK, it’s impossible to understand how the Welsh 
government will stop agencies who are created as not for profit, paying inflated costs for services drafted in  or 
outsourced from England – i.e. what happens in Scotland with holding companies across the border charging 
the in this case Welsh agency fees for provision of cross border services.  

And then to boot, no doubt the new NFP agencies will have directors and strategic leaders paid huge annual 
salaries -i.e. the current owners-how could Wales determine what is a reasonable salary ? I for example was 
paid £140k a year prior to this role as director of children’s social care in Birmingham -this job as RI of my 
fostering agency is so much harder so would warrant a significantly bigger salary as CE ??  

No profit, but really high salaries at CE level -I have researched and some NFP companies pay over £500k a 
year. Can’t understand  how you could stop this.  Senior level pay can’t be regulated in not for profit as in 
charities. And no Corporation tax, which could now under this model be turned into higher salaries. 

Question 1.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal? You may wish to consider, for 
example: 
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- Benefits, and disbenefits; 

- Costs (direct and indirect), and savings;  

- Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics; 

- Other practical matters such as cross-border issues. 

Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be 
welcome. 

Please explain your reasoning. 

In the short term, there will be unplanned or unexpected impacts-issues the Welsh directors of children’s 
services are raising-and over next 4 years the system will be extremely fragile and possibly collapse, even more 
than it is now,  with local authorities having fewer local placements, declining local provision (disinvestment 
strategies already being formulated by the private sector) and LA’s having to place children further away from 
home.  

IFA’s nearer the time, are likely to significantly increase fees for carers, so the not for profit provision that 
emerges will be characterised by extremely high foster carers fees, making any integration with other 
providers impossible and effectively attract more carers from local authorities wanting the higher fees. 
Depletion of in house carers. Higher unit costs to local authorities -compounding the difficulties.  Without 
England joining this initiative it is difficult to see how you can make this work. Aren’t you being advised of 
these possibilities? is it on your risk register? 

Not for profit organisations that do emerge could be more expensive with higher carer fees and extremely 
high ‘market salaries’ for previous owners who assume CE/Director posts. I.e. £500k ish? a year. Not sure 
legislation could stop this.  Just an example. My working/ reasoning, you asked for follows-I compare the job I 
do now as RI for my IFA with 112 children placed and 80- foster carers with my job I did as director children’s 
social care services in Birmingham- I now work harder, and longer hours, so would deserve such a salary (was 
on £140k a year in Birmingham). Other directors/ strategic leaders/owners of IFA’s will follow suite. More 
expensive to LA’s. No profit.  

The value of my company has now decreased so costs will now go up in the next year for placements in Wales 
and I am abandoning the objective of being the best commercially / cheapest IFA ,in Wales. Other IFA owners 
are doing the same and recruiting more English carers. this will drive up costs and reduce further sufficiency of 
placements in Wales. If LA’s continue to ignore price increases then we will use the complaints procedures and 
legally challenge. In law we determine the cost of our services not LA’s – with English children also referred in 
large numbers they could be offered cheaper placements because commercially they would be longer 
contracts given your intentions.  

Cross border issues are complex and it’s difficult to see how they can be resolved in favour of Welsh children- 
more likely I’m afraid they will be further disadvantaged whether with protected characteristics or not. In 
actively now choosing English referred children- demand in England like Wales is increasing and many referrals 
have “any area considered” stamped on them, it is resulting in Welsh local authorities having to access 
unregulated private sector placements in England for children, many miles from home and all that entails in 
terms of cost, disruption and contact with families,   

Their more local regulated placements are being filled by English children. Are your children’s services 
director’s in Wales telling you this? And we could no embark on securing agreements with the home office to 
place asylum seeking young people in foster placements in Wales -require less support and monitoring and so 
will be a different business model but ultimately reduce availability in Wales. Welsh children lose out.  

Fostering agencies in Wales especially those on the border, will likely enter into strategic agreements and 
contracts with English authorities than span the timeline agreed in Wales for implementation of this initiative. 
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How could these be untangled ?-English children will be in Welsh placements. Hundreds more of them. Over 
the next 4 years. Strategic alliances often involving signed and legally binding contracts, will have to be 
untangled.  We have for example in the past, provided out of hours emergency fostering provision to Cheshire 
West and Chester – in Welsh placements. We will formalise more of these cross border arrangements.  To the 
detriment of Welsh children needing placements.  

Many of our carers have said in recent consultation on this proposal that they would prefer English children 
from now on. We have almost 50 currently. If we don’t comply with this change, the outcome would be 
deregulated placements on masse of English children-have Ofsted been consulted as to what they would then 
do? 

During this interim difficult period and beyond both the foster carer transfer protocol and the 4 C’s 
commissioning framework (including CCSR system for bidding for placements and driving down costs) will be 
bypassed and will need to be reviewed. Agencies threatened with closure-no evidence in the regional 
meetings of any appetite to change to not for profit-will bypass these requirements and the whole market 
place of recruiting carers and protecting children whose carers do transfer will be de stabalised. Harming 
Welsh children’s prospects.  

My staff have already been consulted. Specialist staff who have been developed at significant cost by IFA’s -for 
example therapists, PACE trainers, DDP trainers and whose work support the work of CAMHS for traumatised 
children in Wales will not simply transfer. Several have already said they will set themselves up as private 
companies and charge local authorities and for those near the English borders they will opt to work for English 
local authorities. Private practice. Will that be allowed?  

There is no appetite for staff to go and work in local authorities where caseloads are twice as high (ours are 12 
per Supervising Social Worker -Wexham LA is currently 35 !), staff turnover is high (Wrexham currently have 
extremely high sickness and resignation levels of SSW’s)), with huge dependency of agency social workers 
(provided by private recruitment companies-Wrexham have 60%  plus SW’s from agency in front line teams) 
and training is less specialised due to cost. I have asked Staff. They say they won’t transfer.  

Losing the motivation of profit and its link to high performance could also likely lead to a loss in specialism, 
expertise and knowledge, and ultimately, preparedness to manage children’s risks in the community-many 
staff would work in England in the private sector. The companies have invested heavily in this expertise, as we 
have (running PACE informed training groups), and it’s naïve to think they will simply pass them on to Welsh 
not for profit companies.  A significant loss to Welsh children. 

The cost issue is at variance with evidence considered in the recent comparisons for public and private 
fostering costs. Such assertions you are making, implicit in the approach,  are at odds with the 2018 study of 
comparative costs made as part of Sir Martin Narey and Mark Owers’ Fostering Stocktake. It found that 
although IFAs were, overall, a higher cost service, when a like-for-like comparison is made, then “…the cost 
differential between local authorities and IFA costs narrow considerably to the point where, in some instances, 
there is very little between them”. Some IFA’s are cheaper as well as delivering better outcomes. Will this 
evidence simply be ignored? 

Without funding and clarity of how any change would be resourced, it is also difficult to see why any company 
will comply. Costs may increase as a contingency for this. It would be complex changing – involving 
reregistration of foster carers and juggling the complex financial reserves required to ensure carers are paid 
regularly and reliably. These factors carers say are so important and where those who have transferred from 
local authorities (19 of my carers to date) make clear the local authority are less impressive. Bureaucratic and 
slow payments and considerably less flexibility (for example we have bought carers beds, children computers, 
paid towards holidays, bought clothing immediately etc whilst LA’s take days to authorise. 

Impact on children will effectively be reflected in the wrong availability of placements-no ability to match and 
probably many children who could be fostered going to England to residential care. The Welsh in house 
residential homes will take years to be established and I wonder what the recruitment risk register says about 
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getting the right staff. Have you looked at it? Why are some private homes currently failing to recruit staff ? 
Why would LA homes fare better when they have such a poor historical record of managing children’s homes ? 
(hence why do you think 80 % of Welsh residential provision is currently provided by the private sector) 

This mismatch of resource to children and confused threshold criteria is a well- established pattern of factors 
when placements are in short supply. Many children may be kept at home as a result too with child deaths and 
extended Child Practice reviews increasing and all the cost and negative impact as well as loss of young lives 
that involves.  We like many others will now respond positively to English local authorities asking us to join 
English frameworks, register in England and transfer English based carers to that arm of the company. Welsh 
children will lose out.  

Finally to CiW. What will they think about the 100’s or even 1000’s of placements at risk of becoming illegal 
placements should their owners and IFA’s decide not to comply ? They would have a duty to try and prevent 
instability so would need to complete risk registers. Many of the children would be settled and attached so 
couldn’t be moved. Many of the carers would refuse to move agencies so what happens then? What are your 
plans and contingencies? Risk mitigation actions? 

Question 1.3: One approach could be for the legislation to define ‘not-for-profit’ in terms of the types of 
organisation that would qualify. Do you consider that the restriction should also be expressed in terms of 
the way that any trading surplus is expended? What would be the effects and implications of this? 

I think the legislation should at least in the first instance, be less restrictive to win hearts and minds of those 
providers who are not owned by finance companies where explicit bottom line is profit. I.e allow for example a 
Community Interest Company where profit levels as such are restricted and companies have to demonstrate 
where the money goes. 1st Affinity, the company I own, has for the last two years been the best commercial 
value for money (cheapest) IFA under the 4 C’s framework-i.e. with profit declared at less than 15% and that 
masks the salaries director’s take as dividends-actual profit comes down to less than 6% after equivalent 
directors salaries removed. Please re-read Martyn Narey’s national fostering report comparing providers-a 
recent report, to see his national comparison conclusions-we (IFA’S) are not more expensive when a 
proportion of all local authorities costs are calculated and you don’t just consider carer fee levels in the local 
authority.  

Look at comparable disruption rates of placements as an indicative quality poxy-ours is less than 7% whilst the 
local Wrexham rate is above 20%. Why do you think that is? 

Eliminating any financial incentive will deplete innovation and creative approaches, already in such short 
supply in social care, when they are most needed to respond to increasing demand. Will you also remove all 
performance related incentives in the public sector? If not why not? What’s the difference? If its perceived 
scale then cap profit levels. CiC’s would allow this. 

Also how will you define what is a profit organization and allow LAC to continue-the few that do-to attend 
private schools (often esteemed reputationally), private health provision (especially mental health services), 
psychiatric assessment services (private), parent and child residential assessment services (also registered as 
an assessment service with CiW but profit driven -or are you going to omit them and leave them alone ? if so 
why? 

Believing the existing charitable or not for profit sectors will step up is naïve- they offer a different deal to 
carers and, again, we have several who came from such organisations and won’t return to fostering. You will 
lose placements. They have said that. I have the emails. They were not consulted in your survey that wasn’t 
sent to all foster carers. So partial results even before any comment on the leading and simplistic nature of the 
questions.  
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Welsh government cannot dictate how surplus would be spent – it’s not a nationalized industry and this would 
dumb own activity with a lack of opportunity for creative expression around helping traumatized children. You 
should  have looked at investment activity before embarking on this pledge. Dictat from Cardiff, presumably by 
people who don’t understand fostering, would mitigate against investment in expensive therapy like Didactic 
Developmental Practice that seems to be sustaining complex community placements.  

Question 1.4: Do you think the primary legislation should include a power for Welsh Ministers to amend the 
definition of ‘not-for-profit’ through subordinate legislation? 

No. it would be impossible to plan as a company with the prospect that ministers can simply change their mind 
and direction. As an ex director of children services in Birmingham and Sandwell, I lived that experience and 
that is why in my view improvements were always short term. An unstable political environment would be 
created.  

Question 1.5: What are your views on the proposed timings for the primary legislation to come into effect?  

There should be a longer run in to allow more consultation and better and more realistic proposals. 5 years is 
no time at all in terms of strategic planning-see above comments-it should be done over decade and there 
should be a more staged and differentiated approach. You could have started with children homes or 
companies owned by private finance companies- off shore equity funded. Then perhaps privately owned. You 
could have approached us to be an exemplar but you haven’t. You’ve lobbed us all together. United us.  

The current timing will also not allow sufficient time for local authorities to improve their in house capacity. Is 
anyone advising you who has experience of opening for example, a local authority children’s home? I have 
opened several in my career.  Getting staff, establishing the right culture takes years, not months. And we are 
not clear yet about the post Brexit impact on staff availability but it seems we have big gaps in the workforce. 
Where is your workforce planning evidence? 

Working through admission criteria is also a challenge to ensure only those children who would have gone to 
the private sector are admitted.  Or the local authorities will place children who are currently deemed at risk of 
residential rather than look after those already in children’s homes-thereby increasing overall the numbers 
and percentage of LAC in Wales in residential care. Local authorities have a hopeless record of running such 
provision-why else do you think over 85% of children’s homes in Wales are in the private sector? Where will 
LA’s get the staff from ? Or are you thinking they will come from displaced private homes? Similar to thinking 
foster carers will simply willingly transfer elsewhere. If so, again, that is naïve because working conditions and 
patterns of work and impact of the unions in local authority provision makes it a very different market. Watch 
what happens in areas doing this now.  

Have you consulted with safeguarding boards about the prospect of the most complex and challenging young 
people being within local authority children’s homes establishing robust cultures? Referrals to boards will 
increase. CP referrals to local authorities will increase.  

I could see the attraction of this if the market place we have wasn’t so difficult and challenging. Statements 
about reducing children in care levels have been around for decades but little evidence that preventive 
services can bring this about. The conditions simply aren’t right. Your risk register must reflect this. An I think 
this having spent a lifetime in local authority children services promoting preventative children’s services. 
Timing is wrong. Strategy is too crude. Current risks are too high.  

Then there is valuation and valuing of current IFA’s-how could this be worked out and how could there be 
reasonable incentives offered to change structure instead of simply “forcing it”? Or do you simply expect those 
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individuals who have put their hearts and souls in to the fostering-24/7, to simply give up their companies 
voluntarily? 

Question 1.6: Are there any issues in relation to transition for children looked after, local authorities and 
service providers you would like to draw our attention to? 

Many of our placements are settled with strong attachment to the carers. I have many existing foster carers 
saying they won’t transfer. Happy to share their email saying this. If I/ we, don’t comply- what will you do? 
What is your plan here?  

CiW would have a duty to complete a risk assessment on this scenario long before it happens. They have a 
duty to ensure stability -how could they not conclude this policy is a risk to that? I believe you would have no 
choice but to allow contracts to continue to run their course. If you prescribe my organization as seem your 
intention, your duties re sufficiency will be distorted/ destroyed.   What will you do with companies who don’t 
comply- close them down? How  would this impact on the vulnerable children? 

Question 1.7: What are your views on the issuing of guidance to support the implementation of the primary 
legislation? 

Any guidance needs to be detailed, realistic and allow sufficient time for implementation. And to minimize the 
unintended consequences I have outlined.  Funds should be made available to cover the actual costs of any 
organisation changing structure-it is very costly to reregister with CiW, separate out complex internal 
procurement and commissioning arrangements and re- register with companies house.  Do you intend to 
provide money to fund change for any agencies that want to?  If you don’t then how would we achieve the 
capacity and funding to do this? Why would private equity funded companies -not us but other IFA’s like 
Compass, do this ? So what will happen to all their carers with settled children?   

There is a big difference between some private sector companies in ethos, fee levels, profit levels and 
evidence of investment in children. Will you recognize this or just lob us all together? Guidance will need to be 
clear and differentiate.  

Question 1.8: What are your views on using legislation to place a restriction on local authorities to 
commission placements from ‘not-for-profit’ organisations only? In particular: 

- Do you think it would support us to deliver the commitment to eliminate profit from the care of 
children looked after in Wales?  

- What would be the benefits, disbenefits and other implications of such an approach? 

- What would be an appropriate timescale for implementing such an approach, if it were to be 
adopted in Wales? 

This somewhat ignores the current market position where children are often not matched, placed miles away 
from home with little or no matching-are you saying they be shoehorned into any vacancy in the not for profit 
sector? What analysis has been done on the impact on sufficiency of that approach? Why do you think so 
many foster carers choose an IFA over a not for profit company ?  

Have a look at their reasons. I have several carers you could consult who left such organisations. This is naive. 
Disruption rates would increase, carers would quickly leave fostering on the back of poor matching. Too 
simplistic. Obviously suggested by someone not currently having to find placements for children or recruiting 
foster carers.  
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There is currently a lack of choice and volume of placements and these proposals will make this worse in the 
short term. It will take decades to develop more capacity once existing IFA’s start to withdraw-currently now 
underway-and why would carers be attracted to work in this sector, when local authorities themselves have 
failed to develop excellent fostering services of their own and many have transferred from Not for Profit 
providers to IFA’s? What research have you done re potential foster carer’s thinking?  

Lack of placements by IFA’s choosing like us, now,  to place English children in Welsh placements, will mean 
local authorities in Wales failing to be able to meet their sufficiency obligations under the Social Services and 
Well-being (Wales) Act 2014. 

Difficult to know how you can anticipate the carers responses at the point of forced change without proper 
market research. We are still enjoying healthy recruitment even given this initiative because carers often 
prefer the training, support, fee levels etc provided by the private sector rather than what they experience as 
often dumbed down and slow local authority responses. Ask them.  

Any new structures that do emerge over time would require a complete overhaul of TUPE and transfer 
arrangements given salary levels and conditions are so variable. Hugely different caseloads will mitigate 
against this. The idea of preferring commissioners to use not for profit whilst not proscribing for profit would 
allow a migration of carers bad children and organisations to occur more safely. The significant negative 
impacts outlined in this response should not just be ignored. Changing the pattern of provision and reliance 
away from the for profit sector could be managed over an extended period of time with much less impact on 
sufficiency, unintended effects and therefore promote Welsh children’s interests better.  

Question 1.9: What are your views on the possibility of approaches being taken in response to these 
legislative proposals which would undermine the intention to eliminate profit from the care of children 
looked after in Wales? Are there any actions which would guard against such activity? 

No real detailed comment. This is where you will be severely challenged. You have alienated the whole private 
sector. They are all re shaping strategies, seeking legal corporate advice and it’s difficult to see how this will 
not result in creative and legal ways these intentions can be circumvented. As in Scotland. Profits will be 
generated in England.  

Question 1.10: We would like to know your views on the effects that the legislative changes to eliminate 
profit from the care of children looked after will have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities 
for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favorably than English. What effects do 
you think there would be?  How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated? 

CiW ‘police’ this currently. Perhaps you should ask them. It will remain a duty to provide this whatever the 
company structure. However as I think it will result in serious sufficiency issues in Wales, some early work 
could be encouraged and commissioned to get Welsh speaking carers who live in England.  

Question 1.11: Please also explain how you believe the legislative changes to support delivery of eliminating 
profit from the care of children looked after could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or 
increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh 
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people to 
use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language. 

See above answer. This will remain a worthwhile and challenging objective.  

Question 1.12: This chapter has focused on how we can achieve the commitment to eliminate profit in the 
care of children looked after, and we have asked a number of specific questions. If you have any related 
issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space to report them. 

Response 033

11



Any final strategy needs to reflect the complexities of achieving sustainable and sufficient high quality 
placements for looked after Children close to their homes and communities. A simple “we will eliminate profit” 
plan, vis a vis proscribing private fostering organisations, is already causing unintended consequences for 
looked after children and local authorities. These will be and are detrimental to LAC in Wales. 

Social services fostering services have a long record of failing to deliver their current statutory responsibilities 
in finding sufficient placements and supporting vulnerable children (we have children placed who have had no 
allocated social worker or stat visits in 2 years), are woefully short of qualified staff (high dependency on 
agency social workers costing two times the amount of those employed). They continue to lose carers who 
transfer to IFA’s, not the not for profit providers (compare the stats)  and these carers are saying they would 
not return.  

These issues should have been addressed instead of thinking they are unrelated. There is already evidence that 
investment will now be targeted on England to the detriment of Welsh children and without refinement, 
hundreds of brilliant foster carers currently in IFA’s will be lost to fostering.  

A more flexible structure-even as a stepping stone-should be allowed with a focus on where the money goes. 
It should not be assumed that profit in itself is bad. For example after taking salaries we have a proud record of 
investing profits in providing houses for potential foster carers to foster from -thereby increasing placements 
and choice. This will be lost. 

I have also failed to see the consultation with children evidence in which the Welsh government says this is 
based, be produced. It is not transparent and seems like a political slogan. If so you should just say so. Our 
children’s consultations are regular and extensive and they never mention profit but they are often critical of  
local authorities for a failure to advocate bad support and forever changing social workers.  

This initiative has damaged trust between local authorities and existing IFA’s -our emails are ignored often now 
and commissioning framework agreements paid lip service to. This will result in children’s interests being 
damaged. Its not open season on those who work in such a dedicated way with complex children in the private 
sector yet you seem to be OK with that. Excellent staff will be lost. To Wales and children.  The feedback from 
the boards and groups that did run is that they lacked transparency and there were too many involved who 
had superficial knowledge of the sector and risks involved.  

The lack of definition of profit and seemingly selected targeting, further undermines any confidence that this 
won’t end in tears -children’s tears unfortunately. Those of us who know the sector, and have established 
companies and understand corporate laws know that there are legal ways around this and for those of us who 
are political -personally I am life-long Labour supporter- we know that even a change in government in England 
would not  seem to want to change the corporate law to enable existing gaps to be closed down. Given bigger 
picture stuff and likely priorities. Profit will be generated still in England from Welsh IFA’S.  

Other issues relate to the 4 C’s and the brilliant work they have done over the last 4 years in improving 
commissioning, encouraging matching and capping costs. Agencies effected could now increasingly disregard 
an increasingly ‘moribund’ 4 C’s – i.e. why bother when we are being prescribed anyway and so fees will now 
increase exponentially in my view. Please monitor.  

If you chose not to target private equity owned first, don’t allow Community Interest Companies, nor engage 
IFA’s in becoming exemplars, do not provide sufficiency change funding nor share your strategy for preventing 
the profit from Welsh registered fostering agencies to be generated in England, like happens in Scotland, then 
you will have further de-stabalised the looked after system at a time when it is already in chaos. To the 
detriment of Welsh LAC.   
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Finally, changes to care definition could extend the application of this proposal so needs to be factored in. It 
could by default bind in mental health residential units, parent and child assessment units. This would seem to 
be an emerging problem looking across other legislation intended.  

I hope my comments are helpful in scoping out the likely impact of these proposals and the questions I have 
posed help you to formulate your strategy.  

Summary-headlines / conclusions  

Intentions 

• Clearly political and simplistic and no transparency about what extent there is evidence of 
unacceptable profits, children’s views, and complete disregard of outcomes achieved in private sector 
and chaos as extremely poor record of local authorities running fostering and residential care 

• Absence of definition of what would constitute profit making  
• Undermining of achievements made in commissioning and establishing clarity standards in a 

frameworks (4 C’s and CCSR systems) 
• Unlikely to drive out profit given company law in UK-profits will be generated in England-like happens 

in Scotland. Devolved Welsh powers can’t seem to stop this.  
• Not for profit could pay really high salaries to CE/Directors and strategic leaders -taking same or 

greater dividends in pay e.g. £500k a year. 
• Naïve assumptions that foster carers will transfer -most say they won’t and many have come from 

local authority’s  
• Naïve assumptions staff would transfer  
• Clearly don’t understand cross border issues  
• ‘Lobbing’ together all private sector has united everyone and will generate more barriers 
• Complete absence of working together and no sign of those leading the policy having any realistic 

understanding of residential care, fostering or child protection services 
• Too crass and lacking detailed guidance 
• Completely lacking in definitions of what is and isn’t acceptable models and funding available to help 

change  
• No cognisance given to chaotic state of local authority social work departments with poor standards, 

chronic overspends, reliance on agency staff with high turnover rates and appalling record on 
manging fostering and children’s homes 

• Absence of any real research about the state of local authority fostering-declining numbers, high 
drop- out, ageing carers and many lost to SGO’s.  

• Absence of focus on outcomes and extensive consultation results from children in the private sector -
similar absence of focus on poor outcomes in public sector fostering. 

• Absence of detail as to how ‘in house’ children’s homes will be staffed – i.e. recruitment strategy 
details 
 

Unintended consequences 

• Costs will now go up exponentially for Welsh placements -contracts ‘off framework’. 
• Disinvestment in Wales -already targeting English placements  
• Border IFA placements will go to English children-already increasing percentage and choosing English 

referrals over Welsh referrals  
• IFA’s with English carers will register with Ofsted-develop high risk community placements in England 

not Wales.  
• Fewer Welsh and local placements for Welsh children resulting in more children being kept at home 

(higher death rates, more ECPR’s ), in unregulated placements and residential care homes -very 
costly. And in distant placements at higher cost and disruptive to education and families. 

• IFA’s will lure local authority carers by offering really high fees, challenging in courts the LA 
enticements like reduced community charge, aggressive marketing.  

• Strategic alliances will be agreed with English authorities  
• Support services will be bought in from England at higher costs 
• 4 C’s framework will be ignored and commissioning strategy of the last decade undermined 

Response 033

13



• Carer fees will increase exponentially to deter movement and create really difficult payment issues if 
transfers do eventually take place 

• Border IFA’s will recruit English foster carers and place English children 
• Trust damaged between IFA’s and LA’s and commissioners  
• Attracting local authority foster carers to transfer despite this policy by offering higher fees (cutting 

margins and setting precedent) and challenging the council tax deductions LA currently offer and 
publicising this. This will deplete local options. Then placing English children in these placements for 
those of us on the border. Lost to Welsh children. 

• Exodus of talented staff to England including therapists (e.g, DDP facilitators) and removal of 
therapeutic local services for traumatised Welsh children/ or operating in England 

• Negative impact on Welsh ability to meet sustainability and capacity requirements in SSWBA 2014. 
• More poor matches resulting in disruptions and foster carer burnout -all arising from fewer 

placements. 
• Higher fee levels for Welsh placements than those offered to England because contracts in England 

would be longer ones and commercially more attractive – we would say to Welsh LA’s this is cost or 
don’t take the placement. Would likely increase unregulated placements for Welsh children without 
placements (like for example family centre staff looking after them in family support centres/ 16 year 
olds going to hotels etc) 

• Choosing asylum seekers for Welsh fostering placements instead of LAC as contracts would be more 
commercially attractive. Some carers would support this.  

• CiW having to complete risk assessments for those organisations who seem to currently show no 
appetite to change-could be 100’s of unregulated placements with settled children and good 
attachment  

• Likely legal challenges from large companies  
 

Suggestions  

• Target residential care first-leave fostering alone until placement availability is sufficient, and target 
private equity if you must where it is explicitly about profit. 

• Allow Community Interest Companies and other structures that can generate modest profit  
• Involve people who understand fostering so that the unintended consequences can be mitigated and 

naïve assumptions are avoided.  
• Establish a really robust risk register and mitigate or there will be complete chaos and breakdown and 

staff in key positions will be vulnerable to being lost due to stress – E.g not finding placements -risks 
increase 

• Clarify what happens to placements in companies who don’t comply 
• Secure advice from CiW about how deregulated placements would be viewed in light of legal 

precedent last week in this area.  
• Provide details of funds that could be accessed to help small companies pay for change 
• Consider buying small IFA’s at market rates so they could become exemplars and help change the 

culture towards not for profit if that is what you want.  
• Publish detailed plans and guidance that is informed and realistic and this will help preserve the 

current 4 C’s framework and commissioning strategies-without this it will be chaos characterised by 
higher and higher prices by providers who prefer English children and business with English 
authorities looking for long term placements.  

• Listen to the Welsh directors of children services who are saying they can’t secure placements now 
and are facing placing children in high risk deregulated services or keeping them at home in 
dangerous situations. 

 

Colin Tucker 

Responsible Individual, 1st Affinity Fostering Service, Wrexham  

13.10.22 
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Consultation Response Form

Your name:

Organisation (if applicable): 

Email / Telephone number:

Your address: 

Responses to consultations may be made public, on the internet or in a report. If you
would prefer your response to remain anonymous, please place a tick in the box:

Tick - we wish to remain anonymous

Please tell us who you are responding on behalf of. For example is this your own
response or is it sent on behalf of an organisation?

We are responding on behalf of  adoption
support service 

If you want to receive a receipt of your response, please confirm your email address,
here:
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Questions on Chapter 1: Eliminating profit from the care of children
looked after

There are 12 questions about this chapter.

Question 1.1: Do you think that introducing provision in legislation that only allows
‘not-for-profit’ providers to register with CIW will support delivery of the Programme
for Government commitment to eliminate profit from the care of children looked
after?

We think there is a problem inherent in this proposal as it then excludes a wider
range of organisations that support children looked after. Our understanding is that
the aim of the new legislation is to prevent significant profits being made in
residential and fostering services by finance institutions who have little to do with
service delivery. We agree with this aim.

Our service is set up quite differently in that the business is run in a ‘partnership
model’ - i.e. although it is for profit, the directors and owner have a central and
integrated role in service delivery. This leads to a deep understanding of the service
being delivered and the work is carried out under a strong ethical framework, with
the majority of profits being invested back into the business. This is a common model
for therapy service providers across the UK. It is also similar to how GP practices
function. We would see this kind of partnership model as very different from the
significant profits being made within the residential and independent fostering
sectors.

Specialist therapy services are much needed, complex to run and very difficult to run
in-house due to the range of expertise needed.

Question 1.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal? You may
wish to consider, for example:

- Benefits, and disbenefits;

- Costs (direct and indirect), and savings;

- Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics;

- Other practical matters such as cross-border issues.
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We will not comment on the impacts on current residential and fostering
provision except to reflect on the chronic shortages of quality provision currently.

If this proposal impacted our service (i.e. a specialist adoption support
service) it would directly affect over 100 very vulnerable families and an established
staff team of more than 20 specialists.

Cross border issues are complex, and our service, which crosses Welsh and
English borders, already faces high levels of paperwork and different legal
frameworks in negotiating the work across the border. If Welsh changes made it
even harder to function, we could envisage that many services would stop provision
within Wales and focus instead on other areas.

We are in agreement that something needs to be done about independent
residential and fostering services who are making large profits and not necessarily
providing high quality therapeutic services. We do not however agree that stopping
all profit making is necessarily the best way forward as historic attempts to provide
such services have also faltered.

Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be
mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

Question 1.3: One approach could be for the legislation to define ‘not-for-profit’ in
terms of the types of organisation that would qualify. Do you consider that the
restriction should also be expressed in terms of the way that any trading surplus is
expended? What would be the effects and implications of this?

We agree that if this route is taken it will be important to specify the types of
organisations this would refer to. We do not think this legislation should apply to
adoption support services which do not make high profits and are in the main
clinician led organisations. One way to consider what an ethical and high quality for-
profit provider might look like would be to monitor whether its directors/owners are
centrally involved in service development and provision (i.e. a partnership model)
and the level of profit being made.
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Question 1.4: Do you think the primary legislation should include a power for Welsh
Ministers to amend the definition of ‘not-for-profit’ through subordinate legislation?

Question 1.5: What are your views on the proposed timings for the primary
legislation to come into effect?

Question 1.6: Are there any issues in relation to transition for children looked after,
local authorities and service providers you would like to draw our attention to?

Question 1.7: What are your views on the issuing of guidance to support the
implementation of the primary legislation?

Question 1.8: What are your views on using legislation to place a restriction on local
authorities to commission placements from ‘not-for-profit’ organisations only? In
particular:

- Do you think it would support us to deliver the commitment to eliminate profit
from the care of children looked after in Wales?

- What would be the benefits, disbenefits and other implications of such an
approach?

- What would be an appropriate timescale for implementing such an
approach, if it were to be adopted in Wales?

It is already incredibly difficult for local authorities to access therapy provision,
fostering placement and residential placements. If legislation restricted
commissiong to only ‘not-for -profit’ services then this would have an
immediate and significant impact on accessing services. We would envisage
that local authorities would be forced to send children even further from their
homes in order to secure appropriate placements. It would take a long time to
develop sufficient not for profit service provision.
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From our perspective as an adoption support service which is working in
collaboration with voluntary sector providers as well as many for profit therapy
provider organisations, we see high commitment to standards and quality of
service. The situation with for profit residential and fostering services feels
quite different in scale from therapy service provision (in which sector it is in
fact hard to run at a profit).

Question 1.9: What are your views on the possibility of approaches being taken in
response to these legislative proposals which would undermine the intention to
eliminate profit from the care of children looked after in Wales? Are there any actions
which would guard against such activity?

Question 1.10: We would like to know your views on the effects that the legislative
changes to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after will have on the
Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on
treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. What effects do you
think there would be?  How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects
be mitigated?

Question 1.11: Please also explain how you believe the legislative changes to
support delivery of eliminating profit from the care of children looked after could be
formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language.

Question 1.12: This chapter has focused on how we can achieve the commitment to
eliminate profit in the care of children looked after, and we have asked a number of
specific questions. If you have any related issues which we have not specifically
addressed, please use this space to report them.
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Questions on Chapter 2: Introducing direct payments for Continuing
NHS healthcare

There are 8 questions about this chapter.

Question 2.1: We have outlined our proposals to introduce further voice and control
for adults receiving Continuing Health Care (CHC) in Wales.  Do you agree or
disagree with these proposals?  Please explain your reasoning.

Question 2.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal?

You may wish to consider, for example:

- Benefits, and disbenefits;

- Costs (direct and indirect), and savings;

- Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics;

- Other practical matters such as cross-border issues or transition to the new
arrangements.

Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be
mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

Question 2.3: What lessons can we learn from other countries’ practice in this area?

Question 2.4: Do you believe there are any other or complementary approaches we
should be considering to achieve the same effect? If so, please outline below.

Question 2.5: We will work to ensure that any legislative change is supported by
robust guidance to help both payment recipients and practitioners understand how
the system will operate. Can you identify anything that it would be helpful to include
in this guidance? What other support should be provided?
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Question 2.6: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing direct
payments for continuing NHS healthcare would have on the Welsh language,
specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than English. What effects do you think there would
be?  How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

Question 2.7: Please also explain how you believe our proposals for introducing
direct payments for continuing NHS healthcare could be formulated or changed so
as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to
use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than
the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the
Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the
English language. 

Question 2.8: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this
space to report them.
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Questions on Chapter 3: Mandatory reporting of children and adults at
risk

There are 11 questions about this chapter.

Question 3.1: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report a
child at risk (as defined in section 130(4) of the Social Services and Well-being
(Wales) Act 2014 directly on individuals within relevant bodies?

Question 3.2: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report an
adult at risk (as defined in section 126(1) of the 2014 Act) directly on individuals
within relevant bodies?

Question 3.3: What in your view would be the likely benefits, disbenefits, risks,
costs, savings and equality impacts of such an approach?

Please explain your reasoning.

Question 3.4: What lessons can we learn from the duties to report in other
countries?

Question 3.5: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced – for children and
adults at risk – should these sit alongside, or replace, the existing duties on
organisations under the 2014 Act?

Question 3.6: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, should they apply
to the workforce of current ‘relevant partners’ under section 162 of the 2014 Act
(including youth offending teams in relation to children), or more widely, for example
to those working in religious or sports settings, etc., and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults?
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Question 3.7: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, which occupation
types or roles should be subject to any duty (e.g. members of regulated professions;
employed staff, even if they are not regulated; volunteers), and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults?

Question 3.8: What sanctions do you think would be proportionate or appropriate for
failure to comply with an individual reporting duty?

Question 3.9: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing
individual reporting duties would have on the Welsh language, specifically on
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. What effects do you think there would be?  How could
positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

Question 3.10: Please also explain how you believe proposals for introducing
individual reporting duties could be formulated or changed so as to have positive
effects or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh
language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English
language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh
language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English
language. 

Question 3.11: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this
space to report them.
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Questions on Chapter 4: Amendments to regulation of service providers
and responsible individuals

Part 2 and Schedule 1 of the Regulation and Inspection of Social Care (Wales) Act
2016 (‘the 2016 Act’) provides the basis on which Care Inspectorate Wales (‘CIW’) –
on behalf of the Welsh Ministers – undertakes functions relating to the registration,
regulation and inspection of ‘regulated services’.

This chapter of the consultation focuses on proposed amendments to the regulatory
regime for regulated services, service providers and their designated responsible
individuals. These relate to a range of matters provided for within the 2016 Act,
including:

a) Identifying unregistered services

b) Publication of annual returns

c) Publication of inspection reports

d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration

e) Responsible individuals

f) Definition of ‘Care’ for children and young people

Questions on proposed amendments relating to each of these matters follow.

There are 21 questions about this chapter.

Question 4.1: (a) Identifying unregistered services - power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers
(CIW) to require information from any person where there is reasonable cause to
believe that they are providing a service which should be regulated?

Question 4.2: (a) Identifying unregistered services - power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to extend the offence of failing to provide information
when required to do so, to include these persons?

Question 4.3: (a) Identifying unregistered services - power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to remove ambiguity and make it clear that
the Welsh Ministers (CIW) have the power to enter and inspect any premises which
they have reasonable cause to believe is (or has been) used as a place at or from
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which a service is (or has been) provided, or which is (or has been) used in
connection with the provision of a regulated service?

Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services - power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to
comply with a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

Question 4.5: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to require service providers to publish their annual returns?

Question 4.6: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
create a related offence of failing to publish an annual return?

Question 4.7: (c) Publication of inspection reports: Do you agree with the proposal
to amend the 2016 Act to provide additional flexibility for the Welsh Ministers (CIW)
to recognise circumstances where it may not be appropriate, relevant, or
proportionate to prepare and/or publish an inspection report?

Question 4.8: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – variation of
registration as a service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016
Act to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to issue an
improvement notice to a provider in circumstances where the provider is no longer
providing that service or using that place to provide a service?

Question 4.9: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration - removal of
a condition on a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to remove a condition on a
service provider’s registration without giving a notice of proposal (section 18) and
notice of decision following notice of proposal (section 19), when the circumstances
which led to the imposition of the condition no longer apply?

Question 4.10: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the
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2016 Act to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to follow the
improvement notice process to cancel the registration of a service provider in
circumstances when the provider has already ceased to provide a regulated service?

Question 4.11: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration –
information from providers who are cancelling their registration: Do you agree with
the proposal to create a regulation-making power under Section 14 of the 2016 Act
to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to require information from a service provider
who is cancelling their registration and exiting the market?

Question 4.12: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
extend the timescale within an Improvement Notice: Do you agree with the proposal
to amend the 2016 Act to give the Welsh Ministers (CIW) the power to extend the
timescale for information to be provided when improvement notices are issued?

Question 4.13: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration in prescribed circumstances: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to
disapply the section 16(3)(b) requirement within the improvement notice – to take
particular action or provide information – in prescribed circumstances, when it would
be futile to apply the requirement?

Question 4.14: (e) Responsible individuals – making representations: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to give Responsible Individuals the right to
make representations to the Welsh Ministers (CIW), against any improvement notice
or cancellation of their designation, provided the representations are made within the
time limit specified within the notice?

Question 4.15: (e) Responsible individuals – sending the improvement notice to the
service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to require
that any improvement notice served to a Responsible Individual must also be sent to
the service provider?

Question 4.16: (e) Responsible individuals - Removing a Responsible Individual
without making an application to designate a new Responsible Individual: Do you
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agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a service provider to apply to
the Welsh Ministers (CIW) for a variation of the conditions of their registration to
remove a Responsible Individual when they are not designating a replacement
Responsible Individual as part of the same application?

Question 4.17: (f) Definition of ‘Care’ for children and young people: Do you agree
with the proposal to adjust the definition of ‘care’ in section 3 of the 2016 Act in order
to place beyond doubt that the provision of parental-type care is recognised as being
‘care’ within the meaning of the 2016 Act?

Question 4.18: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example:

- Benefits, and disbenefits;

- Costs (direct and indirect), and savings;

- Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics;

- Other practical issues.

Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be
mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning, either here or, if easier, please feel free to note any
impacts specific to an individual proposal under the appropriate question above.

Question 4.19: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for
people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than
English. What effects do you think there would be?  How could positive effects be
increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

Question 4.20: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the
Welsh language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the
Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.
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Question 4.21: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this
space to report them.
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Questions on Chapter 5: Amendments to regulation of the social care
workforce

There are 9 questions about this chapter.

Question 5.1: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide that
a person who has held office as a member of Social Care Wales may be reappointed
once? Please explain your reasoning.

Question 5.2: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide
Social Care Wales with the power to grant a conditional registration for a person,
when they are renewing their registration, in certain circumstances? Please explain
your reasoning.

Question 5.3: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a
panel to review and extend interim orders as appropriate, up to the maximum of 18
months? Please explain your reasoning.

Question 5.4: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide a
Fitness to Practise panel with the ability to revoke an interim order, during review
proceedings, where it is necessary and appropriate? Please explain your reasoning.

Question 5.5: What, in your view, would make it necessary and appropriate for a
Fitness to Practise panel to revoke an interim order?

Question 5.6: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example:

- Benefits, and disbenefits;

- Costs (direct and indirect), and savings;

- Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics;

- Other practical issues.
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Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be
mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

Question 5.7: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for
people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than
English. What effects do you think there would be?  How could positive effects be
increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

Question 5.8: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the
Welsh language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the
Welsh language no less favourably than the English language. 

Question 5.9: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this
space to report them.
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Questions on Chapter 6: Extending the definition of social care worker
to include childcare and play workers

There are 5 questions about this chapter.

Question 6.1: We would like to know your views on the proposal to extend the
definition of ‘social care worker’ to include both childcare and play workers.  In
particular, are you in favour of extending the role of Social Care Wales to cover
childcare and play workers working in the childcare sector?

Please explain your reasoning.

Question 6.2: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposal? You
may wish to consider, for example:

- Benefits, and disbenefits;

- Costs (direct and indirect), and savings;

- Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics;

- Other practical issues.

Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be
mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

Question 6.3: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposal
would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use
Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. What
effects do you think there would be?  How could positive effects be increased, or
negative effects be mitigated?

Question 6.4: Please also explain how you believe the proposal could be formulated
or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language. 
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Question 6.5: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this
space to report them.
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Proposed changes to legislation on social care and continuing
health care

Q1. Question 1.1: Do you think that introducing provision in legislation that only allows
‘not­for­profit’ providers to register with CIW will support delivery of the Programme for
Government commitment to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after?

Although it sounds like a good idea, I believe the money given to carers of looked after children is totally
inadequate now. The very problematic children can cause terrible damage to premises which local
authorities will not pay. Saying they don't have the budget, while understandable, is no help and
leads,to many carers getting burnt out and leave.

Q2. Question 1.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal? You may wish
to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect), and savings
Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other practical matters
such as cross­border issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or
negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

My previous answer goes into some detail on this very complicated topic. Basically carers require
adequate appropriate expenses covered, full support for themselves and for the children they care for.
You may or may not be aware that young peoples' social services are woefully understaffed, often badly
managed, and even particularly damaged children are often left with no social worker allocated.

Q3. Question 1.3: One approach could be for the legislation to define ‘not­for­profit’ in
terms of the types of organisation that would qualify. 

Do you consider that the restriction should also be expressed in terms of the way that any
trading surplus is expended? 

What would be the effects and implications of this?

No Response

Q4. Question 1.4: Do you think the primary legislation should include a power for Welsh
Ministers to amend the definition of ‘not­for­profit’ through subordinate legislation?

No Response

Q5. Question 1.5: What are your views on the proposed timings for the primary legislation
to come into effect?

No Response

Q6. Question 1.6: Are there any issues in relation to transition for children looked after,
local authorities and service providers you would like to draw our attention to?

No Response
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Q7. Question 1.7: What are your views on the issuing of guidance to support the
implementation of the primary legislation?

No Response

Q8. Question 1.8: What are your views on using legislation to place a restriction on local
authorities to commission placements from ‘not­for­profit’ organisations only?

In particular: Do you think it would support us to deliver the commitment to eliminate profit
from the care of children looked after in Wales? What would be the benefits, disbenefits
and other implications of such an approach? What would be an appropriate timescale for
implementing such an approach, if it were to be adopted in Wales?

No Response

Q9. Question 1.9: What are your views on the possibility of approaches being taken in
response to these legislative proposals which would undermine the intention to eliminate
profit from the care of children looked after in Wales?

Are there any actions which would guard against such activity?

No Response

Q10. Question 1.10: We would like to know your views on the effects that the legislative
changes to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after will have on the Welsh
language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh
language no less favorably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q11. Question 1.11: Please also explain how you believe the legislative changes to
support delivery of eliminating profit from the care of children looked after could be
formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for
people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably
than the English language.

No Response

Q12. Question 1.12: This chapter has focused on how we can achieve the commitment to
eliminate profit in the care of children looked after, and we have asked a number of
specific questions. If you have any related issues which we have not specifically
addressed, please use this space to report them.

No Response
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Q13. Question 2.1: We have outlined our proposals to introduce further voice and control
for adults receiving Continuing Health Care (CHC) in Wales.

Do you agree or disagree with these proposals? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q14. Question 2.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal?

You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and
indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics
Other practical matters such as cross­border issues or transition to the new arrangements
Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be
mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q15. Question 2.3: What lessons can we learn from other countries’ practice in this area?

No Response

Q16. Question 2.4: Do you believe there are any other or complementary approaches we
should be considering to achieve the same effect?

If so, please outline below.

No Response

Q17. Question 2.5: We will work to ensure that any legislative change is supported by
robust guidance to help both payment recipients and practitioners understand how the
system will operate. 

Can you identify anything that it would be helpful to include in this guidance? 

What other support should be provided?

No Response

Q18. Question 2.6: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing direct
payments for continuing NHS healthcare would have on the Welsh language, specifically
on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response
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Q19. Question 2.7: Please also explain how you believe our proposals for introducing
direct payments for continuing NHS healthcare could be formulated or changed so as to
have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the
Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English
language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q20. Question 2.8: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q21. Question 3.1: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report a
child at risk (as defined in section 130(4) of the Social Services and Well­being (Wales)
Act 2014 directly on individuals within relevant bodies?

No Response

Q22. Question 3.2: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report an
adult at risk (as defined in section 126 (1) of the 2014 Act) directly on individuals within
relevant bodies?

No Response

Q23. Question 3.3: What in your view would be the likely benefits, disbenefits, risks, costs,
savings and equality impacts of such an approach? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q24. Question 3.4: What lessons can we learn from the duties to report in other
countries? 

No Response

Q25. Question 3.5: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced – for children and
adults at risk – should these sit alongside, or replace, the existing duties on organisations
under the 2014 Act?

No Response

Q26. Question 3.6: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, should they apply
to the workforce of current ‘relevant partners’ under section 162 of the 2014 Act (including
youth offending teams in relation to children), or more widely, for example to those
working in religious or sports settings, etc., and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults? 

No Response
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Q27. Question 3.7: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, which occupation
types or roles should be subject to any duty (e.g. members of regulated professions;
employed staff, even if they are not regulated; volunteers), and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults?

No Response

Q28. Question 3.8: What sanctions do you think would be proportionate or appropriate for
failure to comply with an individual reporting duty?

No Response

Q29. Question 3.9: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing
individual reporting duties would have on the Welsh language, specifically on
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q30. Question 3.10: Please also explain how you believe proposals for introducing
individual reporting duties could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects
or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and
on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language, and no
adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating
the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q31. Question 3.11: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q32. Question 4.1: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW)
to require information from any person where there is reasonable cause to believe that
they are providing a service which should be regulated?

No Response

Q33. Question 4.2: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to extend the offence of failing to provide information when
required to do so, to include these persons?

No Response
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Q34. Question 4.3: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to remove ambiguity and make it clear that the
Welsh Ministers (CIW) have the power to enter and inspect any premises which they have
reasonable cause to believe is (or has been) used as a place at or from which a service is
(or has been) provided, or which is (or has been) used in connection with the provision of
a regulated service?

No Response

Q35. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

No Response

Q36. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

No Response

Q37. Question 4.5: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to require service providers to publish their annual returns?

No Response

Q38. Question 4.6: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
create a related offence of failing to publish an annual return?

No Response

Q39. Question 4.7: (c) Publication of inspection reports: Do you agree with the proposal
to amend the 2016 Act to provide additional flexibility for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to
recognise circumstances where it may not be appropriate, relevant, or proportionate to
prepare and/or publish an inspection report?

No Response

Q40. Question 4.8: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – variation of
registration as a service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act
to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to issue an improvement notice
to a provider in circumstances where the provider is no longer providing that service or
using that place to provide a service?

No Response

Q41. Question 4.9: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration ­ removal of a
condition on a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend
the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to remove a condition on a service
provider’s registration without giving a notice of proposal (section 18) and notice of
decision following notice of proposal (section 19), when the circumstances which led to
the imposition of the condition no longer apply?

No Response
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Q42. Question 4.10: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the
2016 Act to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to follow the
improvement notice process to cancel the registration of a service provider in
circumstances when the provider has already ceased to provide a regulated service?

No Response

Q43. Question 4.11: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration –
information from providers who are cancelling their registration: Do you agree with the
proposal to create a regulation­making power under Section 14 of the 2016 Act to enable
the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to require information from a service provider who is cancelling
their registration and exiting the market?

No Response

Q44. Question 4.12: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
extend the timescale within an Improvement Notice: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to give the Welsh Ministers (CIW) the power to extend the timescale
for information to be provided when improvement notices are issued?

No Response

Q45. Question 4.13: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration in prescribed circumstances: Do you agree with
the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to disapply the
section 16(3)(b) requirement within the improvement notice – to take particular action or
provide information – in prescribed circumstances, when it would be futile to apply the
requirement?

No Response

Q46. Question 4.14: (e) Responsible individuals – making representations: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to give Responsible Individuals the right to make
representations to the Welsh Ministers (CIW), against any improvement notice or
cancellation of their designation, provided the representations are made within the time
limit specified within the notice?

No Response

Q47. Question 4.15: (e) Responsible individuals – sending the improvement notice to the
service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to require that
any improvement notice served to a Responsible Individual must also be sent to the
service provider?

No Response

Q48. Question 4.16: (e) Responsible individuals ­ Removing a Responsible Individual
without making an application to designate a new Responsible Individual: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a service provider to apply to the Welsh
Ministers (CIW) for a variation of the conditions of their registration to remove a
Responsible Individual when they are not designating a replacement Responsible
Individual as part of the same application?

No Response

Response 035

7



Q49. Question 4.17: (f) Definition of ‘Care’ for children and young people: Do you agree
with the proposal to adjust the definition of ‘care’ in section 3 of the 2016 Act in order to
place beyond doubt that the provision of parental­type care is recognised as being ‘care’
within the meaning of the 2016 Act?

No Response

Q50. Question 4.18: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning, either here or, if easier, please feel free to note any
impacts specific to an individual proposal under the appropriate question above.

No Response

Q51. Question 4.19: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q52. Question 4.20: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q53. Question 4.21: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q54. Question 5.1: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide that
a person who has held office as a member of Social Care Wales may be reappointed
once? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response
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Q55. Question 5.2: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide
Social Care Wales with the power to grant a conditional registration for a person, when
they are renewing their registration, in certain circumstances? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q56. Question 5.3: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a
panel to review and extend interim orders as appropriate, up to the maximum of 18
months? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q57. Question 5.4: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide a
Fitness to Practise panel with the ability to revoke an interim order, during review
proceedings, where it is necessary and appropriate? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q58. Question 5.5: What, in your view, would make it necessary and appropriate for a
'fitness to practise' panel to revoke an interim order?

No Response

Q59. Question 5.6: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q60. Question 5.7: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.

What effects do you think there would be?

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response
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Q61. Question 5.8: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q62. Question 5.9: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q63. Question 6.1: We would like to know your views on the proposal to extend the
definition of ‘social care worker’ to include both childcare and play workers. In particular,
are you in favour of extending the role of Social Care Wales to cover childcare and play
workers working in the childcare sector? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q64. Question 6.2: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposal? You
may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect),
and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other
practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects
could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q65. Question 6.3: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposal
would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q66. Question 6.4: Please also explain how you believe the proposal could be formulated
or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities
for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people
to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than
the English language

No Response
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Q67. Question 6.5: We have asked a number of specific questions. If you have any
related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space to report
them:

No Response

Submit your response  

Q68. You are about to submit your response. Please ensure you are satisfied with the
answers you have provided before sending.

Name: Ruth McKie

Organisation (if applicable): ­

E:mail:

Telephone:

Your address:

Q69. If you want to receive a receipt of your response, please provide an email address.

Email address

Q70. Responses to consultations may be made public. To keep your response
anonymous (including email addresses) tick the box.

No Response
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Proposed changes to legislation on social care and continuing
health care

Q1. Question 1.1: Do you think that introducing provision in legislation that only allows
‘not­for­profit’ providers to register with CIW will support delivery of the Programme for
Government commitment to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after?

Only if you are able to ensure that the new entities which are formed from the profit­making businesses
are completely independent and not paying large administration/management fees/interest payments
back to the original profit­making companies. Some providers make loans between their different
companies and charge high levels of interest to move profits around. 
A new non for profit should be completely independent and separate from any other company.
Otherwise, you just have the Scottish model which is just window dressing.

Q2. Question 1.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal? You may wish
to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect), and savings
Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other practical matters
such as cross­border issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or
negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

We are a registered Welsh fostering charity. We only work in Wales with families who live in Wales and
children who come from Welsh local authorities.
However, if we were a commercial organisation then we’d now be strengthening our links with English
authorities and be making placements in Wales from England to hedge against this proposal. At least
in the short term and particularly while there is uncertainty more English children are likely to be placed
in Wales and the number of available foster placements in Wales will reduce.
The uncertainty is also likely to mean less recruitment by providers who don’t want to invest in an
uncertain market.
If the proposal does go ahead then the quicker it happens the better to stabilise the fostering market.
If it goes ahead and is genuinely not for profit then either cost of placements reduce and/or children
and foster parents receive a better service. For example, as a charity we spend some money on
therapy for children which is not directly funded by local authorities. However, this produces better
outcomes for children and young people.

Q3. Question 1.3: One approach could be for the legislation to define ‘not­for­profit’ in
terms of the types of organisation that would qualify. 

Do you consider that the restriction should also be expressed in terms of the way that any
trading surplus is expended? 

What would be the effects and implications of this?

Restricting the use of any surplus is useful. It should be reinvested in charities or not for profit
children’s services in Wales.
However, trading surplus is too narrow. If that organisation has already paid management/admin
charges and interest to a profit­making provider elsewhere then it’s meaningless. They will simply
extract all the profit as a cost.
You need Welsh not for profit or charities to be independent of profit making providers.

Q4. Question 1.4: Do you think the primary legislation should include a power for Welsh
Ministers to amend the definition of ‘not­for­profit’ through subordinate legislation?

Yes, so you can close loopholes in due course which people will find. It also future proofs for
circumstances and situations not currently foreseen.
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Q5. Question 1.5: What are your views on the proposed timings for the primary legislation
to come into effect?

The sooner there is clarity the better. The longer it goes on and uncertainty continues the less
organisations will invest in recruitment and retention of foster parents. Also, in the meantime more
English children will be placed in Wales by profit making providers.

Q6. Question 1.6: Are there any issues in relation to transition for children looked after,
local authorities and service providers you would like to draw our attention to?

Provision should be made that if an approved foster parent is working for a fostering provider which
creases to trade or has its registration cancelled then their approved automatically transfers to the
local authority in which they are living. This is already included in fostering regulation for England:
The Fostering Services (England) Regulation 2011.
Section 33: Fostering agency ceasing to carry out fostering functions
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2011/581/regulation/33/made
One of the biggest hurdles for foster parents to transfer is having to redo their Form F with a new
provider. At least under transitional arrangements it would be helpful for a foster parent to be able to
transfer for a limited period of time to another provider while a full assessment is being carried out by
the new provider. 
What we don’t want is for some carers to simply give up if their current provider stops as it’s too much
hassle to transfer. 
Also, if there were significant number of foster parents transferring then with the current requirements
around Form Fs it’s unlikely that local authorities and not for profit providers would have the capacity to
undertake all the necessary work in a short space of time.
We don’t want to lose experienced foster parents by making it too bureaucratically difficult to foster.

Q7. Question 1.7: What are your views on the issuing of guidance to support the
implementation of the primary legislation?

Guidance is always helpful. People interpret things very differently. Again, the sooner the better. Also, if
CIW are involved in registration of new not for profits then this guidance helps ensure a smoother
transition.

Q8. Question 1.8: What are your views on using legislation to place a restriction on local
authorities to commission placements from ‘not­for­profit’ organisations only?

In particular: Do you think it would support us to deliver the commitment to eliminate profit
from the care of children looked after in Wales? What would be the benefits, disbenefits
and other implications of such an approach? What would be an appropriate timescale for
implementing such an approach, if it were to be adopted in Wales?

This depends on how many placements are commissioned in England? If Welsh local authorities are
already commissioning significant numbers of Welsh placements from profit making providers in
England then this could be prohibitive and potentially disrupt existing placement which is not fair on
children and young people.
However, certainly local authorities should be required to prioritise making placements in Wales with
Welsh registered, not for profit providers in the first instance. They should only be looking elsewhere
having properly searched in Welsh providers. This needs to be done before cost is considered.
Otherwise, Local Authorities will just take the cheapest placement regardless of location or provider.
You will need to ensure an organisation simply doesn’t setup in England and continue to operate their
Welsh fostering provision. We are aware of one provider who has already done this.
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Q9. Question 1.9: What are your views on the possibility of approaches being taken in
response to these legislative proposals which would undermine the intention to eliminate
profit from the care of children looked after in Wales?

Are there any actions which would guard against such activity?

The language being used by Welsh Local Authorities in advertising campaigns for foster parents is
poor, there is no distinguishing between current charity/not for profit providers and for profit providers.
Clarity is needed and an understanding of what the market currently consists of. There should be
separate lots on current framework for charity & not for profit providers and those who wish to be
considered for this lot need to evidence their status.

Q10. Question 1.10: We would like to know your views on the effects that the legislative
changes to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after will have on the Welsh
language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh
language no less favorably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

We can’t see this making any real difference, there is current Welsh language legislation.

Q11. Question 1.11: Please also explain how you believe the legislative changes to
support delivery of eliminating profit from the care of children looked after could be
formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for
people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably
than the English language.

See 1.10.

Q12. Question 1.12: This chapter has focused on how we can achieve the commitment to
eliminate profit in the care of children looked after, and we have asked a number of
specific questions. If you have any related issues which we have not specifically
addressed, please use this space to report them.

A detailed timetable of what will happen between now and implementation of legislation would be
helpful for planning purposes. This proposal has been around for quite a while and there is the
impression of it drifting. Structured timescales please.
We believe most foster parents working for profit making organisations are not aware of these
proposals. Communication with them is essential if we don’t lose too many in transition if it looks too
difficult to change provider. Communication needs to come from Welsh Government directly, so it has
real impact.
Also, language being used by local authorities is very negative about all IFA’s whether commercial or
charitable/not for profit
Recognition that all providers on the current framework have had to evidence positive outcomes for
children/ Young people in our care, it would be a very worthwhile exercise to do the same for LA’s as
the positive outcomes for children has to be the priority regardless who cares for them. Ideally you’d
have a national Welsh outcomes tracker for all children and young people. The LA and providers
contribute to that data.
Also, there are many tenders that are non­framework that are not restricted by the maximum price as
per the contract. Due to the current pressures of inflation it gives these providers the ability to charge
what they like and pay the carers a higher rate more in line with inflation 
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Q13. Question 2.1: We have outlined our proposals to introduce further voice and control
for adults receiving Continuing Health Care (CHC) in Wales.

Do you agree or disagree with these proposals? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q14. Question 2.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal?

You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and
indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics
Other practical matters such as cross­border issues or transition to the new arrangements
Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be
mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q15. Question 2.3: What lessons can we learn from other countries’ practice in this area?

No Response

Q16. Question 2.4: Do you believe there are any other or complementary approaches we
should be considering to achieve the same effect?

If so, please outline below.

No Response

Q17. Question 2.5: We will work to ensure that any legislative change is supported by
robust guidance to help both payment recipients and practitioners understand how the
system will operate. 

Can you identify anything that it would be helpful to include in this guidance? 

What other support should be provided?

No Response

Q18. Question 2.6: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing direct
payments for continuing NHS healthcare would have on the Welsh language, specifically
on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response
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Q19. Question 2.7: Please also explain how you believe our proposals for introducing
direct payments for continuing NHS healthcare could be formulated or changed so as to
have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the
Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English
language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q20. Question 2.8: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q21. Question 3.1: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report a
child at risk (as defined in section 130(4) of the Social Services and Well­being (Wales)
Act 2014 directly on individuals within relevant bodies?

No Response

Q22. Question 3.2: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report an
adult at risk (as defined in section 126 (1) of the 2014 Act) directly on individuals within
relevant bodies?

No Response

Q23. Question 3.3: What in your view would be the likely benefits, disbenefits, risks, costs,
savings and equality impacts of such an approach? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q24. Question 3.4: What lessons can we learn from the duties to report in other
countries? 

No Response

Q25. Question 3.5: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced – for children and
adults at risk – should these sit alongside, or replace, the existing duties on organisations
under the 2014 Act?

No Response

Q26. Question 3.6: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, should they apply
to the workforce of current ‘relevant partners’ under section 162 of the 2014 Act (including
youth offending teams in relation to children), or more widely, for example to those
working in religious or sports settings, etc., and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults? 

No Response
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Q27. Question 3.7: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, which occupation
types or roles should be subject to any duty (e.g. members of regulated professions;
employed staff, even if they are not regulated; volunteers), and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults?

No Response

Q28. Question 3.8: What sanctions do you think would be proportionate or appropriate for
failure to comply with an individual reporting duty?

No Response

Q29. Question 3.9: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing
individual reporting duties would have on the Welsh language, specifically on
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q30. Question 3.10: Please also explain how you believe proposals for introducing
individual reporting duties could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects
or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and
on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language, and no
adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating
the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q31. Question 3.11: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q32. Question 4.1: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW)
to require information from any person where there is reasonable cause to believe that
they are providing a service which should be regulated?

Yes ­ they should have nothing to hide.

Q33. Question 4.2: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to extend the offence of failing to provide information when
required to do so, to include these persons?

Yes
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Q34. Question 4.3: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to remove ambiguity and make it clear that the
Welsh Ministers (CIW) have the power to enter and inspect any premises which they have
reasonable cause to believe is (or has been) used as a place at or from which a service is
(or has been) provided, or which is (or has been) used in connection with the provision of
a regulated service?

Yes

Q35. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

Yes

Q36. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

Yes

Q37. Question 4.5: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to require service providers to publish their annual returns?

It depends what the format of the Annual Return will be. We understand this has not been confirmed.
If it contains commercially sensitive information then this could be an issue.

Q38. Question 4.6: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
create a related offence of failing to publish an annual return?

See 4.5

Q39. Question 4.7: (c) Publication of inspection reports: Do you agree with the proposal
to amend the 2016 Act to provide additional flexibility for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to
recognise circumstances where it may not be appropriate, relevant, or proportionate to
prepare and/or publish an inspection report?

In exceptional circumstances.

Q40. Question 4.8: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – variation of
registration as a service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act
to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to issue an improvement notice
to a provider in circumstances where the provider is no longer providing that service or
using that place to provide a service?

Yes
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Q41. Question 4.9: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration ­ removal of a
condition on a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend
the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to remove a condition on a service
provider’s registration without giving a notice of proposal (section 18) and notice of
decision following notice of proposal (section 19), when the circumstances which led to
the imposition of the condition no longer apply?

Yes

Q42. Question 4.10: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the
2016 Act to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to follow the
improvement notice process to cancel the registration of a service provider in
circumstances when the provider has already ceased to provide a regulated service?

Yes

Q43. Question 4.11: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration –
information from providers who are cancelling their registration: Do you agree with the
proposal to create a regulation­making power under Section 14 of the 2016 Act to enable
the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to require information from a service provider who is cancelling
their registration and exiting the market?

Yes

Q44. Question 4.12: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
extend the timescale within an Improvement Notice: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to give the Welsh Ministers (CIW) the power to extend the timescale
for information to be provided when improvement notices are issued?

Yes

Q45. Question 4.13: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration in prescribed circumstances: Do you agree with
the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to disapply the
section 16(3)(b) requirement within the improvement notice – to take particular action or
provide information – in prescribed circumstances, when it would be futile to apply the
requirement?

Yes

Q46. Question 4.14: (e) Responsible individuals – making representations: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to give Responsible Individuals the right to make
representations to the Welsh Ministers (CIW), against any improvement notice or
cancellation of their designation, provided the representations are made within the time
limit specified within the notice?

Yes
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Q47. Question 4.15: (e) Responsible individuals – sending the improvement notice to the
service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to require that
any improvement notice served to a Responsible Individual must also be sent to the
service provider?

Yes

Q48. Question 4.16: (e) Responsible individuals ­ Removing a Responsible Individual
without making an application to designate a new Responsible Individual: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a service provider to apply to the Welsh
Ministers (CIW) for a variation of the conditions of their registration to remove a
Responsible Individual when they are not designating a replacement Responsible
Individual as part of the same application?

Yes

Q49. Question 4.17: (f) Definition of ‘Care’ for children and young people: Do you agree
with the proposal to adjust the definition of ‘care’ in section 3 of the 2016 Act in order to
place beyond doubt that the provision of parental­type care is recognised as being ‘care’
within the meaning of the 2016 Act?

Yes

Q50. Question 4.18: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning, either here or, if easier, please feel free to note any
impacts specific to an individual proposal under the appropriate question above.

The key issue to being able to safeguard when providers are not registered or not doing what they're
supposed to be doing.

You'll need a fair appeal process of course!

Q51. Question 4.19: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No impact.

Q52. Question 4.20: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response
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Q53. Question 4.21: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q54. Question 5.1: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide that
a person who has held office as a member of Social Care Wales may be reappointed
once? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q55. Question 5.2: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide
Social Care Wales with the power to grant a conditional registration for a person, when
they are renewing their registration, in certain circumstances? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q56. Question 5.3: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a
panel to review and extend interim orders as appropriate, up to the maximum of 18
months? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q57. Question 5.4: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide a
Fitness to Practise panel with the ability to revoke an interim order, during review
proceedings, where it is necessary and appropriate? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q58. Question 5.5: What, in your view, would make it necessary and appropriate for a
'fitness to practise' panel to revoke an interim order?

No Response

Q59. Question 5.6: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response
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Q60. Question 5.7: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.

What effects do you think there would be?

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q61. Question 5.8: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q62. Question 5.9: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q63. Question 6.1: We would like to know your views on the proposal to extend the
definition of ‘social care worker’ to include both childcare and play workers. In particular,
are you in favour of extending the role of Social Care Wales to cover childcare and play
workers working in the childcare sector? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q64. Question 6.2: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposal? You
may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect),
and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other
practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects
could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q65. Question 6.3: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposal
would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response
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Q66. Question 6.4: Please also explain how you believe the proposal could be formulated
or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities
for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people
to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than
the English language

No Response

Q67. Question 6.5: We have asked a number of specific questions. If you have any
related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space to report
them:

No Response

Submit your response  

Q68. You are about to submit your response. Please ensure you are satisfied with the
answers you have provided before sending.

Name:

Organisation (if applicable):

E:mail:

Telephone:

Your address:

Q69. If you want to receive a receipt of your response, please provide an email address.

Email address

Q70. Responses to consultations may be made public. To keep your response
anonymous (including email addresses) tick the box.

Keep my response anonymous
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Proposed changes to legislation on social care and continuing
health care

Q1. Question 1.1: Do you think that introducing provision in legislation that only allows
‘not­for­profit’ providers to register with CIW will support delivery of the Programme for
Government commitment to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after?

No as it will just increase the number of unregulated provisions that will charge whatever they want and
from stats there has been a significant increase in the amount of Welsh children in unregulated
provisions

Q2. Question 1.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal? You may wish
to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect), and savings
Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other practical matters
such as cross­border issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or
negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

A loss of regulated beds in wales for Welsh children. Job losses within the sector.

Q3. Question 1.3: One approach could be for the legislation to define ‘not­for­profit’ in
terms of the types of organisation that would qualify. 

Do you consider that the restriction should also be expressed in terms of the way that any
trading surplus is expended? 

What would be the effects and implications of this?

No Response

Q4. Question 1.4: Do you think the primary legislation should include a power for Welsh
Ministers to amend the definition of ‘not­for­profit’ through subordinate legislation?

No Response

Q5. Question 1.5: What are your views on the proposed timings for the primary legislation
to come into effect?

I don’t agree with the legislation therefore no time scale is suitable

Q6. Question 1.6: Are there any issues in relation to transition for children looked after,
local authorities and service providers you would like to draw our attention to?

I feel this decision is ill informed and the driver here is non profit with little thought to the children's lives
this will impact on nor the staff working in residential homes. A few years ago the Welsh government
initiative was keeping Welsh children in wales this proposed legislation will almost guarantee reduced
beds in wales and therefore Welsh children won’t be accommodated in wales this then has a knock
on effect in relation to their identify and heritage but also contact with family and loved ones. Given the
current economical climate travelling across the country to see your child will not be financially viable.
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Q7. Question 1.7: What are your views on the issuing of guidance to support the
implementation of the primary legislation?

No Response

Q8. Question 1.8: What are your views on using legislation to place a restriction on local
authorities to commission placements from ‘not­for­profit’ organisations only?

In particular: Do you think it would support us to deliver the commitment to eliminate profit
from the care of children looked after in Wales? What would be the benefits, disbenefits
and other implications of such an approach? What would be an appropriate timescale for
implementing such an approach, if it were to be adopted in Wales?

As discussed this will force the LA to have to place in unregulated provisions or in England .... If the
Welsh government are happy for Welsh children to go to profit making homes in England but not wales
it just highlights how ridiculous this legislation is.

Q9. Question 1.9: What are your views on the possibility of approaches being taken in
response to these legislative proposals which would undermine the intention to eliminate
profit from the care of children looked after in Wales?

Are there any actions which would guard against such activity?

I fully support any approach to stop this legislation

Q10. Question 1.10: We would like to know your views on the effects that the legislative
changes to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after will have on the Welsh
language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh
language no less favorably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

As stated more Welsh children will end up in profit making English homes where there will be no
requirement to promote their heritage or language. So the impact long time will see a significant
reduction in Welsh speakers

Q11. Question 1.11: Please also explain how you believe the legislative changes to
support delivery of eliminating profit from the care of children looked after could be
formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for
people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably
than the English language.

There is no positive effect

Q12. Question 1.12: This chapter has focused on how we can achieve the commitment to
eliminate profit in the care of children looked after, and we have asked a number of
specific questions. If you have any related issues which we have not specifically
addressed, please use this space to report them.

No Response
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Q13. Question 2.1: We have outlined our proposals to introduce further voice and control
for adults receiving Continuing Health Care (CHC) in Wales.

Do you agree or disagree with these proposals? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q14. Question 2.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal?

You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and
indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics
Other practical matters such as cross­border issues or transition to the new arrangements
Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be
mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q15. Question 2.3: What lessons can we learn from other countries’ practice in this area?

No Response

Q16. Question 2.4: Do you believe there are any other or complementary approaches we
should be considering to achieve the same effect?

If so, please outline below.

No Response

Q17. Question 2.5: We will work to ensure that any legislative change is supported by
robust guidance to help both payment recipients and practitioners understand how the
system will operate. 

Can you identify anything that it would be helpful to include in this guidance? 

What other support should be provided?

No Response

Q18. Question 2.6: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing direct
payments for continuing NHS healthcare would have on the Welsh language, specifically
on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response
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Q19. Question 2.7: Please also explain how you believe our proposals for introducing
direct payments for continuing NHS healthcare could be formulated or changed so as to
have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the
Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English
language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q20. Question 2.8: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q21. Question 3.1: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report a
child at risk (as defined in section 130(4) of the Social Services and Well­being (Wales)
Act 2014 directly on individuals within relevant bodies?

No Response

Q22. Question 3.2: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report an
adult at risk (as defined in section 126 (1) of the 2014 Act) directly on individuals within
relevant bodies?

No Response

Q23. Question 3.3: What in your view would be the likely benefits, disbenefits, risks, costs,
savings and equality impacts of such an approach? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q24. Question 3.4: What lessons can we learn from the duties to report in other
countries? 

No Response

Q25. Question 3.5: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced – for children and
adults at risk – should these sit alongside, or replace, the existing duties on organisations
under the 2014 Act?

No Response

Q26. Question 3.6: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, should they apply
to the workforce of current ‘relevant partners’ under section 162 of the 2014 Act (including
youth offending teams in relation to children), or more widely, for example to those
working in religious or sports settings, etc., and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults? 

No Response
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Q27. Question 3.7: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, which occupation
types or roles should be subject to any duty (e.g. members of regulated professions;
employed staff, even if they are not regulated; volunteers), and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults?

No Response

Q28. Question 3.8: What sanctions do you think would be proportionate or appropriate for
failure to comply with an individual reporting duty?

No Response

Q29. Question 3.9: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing
individual reporting duties would have on the Welsh language, specifically on
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q30. Question 3.10: Please also explain how you believe proposals for introducing
individual reporting duties could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects
or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and
on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language, and no
adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating
the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q31. Question 3.11: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q32. Question 4.1: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW)
to require information from any person where there is reasonable cause to believe that
they are providing a service which should be regulated?

No Response

Q33. Question 4.2: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to extend the offence of failing to provide information when
required to do so, to include these persons?

No Response
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Q34. Question 4.3: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to remove ambiguity and make it clear that the
Welsh Ministers (CIW) have the power to enter and inspect any premises which they have
reasonable cause to believe is (or has been) used as a place at or from which a service is
(or has been) provided, or which is (or has been) used in connection with the provision of
a regulated service?

No Response

Q35. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

No Response

Q36. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

No Response

Q37. Question 4.5: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to require service providers to publish their annual returns?

No Response

Q38. Question 4.6: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
create a related offence of failing to publish an annual return?

No Response

Q39. Question 4.7: (c) Publication of inspection reports: Do you agree with the proposal
to amend the 2016 Act to provide additional flexibility for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to
recognise circumstances where it may not be appropriate, relevant, or proportionate to
prepare and/or publish an inspection report?

No Response

Q40. Question 4.8: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – variation of
registration as a service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act
to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to issue an improvement notice
to a provider in circumstances where the provider is no longer providing that service or
using that place to provide a service?

No Response

Q41. Question 4.9: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration ­ removal of a
condition on a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend
the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to remove a condition on a service
provider’s registration without giving a notice of proposal (section 18) and notice of
decision following notice of proposal (section 19), when the circumstances which led to
the imposition of the condition no longer apply?

No Response
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Q42. Question 4.10: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the
2016 Act to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to follow the
improvement notice process to cancel the registration of a service provider in
circumstances when the provider has already ceased to provide a regulated service?

No Response

Q43. Question 4.11: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration –
information from providers who are cancelling their registration: Do you agree with the
proposal to create a regulation­making power under Section 14 of the 2016 Act to enable
the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to require information from a service provider who is cancelling
their registration and exiting the market?

No Response

Q44. Question 4.12: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
extend the timescale within an Improvement Notice: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to give the Welsh Ministers (CIW) the power to extend the timescale
for information to be provided when improvement notices are issued?

No Response

Q45. Question 4.13: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration in prescribed circumstances: Do you agree with
the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to disapply the
section 16(3)(b) requirement within the improvement notice – to take particular action or
provide information – in prescribed circumstances, when it would be futile to apply the
requirement?

No Response

Q46. Question 4.14: (e) Responsible individuals – making representations: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to give Responsible Individuals the right to make
representations to the Welsh Ministers (CIW), against any improvement notice or
cancellation of their designation, provided the representations are made within the time
limit specified within the notice?

No Response

Q47. Question 4.15: (e) Responsible individuals – sending the improvement notice to the
service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to require that
any improvement notice served to a Responsible Individual must also be sent to the
service provider?

No Response

Q48. Question 4.16: (e) Responsible individuals ­ Removing a Responsible Individual
without making an application to designate a new Responsible Individual: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a service provider to apply to the Welsh
Ministers (CIW) for a variation of the conditions of their registration to remove a
Responsible Individual when they are not designating a replacement Responsible
Individual as part of the same application?

No Response
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Q49. Question 4.17: (f) Definition of ‘Care’ for children and young people: Do you agree
with the proposal to adjust the definition of ‘care’ in section 3 of the 2016 Act in order to
place beyond doubt that the provision of parental­type care is recognised as being ‘care’
within the meaning of the 2016 Act?

No Response

Q50. Question 4.18: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning, either here or, if easier, please feel free to note any
impacts specific to an individual proposal under the appropriate question above.

No Response

Q51. Question 4.19: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q52. Question 4.20: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q53. Question 4.21: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q54. Question 5.1: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide that
a person who has held office as a member of Social Care Wales may be reappointed
once? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response
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Q55. Question 5.2: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide
Social Care Wales with the power to grant a conditional registration for a person, when
they are renewing their registration, in certain circumstances? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q56. Question 5.3: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a
panel to review and extend interim orders as appropriate, up to the maximum of 18
months? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q57. Question 5.4: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide a
Fitness to Practise panel with the ability to revoke an interim order, during review
proceedings, where it is necessary and appropriate? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q58. Question 5.5: What, in your view, would make it necessary and appropriate for a
'fitness to practise' panel to revoke an interim order?

No Response

Q59. Question 5.6: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q60. Question 5.7: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.

What effects do you think there would be?

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response
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Q61. Question 5.8: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q62. Question 5.9: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q63. Question 6.1: We would like to know your views on the proposal to extend the
definition of ‘social care worker’ to include both childcare and play workers. In particular,
are you in favour of extending the role of Social Care Wales to cover childcare and play
workers working in the childcare sector? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q64. Question 6.2: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposal? You
may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect),
and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other
practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects
could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q65. Question 6.3: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposal
would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q66. Question 6.4: Please also explain how you believe the proposal could be formulated
or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities
for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people
to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than
the English language

No Response
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Q67. Question 6.5: We have asked a number of specific questions. If you have any
related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space to report
them:

No Response

Submit your response  

Q68. You are about to submit your response. Please ensure you are satisfied with the
answers you have provided before sending.

Name:

Organisation (if applicable): ­

E:mail:

Telephone:

Your address: ­

Q69. If you want to receive a receipt of your response, please provide an email address.

Email address

No Response

Q70. Responses to consultations may be made public. To keep your response
anonymous (including email addresses) tick the box.

Keep my response anonymous
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Proposed changes to legislation on social care and continuing
health care

Q1. Question 1.1: Do you think that introducing provision in legislation that only allows
‘not­for­profit’ providers to register with CIW will support delivery of the Programme for
Government commitment to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after?

I think that it is a great idea in theory, and shoud be what we work towards but, it is unrealistic and
totally unfair to expect provdiers to just give up their businesses. 
I also think that this will stop investment in Wales and in the area i live in care workers make up a large
proportion of the jobs locally and generally provide better care at present.

Q2. Question 1.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal? You may wish
to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect), and savings
Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other practical matters
such as cross­border issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or
negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

less care placements in Wales as providers wont open new homes ­ more going to England. This
also means more Welsh children not in their locality but also not in their own country. 
Less jobs in Wales for carers which make up a good percentage of the workforce a lot of these in
areas with not many alternative employment options. 
possibly less money spent on the young people. in the home i work there is already a pause on
investment in things. 

positives are that children shouldnt be commodities ­ 
the process of how we get to that is important ­ this hasnt been thought through.

Q3. Question 1.3: One approach could be for the legislation to define ‘not­for­profit’ in
terms of the types of organisation that would qualify. 

Do you consider that the restriction should also be expressed in terms of the way that any
trading surplus is expended? 

What would be the effects and implications of this?

no opinion

Q4. Question 1.4: Do you think the primary legislation should include a power for Welsh
Ministers to amend the definition of ‘not­for­profit’ through subordinate legislation?

yes

Q5. Question 1.5: What are your views on the proposed timings for the primary legislation
to come into effect?

appauling ­ this is being rushed through ­ no thought for how it will affect young people, staff working in
homes and also the businesses that bring much needed money into rural areas. it will create more
unemployment and less children in homes in Wales ­ and does it bring better care? 
there needs to be proper thought into how a home becomes a charity and the owners of these
businesses ( i am not an owner) are recompensed at the going rate.
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Q6. Question 1.6: Are there any issues in relation to transition for children looked after,
local authorities and service providers you would like to draw our attention to?

yes ­ young people may have to move from homes, as owners will just close the homes. 
where are all theseyoung people going to go? Welsh young people will go into England?

Q7. Question 1.7: What are your views on the issuing of guidance to support the
implementation of the primary legislation?

not sure on all of these.

Q8. Question 1.8: What are your views on using legislation to place a restriction on local
authorities to commission placements from ‘not­for­profit’ organisations only?

In particular: Do you think it would support us to deliver the commitment to eliminate profit
from the care of children looked after in Wales? What would be the benefits, disbenefits
and other implications of such an approach? What would be an appropriate timescale for
implementing such an approach, if it were to be adopted in Wales?

i think this hasnt been thought through and is being rushed. 
I dont see any real benefits apart from young people wouldnt be commodities but does this mean they
woudl get better care ­ not at all. 

the negatives are : as stated in previosu questions above ­ residents would have to move from their
homes ­ as care homes would close ­ this would mean a lack of placements as most owners are not
likely to go for the charity status. if we had a pile of philanthropists that woudl be fine, but it is unlikely
and not fair on people who have worked hard to have their businesses and then their money is taken
form them! ( i am not an owner).

Q9. Question 1.9: What are your views on the possibility of approaches being taken in
response to these legislative proposals which would undermine the intention to eliminate
profit from the care of children looked after in Wales?

Are there any actions which would guard against such activity?

i agree with it not happenning like the plan to do it is. It is ill conceived and poorly thought through,
though i agree with the principle.

Q10. Question 1.10: We would like to know your views on the effects that the legislative
changes to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after will have on the Welsh
language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh
language no less favorably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

I think it would have a big effefct on young people who speak Welsh probably being placed in
provisions in England, due to specialist placements having to relocate. 

Again i dont see any real bonuses for young people from this plan in reality.
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Q11. Question 1.11: Please also explain how you believe the legislative changes to
support delivery of eliminating profit from the care of children looked after could be
formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for
people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably
than the English language.

re think the whole plan andcome up with a longer term solution, where everyone are winners, withthe
current plans no one wins ­ young people, staff or owners. 

Maybe limit the amount of profit to be made or make a certain percentage to be spent on the site/young
people.

Q12. Question 1.12: This chapter has focused on how we can achieve the commitment to
eliminate profit in the care of children looked after, and we have asked a number of
specific questions. If you have any related issues which we have not specifically
addressed, please use this space to report them.

dont know.

Q13. Question 2.1: We have outlined our proposals to introduce further voice and control
for adults receiving Continuing Health Care (CHC) in Wales.

Do you agree or disagree with these proposals? 

Please explain your reasoning.

no opinion

Q14. Question 2.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal?

You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and
indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics
Other practical matters such as cross­border issues or transition to the new arrangements
Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be
mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

no opnion

Q15. Question 2.3: What lessons can we learn from other countries’ practice in this area?

no opnion

Q16. Question 2.4: Do you believe there are any other or complementary approaches we
should be considering to achieve the same effect?

If so, please outline below.

no opnion
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Q17. Question 2.5: We will work to ensure that any legislative change is supported by
robust guidance to help both payment recipients and practitioners understand how the
system will operate. 

Can you identify anything that it would be helpful to include in this guidance? 

What other support should be provided?

no opnion

Q18. Question 2.6: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing direct
payments for continuing NHS healthcare would have on the Welsh language, specifically
on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

no opnion

Q19. Question 2.7: Please also explain how you believe our proposals for introducing
direct payments for continuing NHS healthcare could be formulated or changed so as to
have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the
Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English
language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

no opnion

Q20. Question 2.8: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

no opnion

Q21. Question 3.1: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report a
child at risk (as defined in section 130(4) of the Social Services and Well­being (Wales)
Act 2014 directly on individuals within relevant bodies?

no opnion

Q22. Question 3.2: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report an
adult at risk (as defined in section 126 (1) of the 2014 Act) directly on individuals within
relevant bodies?

no opnion
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Q23. Question 3.3: What in your view would be the likely benefits, disbenefits, risks, costs,
savings and equality impacts of such an approach? 

Please explain your reasoning.

no opnion

Q24. Question 3.4: What lessons can we learn from the duties to report in other
countries? 

no opnion

Q25. Question 3.5: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced – for children and
adults at risk – should these sit alongside, or replace, the existing duties on organisations
under the 2014 Act?

no opnion

Q26. Question 3.6: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, should they apply
to the workforce of current ‘relevant partners’ under section 162 of the 2014 Act (including
youth offending teams in relation to children), or more widely, for example to those
working in religious or sports settings, etc., and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults? 

no opnion

Q27. Question 3.7: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, which occupation
types or roles should be subject to any duty (e.g. members of regulated professions;
employed staff, even if they are not regulated; volunteers), and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults?

no opnion

Q28. Question 3.8: What sanctions do you think would be proportionate or appropriate for
failure to comply with an individual reporting duty?

no opnion
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Q29. Question 3.9: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing
individual reporting duties would have on the Welsh language, specifically on
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

no opnion

Q30. Question 3.10: Please also explain how you believe proposals for introducing
individual reporting duties could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects
or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and
on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language, and no
adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating
the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

no opnion

Q31. Question 3.11: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

no opnion

Q32. Question 4.1: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW)
to require information from any person where there is reasonable cause to believe that
they are providing a service which should be regulated?

no opnion

Q33. Question 4.2: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to extend the offence of failing to provide information when
required to do so, to include these persons?

no opnion

Q34. Question 4.3: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to remove ambiguity and make it clear that the
Welsh Ministers (CIW) have the power to enter and inspect any premises which they have
reasonable cause to believe is (or has been) used as a place at or from which a service is
(or has been) provided, or which is (or has been) used in connection with the provision of
a regulated service?

no opnion

Q35. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

no opnion
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Q36. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

no opnion

Q37. Question 4.5: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to require service providers to publish their annual returns?

no opnion

Q38. Question 4.6: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
create a related offence of failing to publish an annual return?

no opnion

Q39. Question 4.7: (c) Publication of inspection reports: Do you agree with the proposal
to amend the 2016 Act to provide additional flexibility for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to
recognise circumstances where it may not be appropriate, relevant, or proportionate to
prepare and/or publish an inspection report?

no opnion

Q40. Question 4.8: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – variation of
registration as a service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act
to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to issue an improvement notice
to a provider in circumstances where the provider is no longer providing that service or
using that place to provide a service?

no opnion

Q41. Question 4.9: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration ­ removal of a
condition on a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend
the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to remove a condition on a service
provider’s registration without giving a notice of proposal (section 18) and notice of
decision following notice of proposal (section 19), when the circumstances which led to
the imposition of the condition no longer apply?

no opnion

Q42. Question 4.10: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the
2016 Act to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to follow the
improvement notice process to cancel the registration of a service provider in
circumstances when the provider has already ceased to provide a regulated service?

no opnion
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Q43. Question 4.11: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration –
information from providers who are cancelling their registration: Do you agree with the
proposal to create a regulation­making power under Section 14 of the 2016 Act to enable
the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to require information from a service provider who is cancelling
their registration and exiting the market?

no opnion

Q44. Question 4.12: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
extend the timescale within an Improvement Notice: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to give the Welsh Ministers (CIW) the power to extend the timescale
for information to be provided when improvement notices are issued?

no opnion

Q45. Question 4.13: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration in prescribed circumstances: Do you agree with
the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to disapply the
section 16(3)(b) requirement within the improvement notice – to take particular action or
provide information – in prescribed circumstances, when it would be futile to apply the
requirement?

no opnion

Q46. Question 4.14: (e) Responsible individuals – making representations: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to give Responsible Individuals the right to make
representations to the Welsh Ministers (CIW), against any improvement notice or
cancellation of their designation, provided the representations are made within the time
limit specified within the notice?

no opnion

Q47. Question 4.15: (e) Responsible individuals – sending the improvement notice to the
service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to require that
any improvement notice served to a Responsible Individual must also be sent to the
service provider?

no opnion

Q48. Question 4.16: (e) Responsible individuals ­ Removing a Responsible Individual
without making an application to designate a new Responsible Individual: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a service provider to apply to the Welsh
Ministers (CIW) for a variation of the conditions of their registration to remove a
Responsible Individual when they are not designating a replacement Responsible
Individual as part of the same application?

no opnion
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Q49. Question 4.17: (f) Definition of ‘Care’ for children and young people: Do you agree
with the proposal to adjust the definition of ‘care’ in section 3 of the 2016 Act in order to
place beyond doubt that the provision of parental­type care is recognised as being ‘care’
within the meaning of the 2016 Act?

no opnion

Q50. Question 4.18: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning, either here or, if easier, please feel free to note any
impacts specific to an individual proposal under the appropriate question above.

no opnion

Q51. Question 4.19: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

no opnion

Q52. Question 4.20: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

no opnion

Q53. Question 4.21: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

no opnion

Q54. Question 5.1: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide that
a person who has held office as a member of Social Care Wales may be reappointed
once? 

Please explain your reasoning.

no opnion
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Q55. Question 5.2: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide
Social Care Wales with the power to grant a conditional registration for a person, when
they are renewing their registration, in certain circumstances? 

Please explain your reasoning.

no opnion

Q56. Question 5.3: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a
panel to review and extend interim orders as appropriate, up to the maximum of 18
months? 

Please explain your reasoning.

no opnion

Q57. Question 5.4: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide a
Fitness to Practise panel with the ability to revoke an interim order, during review
proceedings, where it is necessary and appropriate? 

Please explain your reasoning.

no opnion

Q58. Question 5.5: What, in your view, would make it necessary and appropriate for a
'fitness to practise' panel to revoke an interim order?

no opnion

Q59. Question 5.6: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

no opnion

Q60. Question 5.7: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.

What effects do you think there would be?

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

no opnion
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Q61. Question 5.8: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

no opnion

Q62. Question 5.9: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

no opnion

Q63. Question 6.1: We would like to know your views on the proposal to extend the
definition of ‘social care worker’ to include both childcare and play workers. In particular,
are you in favour of extending the role of Social Care Wales to cover childcare and play
workers working in the childcare sector? 

Please explain your reasoning.

no opnion

Q64. Question 6.2: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposal? You
may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect),
and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other
practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects
could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

no opnion

Q65. Question 6.3: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposal
would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

no opnion

Q66. Question 6.4: Please also explain how you believe the proposal could be formulated
or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities
for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people
to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than
the English language

no opnion
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Q67. Question 6.5: We have asked a number of specific questions. If you have any
related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space to report
them:

no opnion

Submit your response  

Q68. You are about to submit your response. Please ensure you are satisfied with the
answers you have provided before sending.

Name:

Organisation (if applicable):

E:mail:

Telephone:

Your address:

Q69. If you want to receive a receipt of your response, please provide an email address.

Email address

No Response

Q70. Responses to consultations may be made public. To keep your response
anonymous (including email addresses) tick the box.

Keep my response anonymous
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Consultation Response Form 

Your name: Claire Protheroe 

Organisation (if applicable): PACEY Cymru 

Email / Telephone number:  

Your address: The Maltings, East Tyndall Street, Cardiff, CF24 5EZ 

Responses to consultations may be made public, on the internet or in a report. If you 

would prefer your response to remain anonymous, please place a tick in the box:  

Please tell us who you are responding on behalf of. For example is this your own 

response or is it sent on behalf of an organisation?  

On behalf of PACEY Cymru. 

If you want to receive a receipt of your response, please confirm your email address, 

here:  
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Questions on Chapter 1: Eliminating profit from the care of children 

looked after 

There are 12 questions about this chapter. 

PACEY Cymru has only responded to the questions relevant to the sector we 

support. This can be seen in responses in blue below. 

Question 1.1: Do you think that introducing provision in legislation that only allows 

‘not-for-profit’ providers to register with CIW will support delivery of the Programme 

for Government commitment to eliminate profit from the care of children looked 

after? 

 

Question 1.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal? You may 

wish to consider, for example: 

- Benefits, and disbenefits; 

- Costs (direct and indirect), and savings;  

- Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics; 

- Other practical matters such as cross-border issues. 

Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be 

mitigated, would also be welcome. 

Please explain your reasoning. 

 

Question 1.3: One approach could be for the legislation to define ‘not-for-profit’ in 

terms of the types of organisation that would qualify. Do you consider that the 

restriction should also be expressed in terms of the way that any trading surplus is 

expended? What would be the effects and implications of this? 

 

Question 1.4: Do you think the primary legislation should include a power for Welsh 

Ministers to amend the definition of ‘not-for-profit’ through subordinate legislation? 

 

Question 1.5: What are your views on the proposed timings for the primary 

legislation to come into effect?  
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Question 1.6: Are there any issues in relation to transition for children looked after, 

local authorities and service providers you would like to draw our attention to? 

 

Question 1.7: What are your views on the issuing of guidance to support the 

implementation of the primary legislation? 

 

Question 1.8: What are your views on using legislation to place a restriction on local 

authorities to commission placements from ‘not-for-profit’ organisations only? In 

particular: 

- Do you think it would support us to deliver the commitment to eliminate profit 

from the care of children looked after in Wales?  

- What would be the benefits, disbenefits and other implications of such an 

approach? 

- What would be an appropriate timescale for implementing such an 

approach, if it were to be adopted in Wales? 

 

Question 1.9: What are your views on the possibility of approaches being taken in 

response to these legislative proposals which would undermine the intention to 

eliminate profit from the care of children looked after in Wales? Are there any actions 

which would guard against such activity? 

 

Question 1.10: We would like to know your views on the effects that the legislative 

changes to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after will have on the 

Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on 

treating the Welsh language no less favorably than English. What effects do you 

think there would be?  How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects 

be mitigated? 

 

Question 1.11: Please also explain how you believe the legislative changes to 

support delivery of eliminating profit from the care of children looked after could be 

formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on 

opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh 

language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on 

opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh 

language no less favourably than the English language. 
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Question 1.12: This chapter has focused on how we can achieve the commitment to 

eliminate profit in the care of children looked after, and we have asked a number of 

specific questions. If you have any related issues which we have not specifically 

addressed, please use this space to report them. 
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Questions on Chapter 2: Introducing direct payments for Continuing 

NHS healthcare 

There are 8 questions about this chapter. 

 

Question 2.1: We have outlined our proposals to introduce further voice and control 

for adults receiving Continuing Health Care (CHC) in Wales.  Do you agree or 

disagree with these proposals?  Please explain your reasoning. 

 

Question 2.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal?  

You may wish to consider, for example: 

- Benefits, and disbenefits; 

- Costs (direct and indirect), and savings;  

- Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics; 

- Other practical matters such as cross-border issues or transition to the new 

arrangements. 

Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be 

mitigated, would also be welcome. 

Please explain your reasoning. 

 

Question 2.3: What lessons can we learn from other countries’ practice in this area? 

 

Question 2.4: Do you believe there are any other or complementary approaches we 

should be considering to achieve the same effect? If so, please outline below. 

 

Question 2.5: We will work to ensure that any legislative change is supported by 

robust guidance to help both payment recipients and practitioners understand how 

the system will operate. Can you identify anything that it would be helpful to include 

in this guidance? What other support should be provided? 
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Question 2.6: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing 

direct payments for continuing NHS healthcare would have on the Welsh language, 

specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh 

language no less favourably than English. What effects do you think there would 

be?  How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated? 

 

Question 2.7: Please also explain how you believe our proposals for introducing 

direct payments for continuing NHS healthcare could be formulated or changed so 

as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to 

use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than 

the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the 

Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the 

English language.  

 

Question 2.8: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you 

have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this 

space to report them. 
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Questions on Chapter 3: Mandatory reporting of children and adults at 

risk 

There are 11 questions about this chapter. 

 

Question 3.1: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report a 

child at risk (as defined in section 130(4) of the Social Services and Well-being 

(Wales) Act 2014 directly on individuals within relevant bodies? 

 

Question 3.2: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report an 

adult at risk (as defined in section 126(1) of the 2014 Act) directly on individuals 

within relevant bodies? 

 

Question 3.3: What in your view would be the likely benefits, disbenefits, risks, 

costs, savings and equality impacts of such an approach?  

Please explain your reasoning. 

 

Question 3.4: What lessons can we learn from the duties to report in other 

countries?  

 

Question 3.5: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced – for children and 

adults at risk – should these sit alongside, or replace, the existing duties on 

organisations under the 2014 Act? 

 

Question 3.6: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, should they apply 

to the workforce of current ‘relevant partners’ under section 162 of the 2014 Act 

(including youth offending teams in relation to children), or more widely, for example 

to those working in religious or sports settings, etc., and in particular: 

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)? 

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults?  
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Question 3.7: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, which occupation 

types or roles should be subject to any duty (e.g. members of regulated professions; 

employed staff, even if they are not regulated; volunteers), and in particular: 

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)? 

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults?  

 

Question 3.8: What sanctions do you think would be proportionate or appropriate for 

failure to comply with an individual reporting duty? 

 

Question 3.9: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing 

individual reporting duties would have on the Welsh language, specifically on 

opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less 

favourably than English. What effects do you think there would be?  How could 

positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated? 

 

Question 3.10: Please also explain how you believe proposals for introducing 

individual reporting duties could be formulated or changed so as to have positive 

effects or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh 

language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English 

language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh 

language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English 

language.  

 

Question 3.11: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you 

have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this 

space to report them. 
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Questions on Chapter 4: Amendments to regulation of service providers 

and responsible individuals  

Part 2 and Schedule 1 of the Regulation and Inspection of Social Care (Wales) Act 

2016 (‘the 2016 Act’) provides the basis on which Care Inspectorate Wales (‘CIW’) – 

on behalf of the Welsh Ministers – undertakes functions relating to the registration, 

regulation and inspection of ‘regulated services’.  

This chapter of the consultation focuses on proposed amendments to the regulatory 

regime for regulated services, service providers and their designated responsible 

individuals. These relate to a range of matters provided for within the 2016 Act, 

including:  

a) Identifying unregistered services 

b) Publication of annual returns 

c) Publication of inspection reports 

d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration   

e) Responsible individuals  

f) Definition of ‘Care’ for children and young people 

Questions on proposed amendments relating to each of these matters follow. 

There are 21 questions about this chapter. 

 

Question 4.1: (a) Identifying unregistered services - power to obtain information: Do 

you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers 

(CIW) to require information from any person where there is reasonable cause to 

believe that they are providing a service which should be regulated? 

Yes. PACEY Cymru agree with this proposal. This will make it easier for CIW to 

obtain key information from individuals who appear to be operating a regulated 

service without being registered to do so.  This will also future proof systems in 

relation to childcare and play if work related to the professional registration of the 

workforce is taken forward.    

We agree this will safeguard people who may be at risk from using a service which 

does not have the necessary oversight or measures in place to ensure their safety 

and well-being. 

Question 4.2: (a) Identifying unregistered services - power to obtain information: Do 

you agree with the proposal to extend the offence of failing to provide information 

when required to do so, to include these persons?  
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Yes.  PACEY Cymru agree with this proposal. We agree this will safeguard people 

who may be at risk from using a service which does not have the necessary 

oversight or measures in place to ensure their safety and well-being.   We agree that 

these amendments will ensure that the Welsh Ministers (CIW) have the necessary 

legal powers to establish whether individuals are operating a service without 

registration. 

Question 4.3: (a) Identifying unregistered services - power of entry: Do you agree 

with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to remove ambiguity and make it clear that 

the Welsh Ministers (CIW) have the power to enter and inspect any premises which 

they have reasonable cause to believe is (or has been) used as a place at or from 

which a service is (or has been) provided, or which is (or has been) used in 

connection with the provision of a regulated service? 

Yes. PACEY Cymru agree with this proposal and the removal of the ambiguity. We 

agree this will safeguard people who may be at risk from using a service which does 

not have the necessary oversight or measures in place to ensure their safety and 

well-being.   We agree that these amendments will ensure that the Welsh Ministers 

(CIW) have the necessary legal powers to establish whether individuals are 

operating a service without registration. 

Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services - power of entry: Do you agree 

with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to 

comply with a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances? 

Yes. PACEY Cymru agree with this proposal. We agree this will safeguard people 

who may be at risk from using a service which does not have the necessary 

oversight or measures in place to ensure their safety and well-being.   We agree that 

these amendments will ensure that the Welsh Ministers (CIW) have the necessary 

legal powers to establish whether individuals are operating a service without 

registration. 

Question 4.5: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to 

amend the 2016 Act to require service providers to publish their annual returns?  

No.  PACEY Cymru has concerns in relation to this and what it would mean for 

smaller settings (including childminders) if there was a requirement to publish annual 

returns.  We agree these need to be shared with service users and be available to 

those enquiring about a service to ensure informed decision making however a 

requirement to publish these has wider ramifications.  Although service providers 

connect with CIW online (for example, to submit their annual returns), the majority of 

PACEY members (predominantly childminders) would not have a website on which 

to publish these. In these circumstances, there would be cost implications in terms of 

developing and maintaining a website and skills required for this.  This would have 

financial implications and burden for a sector that is already in decline and struggling 

Response 039

10



with financial sustainability.  The benefits of publication of annual returns do not 

appear to outweigh the challenges in our opinion.  We believe the focus should be 

around sharing on request rather than publishing and that further consideration is 

needed in relation to this area. 

Question 4.6: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to 

create a related offence of failing to publish an annual return? 

No.  Please see above. 

Question 4.7: (c) Publication of inspection reports: Do you agree with the proposal 

to amend the 2016 Act to provide additional flexibility for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) 

to recognise circumstances where it may not be appropriate, relevant, or 

proportionate to prepare and/or publish an inspection report? 

Yes.  PACEY Cymru agree that publication of an inspection report for example in 

circumstances where this could lead to the identification of vulnerable individuals or 

children.  We agree this would reinforce existing practice.  It does need to be 

considered however the impact on this on a provider who would look to showcase a 

positive report with service users, the public and other professionals and could 

impact on uptake of a service if a report is not available for comparison.  It should 

also be considered how those looking to use a service, or those currently using one 

can make informed decisions.  PACEY Cymru believe consideration could be given 

to whether a summary report of some form, removing any identifiable information, 

should be published. 

Question 4.8: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – variation of 

registration as a service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 

Act to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to issue an 

improvement notice to a provider in circumstances where the provider is no longer 

providing that service or using that place to provide a service? 

Yes. PACEY Cymru agree the proposed amendment will save time for both CIW and 

service providers by streamlining the process of removing a service from registration 

which has already ceased to operate 

Question 4.9: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration - removal of 

a condition on a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to 

amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to remove a condition on a 

service provider’s registration without giving a notice of proposal (section 18) and 

notice of decision following notice of proposal (section 19), when the circumstances 

which led to the imposition of the condition no longer apply? 

Yes.  PACEY Cymru agree this would reduce the administrative burden on providers 

and CIW and offer a sensible approach. 
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Question 4.10: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to 

cancel a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 

2016 Act to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to follow the 

improvement notice process to cancel the registration of a service provider in 

circumstances when the provider has already ceased to provide a regulated service? 

Yes. PACEY Cymru agree that there does not appear to be any purpose issuing an 

improvement notice to a service provider who no longer provides any service and 

that this proposal will save time for both CIW and providers by streamlining the 

process. 

Question 4.11: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – 

information from providers who are cancelling their registration: Do you agree with 

the proposal to create a regulation-making power under Section 14 of the 2016 Act 

to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to require information from a service provider 

who is cancelling their registration and exiting the market? 

Yes.  PACEY Cymru agree it will create clarity for service providers about the 

information that is expected in these circumstances. It will also align the approach for 

service providers exiting the market with that for those who are varying their 

registration. 

Question 4.12: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to 

extend the timescale within an Improvement Notice: Do you agree with the proposal 

to amend the 2016 Act to give the Welsh Ministers (CIW) the power to extend the 

timescale for information to be provided when improvement notices are issued? 

Yes.  PACEY Cymru agree that by enabling CIW to extend the timescale for 

information to be provided when improvement notices are issued will create a more 

proportionate and flexible approach to enforcement in circumstances where the 

service provider is unable to provide the information within the specified time limit. 

Question 4.13: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to 

cancel a service provider’s registration in prescribed circumstances: Do you agree 

with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to 

disapply the section 16(3)(b) requirement within the improvement notice – to take 

particular action or provide information – in prescribed circumstances, when it would 

be futile to apply the requirement? 

Yes.  PACEY Cymru agree that this should only apply where a provider has 

committed a serious offence or where the reasons for the proposed cancellation are 

irretrievable.  A definition of ‘irretrievable’ may be required to ensure clarity and 

consistency and to avoid any unintended consequences. 

Question 4.14: (e) Responsible individuals – making representations: Do you agree 

with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to give Responsible Individuals the right to 

Response 039

12



make representations to the Welsh Ministers (CIW), against any improvement notice 

or cancellation of their designation, provided the representations are made within the 

time limit specified within the notice? 

Yes.  PACEY Cymru agree in line with the impacts outlined in the consultation 

document. 

Question 4.15: (e) Responsible individuals – sending the improvement notice to the 

service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to require 

that any improvement notice served to a Responsible Individual must also be sent to 

the service provider? 

Yes.  PACEY Cymru agree in line with the impacts outlined in the consultation 

document. 

Question 4.16: (e) Responsible individuals - Removing a Responsible Individual 

without making an application to designate a new Responsible Individual: Do you 

agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a service provider to apply to 

the Welsh Ministers (CIW) for a variation of the conditions of their registration to 

remove a Responsible Individual when they are not designating a replacement 

Responsible Individual as part of the same application? 

Yes.  PACEY Cymru agree in line with the impacts outlined in the consultation 

document. 

Question 4.17: (f) Definition of ‘Care’ for children and young people: Do you agree 

with the proposal to adjust the definition of ‘care’ in section 3 of the 2016 Act in order 

to place beyond doubt that the provision of parental-type care is recognised as being 

‘care’ within the meaning of the 2016 Act? 

 

Question 4.18: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this 

chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: 

- Benefits, and disbenefits; 

- Costs (direct and indirect), and savings;  

- Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics; 

- Other practical issues. 

Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be 

mitigated, would also be welcome. 

Please explain your reasoning, either here or, if easier, please feel free to note any 

impacts specific to an individual proposal under the appropriate question above. 
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Question 4.19: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals 

in this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for 

people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than 

English. What effects do you think there would be?  How could positive effects be 

increased, or negative effects be mitigated? 

 

Question 4.20: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter 

could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive 

effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the 

Welsh language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse 

effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the 

Welsh language no less favourably than the English language. 

 

Question 4.21: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you 

have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this 

space to report them. 
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Questions on Chapter 5: Amendments to regulation of the social care 

workforce  

There are 9 questions about this chapter. 

 

Question 5.1: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide that 

a person who has held office as a member of Social Care Wales may be reappointed 

once? Please explain your reasoning. 

 

Question 5.2: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide 

Social Care Wales with the power to grant a conditional registration for a person, 

when they are renewing their registration, in certain circumstances? Please explain 

your reasoning. 

Yes.  PACEY Cymru agree that this would allow SCW the flexibility to work with 

individuals to ensure they meet the necessary requirements and avoid unfairly 

removing people from the register when, with some support and a reasonable 

timeframe, they could comply. It would also reiterate SCW’s role in supporting the 

registered workforce to meet their obligations and strengthen the importance of 

registration in creating a professional workforce. 

Question 5.3: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a 

panel to review and extend interim orders as appropriate, up to the maximum of 18 

months? Please explain your reasoning.  

Yes. PACEY Cymru agree this will ensure that interim orders are used as 

appropriate and proportionate to the circumstances and give SCW panels the power 

to review and extend them, as necessary, up to a maximum total period of 18 

months. This would provide for a more streamlined process, beneficial for all parties 

Question 5.4: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide a 

Fitness to Practise panel with the ability to revoke an interim order, during review 

proceedings, where it is necessary and appropriate? Please explain your reasoning. 

Yes.  PACEY Cymru agree this would enable a more streamlined approach that 

would be beneficial for all parties and provide greater clarity that the process is not 

overly prescriptive and inflexible. 

Question 5.5: What, in your view, would make it necessary and appropriate for a 

Fitness to Practise panel to revoke an interim order? 
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Question 5.6: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this 

chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: 

- Benefits, and disbenefits; 

- Costs (direct and indirect), and savings;  

- Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics; 

- Other practical issues. 

Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be 

mitigated, would also be welcome. 

Please explain your reasoning. 

 

Question 5.7: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in 

this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for 

people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than 

English. What effects do you think there would be?  How could positive effects be 

increased, or negative effects be mitigated? 

 

Question 5.8: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter 

could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive 

effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the 

Welsh language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse 

effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the 

Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.  

 

Question 5.9: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you 

have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this 

space to report them. 
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Questions on Chapter 6: Extending the definition of social care worker 

to include childcare and play workers 

There are 5 questions about this chapter. 

Question 6.1: We would like to know your views on the proposal to extend the 

definition of ‘social care worker’ to include both childcare and play workers.  In 

particular, are you in favour of extending the role of Social Care Wales to cover 

childcare and play workers working in the childcare sector?  

Please explain your reasoning. 

PACEY Cymru agree that by ensuring that these workers are included as a class of 

social care worker will clarify the statutory basis for SCW’s role in promoting quality 

and overseeing the qualifications framework for all childcare workers and play 

workers employed in the sector.  It will be beneficial to the sector for the ‘footprint’ of 

Social Care Wales to include both childcare workers and play workers going forward 

to ensure consistency of approach given these are all currently registered, regulated 

and inspectors against the same regulations and National Minimum Standards.   

The role of SCW as a strategic partner of the Welsh Government, has historically 

been to support all those working in the childcare sector as outlined in the 

consultation document and we see that the proposed changes will formalise this role. 

PACEY Cymru though urge caution in relation to the proposed changes to ensure 

there are not any unintended consequences from this approach in relation to 

regulatory requirements within the Act that would then apply to social care workers 

which would, going forward, potentially include childcare and play workers.  As an 

example 81b states ‘SCW must keep a register of social care workers of any other 

description specified by the Welsh Ministers by regulations’.  This currently is not the 

position.  Wider professional registration of the workforce is currently being scoped 

and discussed further and is a complicated issue.  No decision on the future of this 

has been agreed and so indirectly, by changing the definition, it would be seen to be 

making this a regulatory requirement and is pre-empting the outcome of this work.  

This could cause increased burden for settings and needs further consideration.   

PACEY Cymru are not legal experts and strongly suggest that a wider mapping of 

the Act is carried out by Welsh Government to ensure there are not any wider 

unintended consequences from this proposed change in relation to the relationship 

between the amending the definition and the regulatory requirements of the Act. 

Question 6.2: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposal? You 

may wish to consider, for example: 

- Benefits, and disbenefits; 
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- Costs (direct and indirect), and savings;  

- Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics; 

- Other practical issues. 

Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be 

mitigated, would also be welcome. 

Please explain your reasoning. 

PACEY Cymru believe the proposal will have the following benefits; 

• Clarification and consistency: The proposed changes will clarify the 

statutory basis for SCW’s role in promoting quality and overseeing the 

qualifications framework for all childcare workers and play workers employed 

in the sector.   

• Enhance support to the sector: The proposed changes would ensure SCW 

is able to provide the necessary support to all childcare and play workers, to 

ensure the sustainability of the sector, so that parents and families are able to 

access the provision they require, to be able to work. 

• Partnership working and collaboration: The proposed changes would, on a 

formal footing, enable SCW to continue to work collaboratively with partners in 

the sector to support better outcomes for all and work towards delivery of 

programmes of government. It would also facilitate the work being undertaken 

in relation to the professional registration of the workforce and the ECEC 

approach. 

• Professionalisation of the sector: Would support promotion and education 

in relation to the role those working in childcare and play work have and 

support ongoing professionalisation and parity between the sector and health 

and social care.  This will ensure the sector feel better represented and 

valued. 

• Staff cross over: Some staff work across childcare and playwork settings so 

the change would support the retention of sustainable employment and better 

cohesiveness across the childcare sector.    

Disbenefits 

PACEY Cymru agree that the impact will be predominantly on the work of SCW 

given their scope will increase.  This will also, however, have an impact on the 

associated work of Cwlwm partners (including PACEY Cymru) and others in relation 

to communications, guidance and resources for the sector on the changes and then 

any associated work that develops from the changes.   

As noted above PACEY Cymru urge caution in relation to the proposed changes to 

ensure there are not any unintended consequences from this approach in relation to 
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regulatory requirements within the Act that would then apply to social care workers 

which would, going forward, potentially include childcare and play workers.  As an 

example 81b states ‘SCW must keep a register of social care workers of any other 

description specified by the Welsh Ministers by regulations’.  This currently is not the 

position.  Wider professional registration of the workforce is currently being scoped 

and discussed further and is a complicated issue.  No decision on the future of this 

has been agreed and so indirectly, by changing the definition, it would be seen to be 

making this a regulatory requirement and is pre-empting the outcome of this work.  

This could cause increased burden for settings and needs further consideration.   

PACEY Cymru are not legal experts and strongly suggest that a wider mapping of 

the Act is carried out by Welsh Government to ensure there are not any wider 

unintended consequences from this proposed change in relation to the relationship 

between the amending the definition and the regulatory requirements of the Act. 

Question 6.3: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposal 

would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use 

Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. What 

effects do you think there would be?  How could positive effects be increased, or 

negative effects be mitigated? 

PACEY Cymru cannot see there would be any major effects that need to be 

considered in relation to this.  As with all government legislation and guidance we 

would look to see this published in English and Welsh at the same time, with similar 

status on webpages and associated bilingual marketing and communications. 

In relation to marketing and communications it is extremely useful to have these 

provided bilingually using wording in the third person ie ‘Welsh Government have’ 

etc rather than ‘We have’ as is often used in communications.  This makes it easier 

for organisations such as ourselves to share rather than having to amend translated 

wording. 

Question 6.4: Please also explain how you believe the proposal could be formulated 

or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on 

opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh 

language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on 

opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh 

language no less favourably than the English language.  

See above 

Question 6.5: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you 

have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this 

space to report them. 
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Proposed changes to legislation on social care and continuing
health care

Q1. Question 1.1: Do you think that introducing provision in legislation that only allows
‘not­for­profit’ providers to register with CIW will support delivery of the Programme for
Government commitment to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after?

No ­ not unless it is done for the right reasons and with the right determination of profit.
Every service organisation has to make profit / surplus to survive, invest and innovate. It is important
that policy and budgeting for commissioners is not seen as anti­private sector but pro the needs to re­
invest in services. This must extend to forward planning and budgeting by Govt and commissioners ­
including rolling annual investment budgets.

Q2. Question 1.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal? You may wish
to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect), and savings
Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other practical matters
such as cross­border issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or
negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

WG might feel that they will look good and win hearts and minds for the not for profit ideals but it is
likely that genuinely good providers will leave the market. At least in the short term there will be
additional costs for providers who wish to stay to convert to not for profit status (as long as this
definition is appropriate i.e. not balanced budgeting).
It is also likely that those with spurious intentions will simply find others ways to serve the sector.
Commissioning for outcomes is more productive than dictating not for profit but it is not clear that WG
or Welsh commissioners have the maturity to commission and monitor for outcomes.

Q3. Question 1.3: One approach could be for the legislation to define ‘not­for­profit’ in
terms of the types of organisation that would qualify. 

Do you consider that the restriction should also be expressed in terms of the way that any
trading surplus is expended? 

What would be the effects and implications of this?

Ensuring that a proportion of expenditure is for re­investment in services is positive but does not take
away from the fact that companies need to make money ­ unless of course WG want to ensure that all
services are run within local government ­ a potential consequence of this proposed change.

Q4. Question 1.4: Do you think the primary legislation should include a power for Welsh
Ministers to amend the definition of ‘not­for­profit’ through subordinate legislation?

Yes ­ if the idea is proven not to be working then it needs to be amended without primary legislation

Q5. Question 1.5: What are your views on the proposed timings for the primary legislation
to come into effect?

Not within the current Senedd Term and upheaval of financial crisis
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Q6. Question 1.6: Are there any issues in relation to transition for children looked after,
local authorities and service providers you would like to draw our attention to?

Yes ­ currently looked after children fall between the gaps as they leave teen age and move into
adulthood.
Fixing this by implementing better duties of transition and after care is more important than this drive to
implement not for profit dictats.

Q7. Question 1.7: What are your views on the issuing of guidance to support the
implementation of the primary legislation?

All legislation needs guidance but in this case an explanation of how WG aims and expects to improve
outcomes for young people and those who work in the support and care sector is essential to make
the legislation credible

Q8. Question 1.8: What are your views on using legislation to place a restriction on local
authorities to commission placements from ‘not­for­profit’ organisations only?

In particular: Do you think it would support us to deliver the commitment to eliminate profit
from the care of children looked after in Wales? What would be the benefits, disbenefits
and other implications of such an approach? What would be an appropriate timescale for
implementing such an approach, if it were to be adopted in Wales?

This is a cultural and philosophical piece of legislation and legislation is never the right way to change
either of these things. Commissioning for clear outcomes including supporting transition without break
down makes more sense to legislate for.
Loss of provision / costs of provision to switch over / reduced investment and interest
Never

Q9. Question 1.9: What are your views on the possibility of approaches being taken in
response to these legislative proposals which would undermine the intention to eliminate
profit from the care of children looked after in Wales?

Are there any actions which would guard against such activity?

Push back from supportive providers to remove or reduce services in Wales

Listen to them not just the rhetoric of idealism

Q10. Question 1.10: We would like to know your views on the effects that the legislative
changes to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after will have on the Welsh
language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh
language no less favorably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

None at all ­ this is just a question for the box to be ticked
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Q11. Question 1.11: Please also explain how you believe the legislative changes to
support delivery of eliminating profit from the care of children looked after could be
formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for
people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably
than the English language.

Legislation already requires that Welsh is not viewed less favourably so do not see the point of this
question other than to tick a consultation process box

Q12. Question 1.12: This chapter has focused on how we can achieve the commitment to
eliminate profit in the care of children looked after, and we have asked a number of
specific questions. If you have any related issues which we have not specifically
addressed, please use this space to report them.

Need to understand the arguments and evidence being used to support bringing forth this legislation
e.g. where and how can it be shown that eradicating profit / surplus has directly improved outcomes for
service users?

Q13. Question 2.1: We have outlined our proposals to introduce further voice and control
for adults receiving Continuing Health Care (CHC) in Wales.

Do you agree or disagree with these proposals? 

Please explain your reasoning.

Choice is imperative especially in giving a voice to those often overlooked or provided for instead of
empowered to decide their care provision

Q14. Question 2.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal?

You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and
indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics
Other practical matters such as cross­border issues or transition to the new arrangements
Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be
mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

We live in a 21st century consumerist society. it is important that individuals requiring state care and
support are not felt done to. Providing a system that enables choice (sometimes limited choices) is
vitally important for people to feel normalised as consumers

Q15. Question 2.3: What lessons can we learn from other countries’ practice in this area?

Countries that listen and empower their vulnerable people have more grounded and inclusive
societies, often leading to greater social satisfaction and lower overall costs to serve

Q16. Question 2.4: Do you believe there are any other or complementary approaches we
should be considering to achieve the same effect?

If so, please outline below.

Not really my area
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Q17. Question 2.5: We will work to ensure that any legislative change is supported by
robust guidance to help both payment recipients and practitioners understand how the
system will operate. 

Can you identify anything that it would be helpful to include in this guidance? 

What other support should be provided?

The voice of the very people you are looking to empower and support. What do they need from this
legislation and how best can we support those needs to be understood and provided for

Q18. Question 2.6: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing direct
payments for continuing NHS healthcare would have on the Welsh language, specifically
on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

Another tick box question

Q19. Question 2.7: Please also explain how you believe our proposals for introducing
direct payments for continuing NHS healthcare could be formulated or changed so as to
have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the
Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English
language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

Another tick box question

Q20. Question 2.8: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

How will this legislation play out to NHS and council budgets. What are their views and can we ensure
the views are open to the needs of service users not just budget holders

Q21. Question 3.1: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report a
child at risk (as defined in section 130(4) of the Social Services and Well­being (Wales)
Act 2014 directly on individuals within relevant bodies?

This should be a professional principle within codes of practice not a legislative duty over and above
what exists already.
Reporting is never black and white. It is more important to develop a learning and sharing environment
where people raising concerns feel safe and supported to do so.

Q22. Question 3.2: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report an
adult at risk (as defined in section 126 (1) of the 2014 Act) directly on individuals within
relevant bodies?

As 3.1
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Q23. Question 3.3: What in your view would be the likely benefits, disbenefits, risks, costs,
savings and equality impacts of such an approach? 

Please explain your reasoning.

Creating a care based supportive environment for reporting what people think is happening takes effort
and a cultural shift. This should be the focus of activity within services, schools and communities

Q24. Question 3.4: What lessons can we learn from the duties to report in other
countries? 

No idea

Q25. Question 3.5: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced – for children and
adults at risk – should these sit alongside, or replace, the existing duties on organisations
under the 2014 Act?

Replace ­ the last thing we need is more and potentially conflicting regulations

Q26. Question 3.6: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, should they apply
to the workforce of current ‘relevant partners’ under section 162 of the 2014 Act (including
youth offending teams in relation to children), or more widely, for example to those
working in religious or sports settings, etc., and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults? 

Extend to all areas where people are operating in loco parentis

Q27. Question 3.7: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, which occupation
types or roles should be subject to any duty (e.g. members of regulated professions;
employed staff, even if they are not regulated; volunteers), and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults?

As 3.6

Q28. Question 3.8: What sanctions do you think would be proportionate or appropriate for
failure to comply with an individual reporting duty?

None ­ do we not think that knowing risk of harm could have been avoided is a burden of conscience.
Maybe a need for additional training like with driving courses for speeders
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Q29. Question 3.9: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing
individual reporting duties would have on the Welsh language, specifically on
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q30. Question 3.10: Please also explain how you believe proposals for introducing
individual reporting duties could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects
or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and
on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language, and no
adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating
the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q31. Question 3.11: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q32. Question 4.1: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW)
to require information from any person where there is reasonable cause to believe that
they are providing a service which should be regulated?

No Response

Q33. Question 4.2: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to extend the offence of failing to provide information when
required to do so, to include these persons?

No Response

Q34. Question 4.3: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to remove ambiguity and make it clear that the
Welsh Ministers (CIW) have the power to enter and inspect any premises which they have
reasonable cause to believe is (or has been) used as a place at or from which a service is
(or has been) provided, or which is (or has been) used in connection with the provision of
a regulated service?

No Response

Q35. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

No Response
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Q36. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

No Response

Q37. Question 4.5: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to require service providers to publish their annual returns?

No Response

Q38. Question 4.6: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
create a related offence of failing to publish an annual return?

No Response

Q39. Question 4.7: (c) Publication of inspection reports: Do you agree with the proposal
to amend the 2016 Act to provide additional flexibility for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to
recognise circumstances where it may not be appropriate, relevant, or proportionate to
prepare and/or publish an inspection report?

No Response

Q40. Question 4.8: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – variation of
registration as a service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act
to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to issue an improvement notice
to a provider in circumstances where the provider is no longer providing that service or
using that place to provide a service?

No Response

Q41. Question 4.9: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration ­ removal of a
condition on a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend
the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to remove a condition on a service
provider’s registration without giving a notice of proposal (section 18) and notice of
decision following notice of proposal (section 19), when the circumstances which led to
the imposition of the condition no longer apply?

No Response

Q42. Question 4.10: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the
2016 Act to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to follow the
improvement notice process to cancel the registration of a service provider in
circumstances when the provider has already ceased to provide a regulated service?

No Response

Q43. Question 4.11: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration –
information from providers who are cancelling their registration: Do you agree with the
proposal to create a regulation­making power under Section 14 of the 2016 Act to enable
the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to require information from a service provider who is cancelling
their registration and exiting the market?

No Response
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Q44. Question 4.12: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
extend the timescale within an Improvement Notice: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to give the Welsh Ministers (CIW) the power to extend the timescale
for information to be provided when improvement notices are issued?

No Response

Q45. Question 4.13: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration in prescribed circumstances: Do you agree with
the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to disapply the
section 16(3)(b) requirement within the improvement notice – to take particular action or
provide information – in prescribed circumstances, when it would be futile to apply the
requirement?

No Response

Q46. Question 4.14: (e) Responsible individuals – making representations: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to give Responsible Individuals the right to make
representations to the Welsh Ministers (CIW), against any improvement notice or
cancellation of their designation, provided the representations are made within the time
limit specified within the notice?

No Response

Q47. Question 4.15: (e) Responsible individuals – sending the improvement notice to the
service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to require that
any improvement notice served to a Responsible Individual must also be sent to the
service provider?

No Response

Q48. Question 4.16: (e) Responsible individuals ­ Removing a Responsible Individual
without making an application to designate a new Responsible Individual: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a service provider to apply to the Welsh
Ministers (CIW) for a variation of the conditions of their registration to remove a
Responsible Individual when they are not designating a replacement Responsible
Individual as part of the same application?

No Response

Q49. Question 4.17: (f) Definition of ‘Care’ for children and young people: Do you agree
with the proposal to adjust the definition of ‘care’ in section 3 of the 2016 Act in order to
place beyond doubt that the provision of parental­type care is recognised as being ‘care’
within the meaning of the 2016 Act?

No Response
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Q50. Question 4.18: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning, either here or, if easier, please feel free to note any
impacts specific to an individual proposal under the appropriate question above.

No Response

Q51. Question 4.19: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q52. Question 4.20: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q53. Question 4.21: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q54. Question 5.1: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide that
a person who has held office as a member of Social Care Wales may be reappointed
once? 

Please explain your reasoning.

Yes ­ to maintain continuity and experience as others change in the roles

Q55. Question 5.2: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide
Social Care Wales with the power to grant a conditional registration for a person, when
they are renewing their registration, in certain circumstances? 

Please explain your reasoning.

Yes, to maintain experience and ability to operate ­ unless there is cause for concern
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Q56. Question 5.3: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a
panel to review and extend interim orders as appropriate, up to the maximum of 18
months? 

Please explain your reasoning.

Yes ­ to allow sufficient time to make sustained progress

Q57. Question 5.4: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide a
Fitness to Practise panel with the ability to revoke an interim order, during review
proceedings, where it is necessary and appropriate? 

Please explain your reasoning.

Yes ­ provides flexibility to respond to new information

Q58. Question 5.5: What, in your view, would make it necessary and appropriate for a
'fitness to practise' panel to revoke an interim order?

Heightened risks
Evidence of harm or potential harm

Q59. Question 5.6: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

Create greater flexibility and timing to achieve changes that matter

Q60. Question 5.7: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.

What effects do you think there would be?

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q61. Question 5.8: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response
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Q62. Question 5.9: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q63. Question 6.1: We would like to know your views on the proposal to extend the
definition of ‘social care worker’ to include both childcare and play workers. In particular,
are you in favour of extending the role of Social Care Wales to cover childcare and play
workers working in the childcare sector? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No ­ this is extending the reach of an already stretched sector of oversight and catching more than was
intended in the definition of social care. It may also denigrate the role of the social care professional

Q64. Question 6.2: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposal? You
may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect),
and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other
practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects
could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q65. Question 6.3: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposal
would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q66. Question 6.4: Please also explain how you believe the proposal could be formulated
or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities
for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people
to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than
the English language

No Response

Q67. Question 6.5: We have asked a number of specific questions. If you have any
related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space to report
them:

No Response

Submit your response  
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Q68. You are about to submit your response. Please ensure you are satisfied with the
answers you have provided before sending.

Name:

Organisation (if applicable): ­

E:mail:

Telephone:

Your address: ­

Q69. If you want to receive a receipt of your response, please provide an email address.

Email address

No Response

Q70. Responses to consultations may be made public. To keep your response
anonymous (including email addresses) tick the box.

Keep my response anonymous
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Proposed changes to legislation on social care and continuing
health care

Q1. Question 1.1: Do you think that introducing provision in legislation that only allows
‘not­for­profit’ providers to register with CIW will support delivery of the Programme for
Government commitment to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after?

Yes

Q2. Question 1.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal? You may wish
to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect), and savings
Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other practical matters
such as cross­border issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or
negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

If there enough provision to meet the needs of CLA (ie is there enough ‘not for profit’ organisations to
meet demand)

Q3. Question 1.3: One approach could be for the legislation to define ‘not­for­profit’ in
terms of the types of organisation that would qualify. 

Do you consider that the restriction should also be expressed in terms of the way that any
trading surplus is expended? 

What would be the effects and implications of this?

How quickly could organisation’s change to not for profit 
How will this be monitored/ supported

Q4. Question 1.4: Do you think the primary legislation should include a power for Welsh
Ministers to amend the definition of ‘not­for­profit’ through subordinate legislation?

Yes

Q5. Question 1.5: What are your views on the proposed timings for the primary legislation
to come into effect?

12 ­ 18 months 

Corporate firms are making so much money when the Government is looking for ways to reduce costs.
The sooner the better.

Q6. Question 1.6: Are there any issues in relation to transition for children looked after,
local authorities and service providers you would like to draw our attention to?

Current provision in Wales is limited and children are often being looked after away from their local
communities I.e residential homes in England.
More provision needs to be established and funded in Wales. 
More therapeutic settings are needed.
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Q7. Question 1.7: What are your views on the issuing of guidance to support the
implementation of the primary legislation?

Agree
A strategic group would be needed to implement the guidance 

Q8. Question 1.8: What are your views on using legislation to place a restriction on local
authorities to commission placements from ‘not­for­profit’ organisations only?

In particular: Do you think it would support us to deliver the commitment to eliminate profit
from the care of children looked after in Wales? What would be the benefits, disbenefits
and other implications of such an approach? What would be an appropriate timescale for
implementing such an approach, if it were to be adopted in Wales?

See above. 

Not for profit settings would need to be therapeutic in approach. 
Monitored ­ how profits are put back into children’s care and not corporate 
Part of the Four 4Cs

Q9. Question 1.9: What are your views on the possibility of approaches being taken in
response to these legislative proposals which would undermine the intention to eliminate
profit from the care of children looked after in Wales?

Are there any actions which would guard against such activity?

No Response

Q10. Question 1.10: We would like to know your views on the effects that the legislative
changes to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after will have on the Welsh
language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh
language no less favorably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

There should be no impact

Q11. Question 1.11: Please also explain how you believe the legislative changes to
support delivery of eliminating profit from the care of children looked after could be
formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for
people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably
than the English language.

No Response
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Q12. Question 1.12: This chapter has focused on how we can achieve the commitment to
eliminate profit in the care of children looked after, and we have asked a number of
specific questions. If you have any related issues which we have not specifically
addressed, please use this space to report them.

Could Voices from Care and Young people be involved in a discussion about what they are looking for
in terms of support from non profit organisation/s

Q13. Question 2.1: We have outlined our proposals to introduce further voice and control
for adults receiving Continuing Health Care (CHC) in Wales.

Do you agree or disagree with these proposals? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q14. Question 2.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal?

You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and
indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics
Other practical matters such as cross­border issues or transition to the new arrangements
Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be
mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q15. Question 2.3: What lessons can we learn from other countries’ practice in this area?

No Response

Q16. Question 2.4: Do you believe there are any other or complementary approaches we
should be considering to achieve the same effect?

If so, please outline below.

No Response

Q17. Question 2.5: We will work to ensure that any legislative change is supported by
robust guidance to help both payment recipients and practitioners understand how the
system will operate. 

Can you identify anything that it would be helpful to include in this guidance? 

What other support should be provided?

No Response
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Q18. Question 2.6: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing direct
payments for continuing NHS healthcare would have on the Welsh language, specifically
on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q19. Question 2.7: Please also explain how you believe our proposals for introducing
direct payments for continuing NHS healthcare could be formulated or changed so as to
have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the
Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English
language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q20. Question 2.8: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q21. Question 3.1: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report a
child at risk (as defined in section 130(4) of the Social Services and Well­being (Wales)
Act 2014 directly on individuals within relevant bodies?

No Response

Q22. Question 3.2: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report an
adult at risk (as defined in section 126 (1) of the 2014 Act) directly on individuals within
relevant bodies?

No Response

Q23. Question 3.3: What in your view would be the likely benefits, disbenefits, risks, costs,
savings and equality impacts of such an approach? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q24. Question 3.4: What lessons can we learn from the duties to report in other
countries? 

No Response

Q25. Question 3.5: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced – for children and
adults at risk – should these sit alongside, or replace, the existing duties on organisations
under the 2014 Act?

No Response
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Q26. Question 3.6: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, should they apply
to the workforce of current ‘relevant partners’ under section 162 of the 2014 Act (including
youth offending teams in relation to children), or more widely, for example to those
working in religious or sports settings, etc., and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults? 

No Response

Q27. Question 3.7: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, which occupation
types or roles should be subject to any duty (e.g. members of regulated professions;
employed staff, even if they are not regulated; volunteers), and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults?

No Response

Q28. Question 3.8: What sanctions do you think would be proportionate or appropriate for
failure to comply with an individual reporting duty?

No Response

Q29. Question 3.9: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing
individual reporting duties would have on the Welsh language, specifically on
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q30. Question 3.10: Please also explain how you believe proposals for introducing
individual reporting duties could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects
or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and
on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language, and no
adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating
the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q31. Question 3.11: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response
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Q32. Question 4.1: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW)
to require information from any person where there is reasonable cause to believe that
they are providing a service which should be regulated?

No Response

Q33. Question 4.2: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to extend the offence of failing to provide information when
required to do so, to include these persons?

No Response

Q34. Question 4.3: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to remove ambiguity and make it clear that the
Welsh Ministers (CIW) have the power to enter and inspect any premises which they have
reasonable cause to believe is (or has been) used as a place at or from which a service is
(or has been) provided, or which is (or has been) used in connection with the provision of
a regulated service?

No Response

Q35. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

No Response

Q36. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

No Response

Q37. Question 4.5: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to require service providers to publish their annual returns?

No Response

Q38. Question 4.6: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
create a related offence of failing to publish an annual return?

No Response

Q39. Question 4.7: (c) Publication of inspection reports: Do you agree with the proposal
to amend the 2016 Act to provide additional flexibility for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to
recognise circumstances where it may not be appropriate, relevant, or proportionate to
prepare and/or publish an inspection report?

No Response
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Q40. Question 4.8: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – variation of
registration as a service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act
to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to issue an improvement notice
to a provider in circumstances where the provider is no longer providing that service or
using that place to provide a service?

No Response

Q41. Question 4.9: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration ­ removal of a
condition on a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend
the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to remove a condition on a service
provider’s registration without giving a notice of proposal (section 18) and notice of
decision following notice of proposal (section 19), when the circumstances which led to
the imposition of the condition no longer apply?

No Response

Q42. Question 4.10: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the
2016 Act to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to follow the
improvement notice process to cancel the registration of a service provider in
circumstances when the provider has already ceased to provide a regulated service?

No Response

Q43. Question 4.11: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration –
information from providers who are cancelling their registration: Do you agree with the
proposal to create a regulation­making power under Section 14 of the 2016 Act to enable
the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to require information from a service provider who is cancelling
their registration and exiting the market?

No Response

Q44. Question 4.12: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
extend the timescale within an Improvement Notice: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to give the Welsh Ministers (CIW) the power to extend the timescale
for information to be provided when improvement notices are issued?

No Response

Q45. Question 4.13: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration in prescribed circumstances: Do you agree with
the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to disapply the
section 16(3)(b) requirement within the improvement notice – to take particular action or
provide information – in prescribed circumstances, when it would be futile to apply the
requirement?

No Response

Q46. Question 4.14: (e) Responsible individuals – making representations: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to give Responsible Individuals the right to make
representations to the Welsh Ministers (CIW), against any improvement notice or
cancellation of their designation, provided the representations are made within the time
limit specified within the notice?

No Response
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Q47. Question 4.15: (e) Responsible individuals – sending the improvement notice to the
service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to require that
any improvement notice served to a Responsible Individual must also be sent to the
service provider?

No Response

Q48. Question 4.16: (e) Responsible individuals ­ Removing a Responsible Individual
without making an application to designate a new Responsible Individual: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a service provider to apply to the Welsh
Ministers (CIW) for a variation of the conditions of their registration to remove a
Responsible Individual when they are not designating a replacement Responsible
Individual as part of the same application?

No Response

Q49. Question 4.17: (f) Definition of ‘Care’ for children and young people: Do you agree
with the proposal to adjust the definition of ‘care’ in section 3 of the 2016 Act in order to
place beyond doubt that the provision of parental­type care is recognised as being ‘care’
within the meaning of the 2016 Act?

No Response

Q50. Question 4.18: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning, either here or, if easier, please feel free to note any
impacts specific to an individual proposal under the appropriate question above.

No Response

Q51. Question 4.19: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q52. Question 4.20: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response
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Q53. Question 4.21: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q54. Question 5.1: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide that
a person who has held office as a member of Social Care Wales may be reappointed
once? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q55. Question 5.2: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide
Social Care Wales with the power to grant a conditional registration for a person, when
they are renewing their registration, in certain circumstances? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q56. Question 5.3: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a
panel to review and extend interim orders as appropriate, up to the maximum of 18
months? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q57. Question 5.4: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide a
Fitness to Practise panel with the ability to revoke an interim order, during review
proceedings, where it is necessary and appropriate? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q58. Question 5.5: What, in your view, would make it necessary and appropriate for a
'fitness to practise' panel to revoke an interim order?

No Response

Q59. Question 5.6: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response
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Q60. Question 5.7: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.

What effects do you think there would be?

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q61. Question 5.8: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q62. Question 5.9: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q63. Question 6.1: We would like to know your views on the proposal to extend the
definition of ‘social care worker’ to include both childcare and play workers. In particular,
are you in favour of extending the role of Social Care Wales to cover childcare and play
workers working in the childcare sector? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q64. Question 6.2: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposal? You
may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect),
and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other
practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects
could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q65. Question 6.3: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposal
would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response
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Q66. Question 6.4: Please also explain how you believe the proposal could be formulated
or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities
for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people
to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than
the English language

No Response

Q67. Question 6.5: We have asked a number of specific questions. If you have any
related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space to report
them:

No Response

Submit your response  

Q68. You are about to submit your response. Please ensure you are satisfied with the
answers you have provided before sending.

Name:

Organisation (if applicable):

E:mail:

Telephone:

Your address: ­

Q69. If you want to receive a receipt of your response, please provide an email address.

Email address

No Response

Q70. Responses to consultations may be made public. To keep your response
anonymous (including email addresses) tick the box.

Keep my response anonymous
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Proposed changes to legislation on social care and continuing
health care

Q1. Question 1.1: Do you think that introducing provision in legislation that only allows
‘not­for­profit’ providers to register with CIW will support delivery of the Programme for
Government commitment to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after?

Eliminating profit from care of children looked after very much sounds to me as a recipe for disaster. I
have worked in private residential care for over 22 years, the majority of it as a Registered Manager.
During this time, I have been part of and witnessed huge reinvestment by the company I work for to
provide the highest of standards in the homes and the training of staff recruited. During my
employment I have visited countless Local Authority child provisions that have extremely poor
standards to say the least with the living accommodation resembling everything that could describe
institutional care with a poorly trained and unmotivated staff group. Are we to return to this?
I believe that profit making companies are a positive thing as what it creates is competition, high
standards, positive development and better outcomes for the children.

Q2. Question 1.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal? You may wish
to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect), and savings
Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other practical matters
such as cross­border issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or
negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

I believe the likely impact of this proposal will result in the 'carpet being pulled out from under children
in the care of local authorities and the return to increased institutional care. What the majority of profit­
making companies have over what is proposed is the delivery of high­quality childcare, the desire to
constantly improve the quality of homes, improve outcomes for the young people placed and the
determination to train the staff to the highest standard. Would it not be better to champion these homes
and make that a focus?
This proposal risks multi closures of proven high quality children's homes and a significant loss of
placements that would take a great many years to establish, the reemergence of widespread
institutional care which would risk taking childcare back to the 1970's as well as creating
unemployment to local communities and local economies being effected..

Q3. Question 1.3: One approach could be for the legislation to define ‘not­for­profit’ in
terms of the types of organisation that would qualify. 

Do you consider that the restriction should also be expressed in terms of the way that any
trading surplus is expended? 

What would be the effects and implications of this?

No Response

Q4. Question 1.4: Do you think the primary legislation should include a power for Welsh
Ministers to amend the definition of ‘not­for­profit’ through subordinate legislation?

No Response

Q5. Question 1.5: What are your views on the proposed timings for the primary legislation
to come into effect?

No Response
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Q6. Question 1.6: Are there any issues in relation to transition for children looked after,
local authorities and service providers you would like to draw our attention to?

No Response

Q7. Question 1.7: What are your views on the issuing of guidance to support the
implementation of the primary legislation?

No Response

Q8. Question 1.8: What are your views on using legislation to place a restriction on local
authorities to commission placements from ‘not­for­profit’ organisations only?

In particular: Do you think it would support us to deliver the commitment to eliminate profit
from the care of children looked after in Wales? What would be the benefits, disbenefits
and other implications of such an approach? What would be an appropriate timescale for
implementing such an approach, if it were to be adopted in Wales?

No Response

Q9. Question 1.9: What are your views on the possibility of approaches being taken in
response to these legislative proposals which would undermine the intention to eliminate
profit from the care of children looked after in Wales?

Are there any actions which would guard against such activity?

No Response

Q10. Question 1.10: We would like to know your views on the effects that the legislative
changes to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after will have on the Welsh
language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh
language no less favorably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q11. Question 1.11: Please also explain how you believe the legislative changes to
support delivery of eliminating profit from the care of children looked after could be
formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for
people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably
than the English language.

No Response

Q12. Question 1.12: This chapter has focused on how we can achieve the commitment to
eliminate profit in the care of children looked after, and we have asked a number of
specific questions. If you have any related issues which we have not specifically
addressed, please use this space to report them.

No Response
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Q13. Question 2.1: We have outlined our proposals to introduce further voice and control
for adults receiving Continuing Health Care (CHC) in Wales.

Do you agree or disagree with these proposals? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q14. Question 2.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal?

You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and
indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics
Other practical matters such as cross­border issues or transition to the new arrangements
Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be
mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q15. Question 2.3: What lessons can we learn from other countries’ practice in this area?

No Response

Q16. Question 2.4: Do you believe there are any other or complementary approaches we
should be considering to achieve the same effect?

If so, please outline below.

No Response

Q17. Question 2.5: We will work to ensure that any legislative change is supported by
robust guidance to help both payment recipients and practitioners understand how the
system will operate. 

Can you identify anything that it would be helpful to include in this guidance? 

What other support should be provided?

No Response

Q18. Question 2.6: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing direct
payments for continuing NHS healthcare would have on the Welsh language, specifically
on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Response 042

3



Q19. Question 2.7: Please also explain how you believe our proposals for introducing
direct payments for continuing NHS healthcare could be formulated or changed so as to
have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the
Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English
language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q20. Question 2.8: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q21. Question 3.1: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report a
child at risk (as defined in section 130(4) of the Social Services and Well­being (Wales)
Act 2014 directly on individuals within relevant bodies?

No Response

Q22. Question 3.2: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report an
adult at risk (as defined in section 126 (1) of the 2014 Act) directly on individuals within
relevant bodies?

No Response

Q23. Question 3.3: What in your view would be the likely benefits, disbenefits, risks, costs,
savings and equality impacts of such an approach? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q24. Question 3.4: What lessons can we learn from the duties to report in other
countries? 

No Response

Q25. Question 3.5: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced – for children and
adults at risk – should these sit alongside, or replace, the existing duties on organisations
under the 2014 Act?

No Response

Q26. Question 3.6: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, should they apply
to the workforce of current ‘relevant partners’ under section 162 of the 2014 Act (including
youth offending teams in relation to children), or more widely, for example to those
working in religious or sports settings, etc., and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults? 

No Response
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Q27. Question 3.7: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, which occupation
types or roles should be subject to any duty (e.g. members of regulated professions;
employed staff, even if they are not regulated; volunteers), and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults?

No Response

Q28. Question 3.8: What sanctions do you think would be proportionate or appropriate for
failure to comply with an individual reporting duty?

No Response

Q29. Question 3.9: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing
individual reporting duties would have on the Welsh language, specifically on
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q30. Question 3.10: Please also explain how you believe proposals for introducing
individual reporting duties could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects
or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and
on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language, and no
adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating
the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q31. Question 3.11: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q32. Question 4.1: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW)
to require information from any person where there is reasonable cause to believe that
they are providing a service which should be regulated?

No Response

Q33. Question 4.2: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to extend the offence of failing to provide information when
required to do so, to include these persons?

No Response
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Q34. Question 4.3: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to remove ambiguity and make it clear that the
Welsh Ministers (CIW) have the power to enter and inspect any premises which they have
reasonable cause to believe is (or has been) used as a place at or from which a service is
(or has been) provided, or which is (or has been) used in connection with the provision of
a regulated service?

No Response

Q35. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

No Response

Q36. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

No Response

Q37. Question 4.5: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to require service providers to publish their annual returns?

No Response

Q38. Question 4.6: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
create a related offence of failing to publish an annual return?

No Response

Q39. Question 4.7: (c) Publication of inspection reports: Do you agree with the proposal
to amend the 2016 Act to provide additional flexibility for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to
recognise circumstances where it may not be appropriate, relevant, or proportionate to
prepare and/or publish an inspection report?

No Response

Q40. Question 4.8: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – variation of
registration as a service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act
to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to issue an improvement notice
to a provider in circumstances where the provider is no longer providing that service or
using that place to provide a service?

No Response

Q41. Question 4.9: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration ­ removal of a
condition on a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend
the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to remove a condition on a service
provider’s registration without giving a notice of proposal (section 18) and notice of
decision following notice of proposal (section 19), when the circumstances which led to
the imposition of the condition no longer apply?

No Response
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Q42. Question 4.10: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the
2016 Act to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to follow the
improvement notice process to cancel the registration of a service provider in
circumstances when the provider has already ceased to provide a regulated service?

No Response

Q43. Question 4.11: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration –
information from providers who are cancelling their registration: Do you agree with the
proposal to create a regulation­making power under Section 14 of the 2016 Act to enable
the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to require information from a service provider who is cancelling
their registration and exiting the market?

No Response

Q44. Question 4.12: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
extend the timescale within an Improvement Notice: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to give the Welsh Ministers (CIW) the power to extend the timescale
for information to be provided when improvement notices are issued?

No Response

Q45. Question 4.13: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration in prescribed circumstances: Do you agree with
the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to disapply the
section 16(3)(b) requirement within the improvement notice – to take particular action or
provide information – in prescribed circumstances, when it would be futile to apply the
requirement?

No Response

Q46. Question 4.14: (e) Responsible individuals – making representations: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to give Responsible Individuals the right to make
representations to the Welsh Ministers (CIW), against any improvement notice or
cancellation of their designation, provided the representations are made within the time
limit specified within the notice?

No Response

Q47. Question 4.15: (e) Responsible individuals – sending the improvement notice to the
service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to require that
any improvement notice served to a Responsible Individual must also be sent to the
service provider?

No Response

Q48. Question 4.16: (e) Responsible individuals ­ Removing a Responsible Individual
without making an application to designate a new Responsible Individual: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a service provider to apply to the Welsh
Ministers (CIW) for a variation of the conditions of their registration to remove a
Responsible Individual when they are not designating a replacement Responsible
Individual as part of the same application?

No Response
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Q49. Question 4.17: (f) Definition of ‘Care’ for children and young people: Do you agree
with the proposal to adjust the definition of ‘care’ in section 3 of the 2016 Act in order to
place beyond doubt that the provision of parental­type care is recognised as being ‘care’
within the meaning of the 2016 Act?

No Response

Q50. Question 4.18: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning, either here or, if easier, please feel free to note any
impacts specific to an individual proposal under the appropriate question above.

No Response

Q51. Question 4.19: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q52. Question 4.20: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q53. Question 4.21: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q54. Question 5.1: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide that
a person who has held office as a member of Social Care Wales may be reappointed
once? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response
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Q55. Question 5.2: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide
Social Care Wales with the power to grant a conditional registration for a person, when
they are renewing their registration, in certain circumstances? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q56. Question 5.3: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a
panel to review and extend interim orders as appropriate, up to the maximum of 18
months? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q57. Question 5.4: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide a
Fitness to Practise panel with the ability to revoke an interim order, during review
proceedings, where it is necessary and appropriate? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q58. Question 5.5: What, in your view, would make it necessary and appropriate for a
'fitness to practise' panel to revoke an interim order?

No Response

Q59. Question 5.6: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q60. Question 5.7: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.

What effects do you think there would be?

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response
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Q61. Question 5.8: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q62. Question 5.9: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q63. Question 6.1: We would like to know your views on the proposal to extend the
definition of ‘social care worker’ to include both childcare and play workers. In particular,
are you in favour of extending the role of Social Care Wales to cover childcare and play
workers working in the childcare sector? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q64. Question 6.2: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposal? You
may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect),
and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other
practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects
could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q65. Question 6.3: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposal
would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q66. Question 6.4: Please also explain how you believe the proposal could be formulated
or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities
for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people
to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than
the English language

No Response
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Q67. Question 6.5: We have asked a number of specific questions. If you have any
related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space to report
them:

No Response

Submit your response  

Q68. You are about to submit your response. Please ensure you are satisfied with the
answers you have provided before sending.

Name: Richard White

Organisation (if applicable): Landsker Child Care

E:mail:

Telephone:

Your address: head office northfield road

Q69. If you want to receive a receipt of your response, please provide an email address.

Email address

Q70. Responses to consultations may be made public. To keep your response
anonymous (including email addresses) tick the box.

No Response
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Proposed changes to legislation on social care and continuing
health care

Q1. Question 1.1: Do you think that introducing provision in legislation that only allows
‘not­for­profit’ providers to register with CIW will support delivery of the Programme for
Government commitment to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after?

Yes, it should.

However, there needs to be legislation which prevents children looked after from being relocated to
other nations in the UK for support.

Q2. Question 1.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal? You may wish
to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect), and savings
Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other practical matters
such as cross­border issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or
negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

Implementation needs to be handled sensitively, so children receiving support in 'profit' organisations
are not made homeless or left without support as the service closes.

Q3. Question 1.3: One approach could be for the legislation to define ‘not­for­profit’ in
terms of the types of organisation that would qualify. 

Do you consider that the restriction should also be expressed in terms of the way that any
trading surplus is expended? 

What would be the effects and implications of this?

It would be helpful to define 'not for profit' in the context of the legislation. 
The definition should not contradict existing accepted definitions within legislation e.g.
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/mwa/2011/1/schedule/8/paragraph/5/enacted

Q4. Question 1.4: Do you think the primary legislation should include a power for Welsh
Ministers to amend the definition of ‘not­for­profit’ through subordinate legislation?

No

Q5. Question 1.5: What are your views on the proposed timings for the primary legislation
to come into effect?

Ideally to make changes as soon as practicable, the time proposed provides time for 'profit'
organisations to change their models of delivery and for new organisations to be established.

Q6. Question 1.6: Are there any issues in relation to transition for children looked after,
local authorities and service providers you would like to draw our attention to?

Ensure children receive continuity of support throughout the transition.
Ensure children remain within Wales.
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Q7. Question 1.7: What are your views on the issuing of guidance to support the
implementation of the primary legislation?

Essential.

Q8. Question 1.8: What are your views on using legislation to place a restriction on local
authorities to commission placements from ‘not­for­profit’ organisations only?

In particular: Do you think it would support us to deliver the commitment to eliminate profit
from the care of children looked after in Wales? What would be the benefits, disbenefits
and other implications of such an approach? What would be an appropriate timescale for
implementing such an approach, if it were to be adopted in Wales?

During the transition stage, some commissioning will need to be within existing organisations. Once
the transition date has passed, there should be a restriction to only commission placements from ‘not­
for­profit’ organisations.

Q9. Question 1.9: What are your views on the possibility of approaches being taken in
response to these legislative proposals which would undermine the intention to eliminate
profit from the care of children looked after in Wales?

Are there any actions which would guard against such activity?

I am sure shareholders in profit­making organisations will object. There needs to be a robust moral
and legal argument for the change. The elimination of profit from the care of children looked after in
Wales must be supported within UK legislation.

Q10. Question 1.10: We would like to know your views on the effects that the legislative
changes to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after will have on the Welsh
language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh
language no less favorably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

I would hope that it strengthens language use.
A contract clause which requires a proportion of the staff employed within the organisation to be bi­
lingual in the Welsh language and English. The organisation's documentation must be in both the
Welsh language and English.

Q11. Question 1.11: Please also explain how you believe the legislative changes to
support delivery of eliminating profit from the care of children looked after could be
formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for
people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably
than the English language.

­
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Q12. Question 1.12: This chapter has focused on how we can achieve the commitment to
eliminate profit in the care of children looked after, and we have asked a number of
specific questions. If you have any related issues which we have not specifically
addressed, please use this space to report them.

­

Q13. Question 2.1: We have outlined our proposals to introduce further voice and control
for adults receiving Continuing Health Care (CHC) in Wales.

Do you agree or disagree with these proposals? 

Please explain your reasoning.

agree. 
Personal Health Budgets offer people the opportunity to choose services.

Q14. Question 2.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal?

You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and
indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics
Other practical matters such as cross­border issues or transition to the new arrangements
Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be
mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

In bringing choice through direct payments there need to be services/organisations which the person
can purchase.

Direct payments are complex to manage. Ensure the investment in care management is also 'not for
profit' and sufficient to ensure people's requests for support can be met.

People should only be permitted to purchase services from within Wales.

Q15. Question 2.3: What lessons can we learn from other countries’ practice in this area?

The experience of implementation in England should be scrutinised, so mistakes are not repeated.
Ensure people with disabilities do not lose out as a result of the transition.

Q16. Question 2.4: Do you believe there are any other or complementary approaches we
should be considering to achieve the same effect?

If so, please outline below.

­
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Q17. Question 2.5: We will work to ensure that any legislative change is supported by
robust guidance to help both payment recipients and practitioners understand how the
system will operate. 

Can you identify anything that it would be helpful to include in this guidance? 

What other support should be provided?

Review the guidance from the implementation in England, and review lessons learned. 
Ensure Easy read information.

Q18. Question 2.6: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing direct
payments for continuing NHS healthcare would have on the Welsh language, specifically
on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

­

Q19. Question 2.7: Please also explain how you believe our proposals for introducing
direct payments for continuing NHS healthcare could be formulated or changed so as to
have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the
Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English
language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

­

Q20. Question 2.8: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

­

Q21. Question 3.1: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report a
child at risk (as defined in section 130(4) of the Social Services and Well­being (Wales)
Act 2014 directly on individuals within relevant bodies?

I agree

Q22. Question 3.2: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report an
adult at risk (as defined in section 126 (1) of the 2014 Act) directly on individuals within
relevant bodies?

I agree
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Q23. Question 3.3: What in your view would be the likely benefits, disbenefits, risks, costs,
savings and equality impacts of such an approach? 

Please explain your reasoning.

Hopefully, individual accountability will reduce the likelihood that people in relevant bodies assume
someone else will report a child at risk.

Q24. Question 3.4: What lessons can we learn from the duties to report in other
countries? 

Transparency, increased reporting.

Q25. Question 3.5: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced – for children and
adults at risk – should these sit alongside, or replace, the existing duties on organisations
under the 2014 Act?

Replace

Q26. Question 3.6: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, should they apply
to the workforce of current ‘relevant partners’ under section 162 of the 2014 Act (including
youth offending teams in relation to children), or more widely, for example to those
working in religious or sports settings, etc., and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults? 

Applied to all individuals within the workforce of current ‘relevant partners’, voluntary groups, and
societies working with children and vulnerable adults.

Q27. Question 3.7: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, which occupation
types or roles should be subject to any duty (e.g. members of regulated professions;
employed staff, even if they are not regulated; volunteers), and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults?

Applied to all individuals within the workforce, voluntary groups, and societies working with children
and vulnerable adults.

Q28. Question 3.8: What sanctions do you think would be proportionate or appropriate for
failure to comply with an individual reporting duty?

unsure
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Q29. Question 3.9: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing
individual reporting duties would have on the Welsh language, specifically on
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

­

Q30. Question 3.10: Please also explain how you believe proposals for introducing
individual reporting duties could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects
or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and
on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language, and no
adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating
the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

­

Q31. Question 3.11: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

­

Q32. Question 4.1: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW)
to require information from any person where there is reasonable cause to believe that
they are providing a service which should be regulated?

yes

Q33. Question 4.2: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to extend the offence of failing to provide information when
required to do so, to include these persons?

yes

Q34. Question 4.3: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to remove ambiguity and make it clear that the
Welsh Ministers (CIW) have the power to enter and inspect any premises which they have
reasonable cause to believe is (or has been) used as a place at or from which a service is
(or has been) provided, or which is (or has been) used in connection with the provision of
a regulated service?

yes

Q35. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

yes
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Q36. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

yes

Q37. Question 4.5: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to require service providers to publish their annual returns?

yes

Q38. Question 4.6: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
create a related offence of failing to publish an annual return?

yes

Q39. Question 4.7: (c) Publication of inspection reports: Do you agree with the proposal
to amend the 2016 Act to provide additional flexibility for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to
recognise circumstances where it may not be appropriate, relevant, or proportionate to
prepare and/or publish an inspection report?

yes

Q40. Question 4.8: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – variation of
registration as a service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act
to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to issue an improvement notice
to a provider in circumstances where the provider is no longer providing that service or
using that place to provide a service?

no. 
the improvement notice should apply to the service provider, not solely the service location.

Q41. Question 4.9: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration ­ removal of a
condition on a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend
the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to remove a condition on a service
provider’s registration without giving a notice of proposal (section 18) and notice of
decision following notice of proposal (section 19), when the circumstances which led to
the imposition of the condition no longer apply?

yes

Q42. Question 4.10: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the
2016 Act to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to follow the
improvement notice process to cancel the registration of a service provider in
circumstances when the provider has already ceased to provide a regulated service?

yes
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Q43. Question 4.11: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration –
information from providers who are cancelling their registration: Do you agree with the
proposal to create a regulation­making power under Section 14 of the 2016 Act to enable
the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to require information from a service provider who is cancelling
their registration and exiting the market?

yes

Q44. Question 4.12: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
extend the timescale within an Improvement Notice: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to give the Welsh Ministers (CIW) the power to extend the timescale
for information to be provided when improvement notices are issued?

yes

Q45. Question 4.13: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration in prescribed circumstances: Do you agree with
the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to disapply the
section 16(3)(b) requirement within the improvement notice – to take particular action or
provide information – in prescribed circumstances, when it would be futile to apply the
requirement?

yes

Q46. Question 4.14: (e) Responsible individuals – making representations: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to give Responsible Individuals the right to make
representations to the Welsh Ministers (CIW), against any improvement notice or
cancellation of their designation, provided the representations are made within the time
limit specified within the notice?

yes

Q47. Question 4.15: (e) Responsible individuals – sending the improvement notice to the
service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to require that
any improvement notice served to a Responsible Individual must also be sent to the
service provider?

yes

Q48. Question 4.16: (e) Responsible individuals ­ Removing a Responsible Individual
without making an application to designate a new Responsible Individual: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a service provider to apply to the Welsh
Ministers (CIW) for a variation of the conditions of their registration to remove a
Responsible Individual when they are not designating a replacement Responsible
Individual as part of the same application?

yes
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Q49. Question 4.17: (f) Definition of ‘Care’ for children and young people: Do you agree
with the proposal to adjust the definition of ‘care’ in section 3 of the 2016 Act in order to
place beyond doubt that the provision of parental­type care is recognised as being ‘care’
within the meaning of the 2016 Act?

yes

Q50. Question 4.18: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning, either here or, if easier, please feel free to note any
impacts specific to an individual proposal under the appropriate question above.

greater clarity regarding terminology.
improved responsiveness to changes.

Q51. Question 4.19: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

­

Q52. Question 4.20: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

­

Q53. Question 4.21: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

­

Q54. Question 5.1: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide that
a person who has held office as a member of Social Care Wales may be reappointed
once? 

Please explain your reasoning.

yes
To ensure there is an opportunity for new appointments
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Q55. Question 5.2: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide
Social Care Wales with the power to grant a conditional registration for a person, when
they are renewing their registration, in certain circumstances? 

Please explain your reasoning.

yes

Q56. Question 5.3: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a
panel to review and extend interim orders as appropriate, up to the maximum of 18
months? 

Please explain your reasoning.

yes

Q57. Question 5.4: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide a
Fitness to Practise panel with the ability to revoke an interim order, during review
proceedings, where it is necessary and appropriate? 

Please explain your reasoning.

yes

Q58. Question 5.5: What, in your view, would make it necessary and appropriate for a
'fitness to practise' panel to revoke an interim order?

the reason for the original suspension has been resolved to the satisfaction of the panel

Q59. Question 5.6: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

­

Q60. Question 5.7: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.

What effects do you think there would be?

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

­
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Q61. Question 5.8: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

­

Q62. Question 5.9: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

­

Q63. Question 6.1: We would like to know your views on the proposal to extend the
definition of ‘social care worker’ to include both childcare and play workers. In particular,
are you in favour of extending the role of Social Care Wales to cover childcare and play
workers working in the childcare sector? 

Please explain your reasoning.

yes

Q64. Question 6.2: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposal? You
may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect),
and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other
practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects
could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

­

Q65. Question 6.3: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposal
would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

­

Q66. Question 6.4: Please also explain how you believe the proposal could be formulated
or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities
for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people
to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than
the English language

­
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Q67. Question 6.5: We have asked a number of specific questions. If you have any
related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space to report
them:

­

Submit your response  

Q68. You are about to submit your response. Please ensure you are satisfied with the
answers you have provided before sending.

Name:

Organisation (if applicable): ­

E:mail:

Telephone: ­

Your address: ­

Q69. If you want to receive a receipt of your response, please provide an email address.

Email address

Q70. Responses to consultations may be made public. To keep your response
anonymous (including email addresses) tick the box.

Keep my response anonymous
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Proposed changes to legislation on social care and continuing
health care

Q1. Question 1.1: Do you think that introducing provision in legislation that only allows
‘not­for­profit’ providers to register with CIW will support delivery of the Programme for
Government commitment to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after?

No Response

Q2. Question 1.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal? You may wish
to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect), and savings
Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other practical matters
such as cross­border issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or
negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q3. Question 1.3: One approach could be for the legislation to define ‘not­for­profit’ in
terms of the types of organisation that would qualify. 

Do you consider that the restriction should also be expressed in terms of the way that any
trading surplus is expended? 

What would be the effects and implications of this?

No Response

Q4. Question 1.4: Do you think the primary legislation should include a power for Welsh
Ministers to amend the definition of ‘not­for­profit’ through subordinate legislation?

No Response

Q5. Question 1.5: What are your views on the proposed timings for the primary legislation
to come into effect?

No Response

Q6. Question 1.6: Are there any issues in relation to transition for children looked after,
local authorities and service providers you would like to draw our attention to?

No Response

Q7. Question 1.7: What are your views on the issuing of guidance to support the
implementation of the primary legislation?

No Response
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Q8. Question 1.8: What are your views on using legislation to place a restriction on local
authorities to commission placements from ‘not­for­profit’ organisations only?

In particular: Do you think it would support us to deliver the commitment to eliminate profit
from the care of children looked after in Wales? What would be the benefits, disbenefits
and other implications of such an approach? What would be an appropriate timescale for
implementing such an approach, if it were to be adopted in Wales?

No Response

Q9. Question 1.9: What are your views on the possibility of approaches being taken in
response to these legislative proposals which would undermine the intention to eliminate
profit from the care of children looked after in Wales?

Are there any actions which would guard against such activity?

No Response

Q10. Question 1.10: We would like to know your views on the effects that the legislative
changes to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after will have on the Welsh
language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh
language no less favorably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q11. Question 1.11: Please also explain how you believe the legislative changes to
support delivery of eliminating profit from the care of children looked after could be
formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for
people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably
than the English language.

No Response

Q12. Question 1.12: This chapter has focused on how we can achieve the commitment to
eliminate profit in the care of children looked after, and we have asked a number of
specific questions. If you have any related issues which we have not specifically
addressed, please use this space to report them.

No Response

Q13. Question 2.1: We have outlined our proposals to introduce further voice and control
for adults receiving Continuing Health Care (CHC) in Wales.

Do you agree or disagree with these proposals? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response
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Q14. Question 2.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal?

You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and
indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics
Other practical matters such as cross­border issues or transition to the new arrangements
Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be
mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q15. Question 2.3: What lessons can we learn from other countries’ practice in this area?

No Response

Q16. Question 2.4: Do you believe there are any other or complementary approaches we
should be considering to achieve the same effect?

If so, please outline below.

No Response

Q17. Question 2.5: We will work to ensure that any legislative change is supported by
robust guidance to help both payment recipients and practitioners understand how the
system will operate. 

Can you identify anything that it would be helpful to include in this guidance? 

What other support should be provided?

No Response

Q18. Question 2.6: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing direct
payments for continuing NHS healthcare would have on the Welsh language, specifically
on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q19. Question 2.7: Please also explain how you believe our proposals for introducing
direct payments for continuing NHS healthcare could be formulated or changed so as to
have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the
Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English
language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response
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Q20. Question 2.8: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q21. Question 3.1: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report a
child at risk (as defined in section 130(4) of the Social Services and Well­being (Wales)
Act 2014 directly on individuals within relevant bodies?

No Response

Q22. Question 3.2: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report an
adult at risk (as defined in section 126 (1) of the 2014 Act) directly on individuals within
relevant bodies?

No Response

Q23. Question 3.3: What in your view would be the likely benefits, disbenefits, risks, costs,
savings and equality impacts of such an approach? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q24. Question 3.4: What lessons can we learn from the duties to report in other
countries? 

No Response

Q25. Question 3.5: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced – for children and
adults at risk – should these sit alongside, or replace, the existing duties on organisations
under the 2014 Act?

No Response

Q26. Question 3.6: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, should they apply
to the workforce of current ‘relevant partners’ under section 162 of the 2014 Act (including
youth offending teams in relation to children), or more widely, for example to those
working in religious or sports settings, etc., and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults? 

No Response
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Q27. Question 3.7: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, which occupation
types or roles should be subject to any duty (e.g. members of regulated professions;
employed staff, even if they are not regulated; volunteers), and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults?

No Response

Q28. Question 3.8: What sanctions do you think would be proportionate or appropriate for
failure to comply with an individual reporting duty?

No Response

Q29. Question 3.9: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing
individual reporting duties would have on the Welsh language, specifically on
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q30. Question 3.10: Please also explain how you believe proposals for introducing
individual reporting duties could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects
or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and
on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language, and no
adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating
the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q31. Question 3.11: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q32. Question 4.1: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW)
to require information from any person where there is reasonable cause to believe that
they are providing a service which should be regulated?

No Response

Q33. Question 4.2: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to extend the offence of failing to provide information when
required to do so, to include these persons?

No Response
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Q34. Question 4.3: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to remove ambiguity and make it clear that the
Welsh Ministers (CIW) have the power to enter and inspect any premises which they have
reasonable cause to believe is (or has been) used as a place at or from which a service is
(or has been) provided, or which is (or has been) used in connection with the provision of
a regulated service?

No Response

Q35. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

No Response

Q36. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

No Response

Q37. Question 4.5: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to require service providers to publish their annual returns?

No Response

Q38. Question 4.6: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
create a related offence of failing to publish an annual return?

No Response

Q39. Question 4.7: (c) Publication of inspection reports: Do you agree with the proposal
to amend the 2016 Act to provide additional flexibility for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to
recognise circumstances where it may not be appropriate, relevant, or proportionate to
prepare and/or publish an inspection report?

No Response

Q40. Question 4.8: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – variation of
registration as a service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act
to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to issue an improvement notice
to a provider in circumstances where the provider is no longer providing that service or
using that place to provide a service?

No Response

Q41. Question 4.9: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration ­ removal of a
condition on a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend
the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to remove a condition on a service
provider’s registration without giving a notice of proposal (section 18) and notice of
decision following notice of proposal (section 19), when the circumstances which led to
the imposition of the condition no longer apply?

No Response

Response 044

6



Q42. Question 4.10: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the
2016 Act to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to follow the
improvement notice process to cancel the registration of a service provider in
circumstances when the provider has already ceased to provide a regulated service?

No Response

Q43. Question 4.11: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration –
information from providers who are cancelling their registration: Do you agree with the
proposal to create a regulation­making power under Section 14 of the 2016 Act to enable
the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to require information from a service provider who is cancelling
their registration and exiting the market?

No Response

Q44. Question 4.12: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
extend the timescale within an Improvement Notice: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to give the Welsh Ministers (CIW) the power to extend the timescale
for information to be provided when improvement notices are issued?

No Response

Q45. Question 4.13: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration in prescribed circumstances: Do you agree with
the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to disapply the
section 16(3)(b) requirement within the improvement notice – to take particular action or
provide information – in prescribed circumstances, when it would be futile to apply the
requirement?

No Response

Q46. Question 4.14: (e) Responsible individuals – making representations: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to give Responsible Individuals the right to make
representations to the Welsh Ministers (CIW), against any improvement notice or
cancellation of their designation, provided the representations are made within the time
limit specified within the notice?

No Response

Q47. Question 4.15: (e) Responsible individuals – sending the improvement notice to the
service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to require that
any improvement notice served to a Responsible Individual must also be sent to the
service provider?

No Response

Q48. Question 4.16: (e) Responsible individuals ­ Removing a Responsible Individual
without making an application to designate a new Responsible Individual: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a service provider to apply to the Welsh
Ministers (CIW) for a variation of the conditions of their registration to remove a
Responsible Individual when they are not designating a replacement Responsible
Individual as part of the same application?

No Response
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Q49. Question 4.17: (f) Definition of ‘Care’ for children and young people: Do you agree
with the proposal to adjust the definition of ‘care’ in section 3 of the 2016 Act in order to
place beyond doubt that the provision of parental­type care is recognised as being ‘care’
within the meaning of the 2016 Act?

No Response

Q50. Question 4.18: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning, either here or, if easier, please feel free to note any
impacts specific to an individual proposal under the appropriate question above.

No Response

Q51. Question 4.19: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q52. Question 4.20: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q53. Question 4.21: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q54. Question 5.1: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide that
a person who has held office as a member of Social Care Wales may be reappointed
once? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response
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Q55. Question 5.2: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide
Social Care Wales with the power to grant a conditional registration for a person, when
they are renewing their registration, in certain circumstances? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q56. Question 5.3: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a
panel to review and extend interim orders as appropriate, up to the maximum of 18
months? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q57. Question 5.4: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide a
Fitness to Practise panel with the ability to revoke an interim order, during review
proceedings, where it is necessary and appropriate? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q58. Question 5.5: What, in your view, would make it necessary and appropriate for a
'fitness to practise' panel to revoke an interim order?

No Response

Q59. Question 5.6: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q60. Question 5.7: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.

What effects do you think there would be?

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response
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Q61. Question 5.8: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q62. Question 5.9: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q63. Question 6.1: We would like to know your views on the proposal to extend the
definition of ‘social care worker’ to include both childcare and play workers. In particular,
are you in favour of extending the role of Social Care Wales to cover childcare and play
workers working in the childcare sector? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q64. Question 6.2: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposal? You
may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect),
and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other
practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects
could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q65. Question 6.3: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposal
would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q66. Question 6.4: Please also explain how you believe the proposal could be formulated
or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities
for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people
to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than
the English language

No Response
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Q67. Question 6.5: We have asked a number of specific questions. If you have any
related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space to report
them:

No Response

Submit your response  

Q68. You are about to submit your response. Please ensure you are satisfied with the
answers you have provided before sending.

Name:

Organisation (if applicable): ­

E:mail:

Telephone:

Your address:

Q69. If you want to receive a receipt of your response, please provide an email address.

Email address

Q70. Responses to consultations may be made public. To keep your response
anonymous (including email addresses) tick the box.

Keep my response anonymous
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Proposed changes to legislation on social care and continuing
health care

Q1. Question 1.1: Do you think that introducing provision in legislation that only allows
‘not­for­profit’ providers to register with CIW will support delivery of the Programme for
Government commitment to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after?

There is a role for profit and not for profit providers to deliver care for looked after children. The
emphasis needs to change to look at excessive profits otherwise there will not be the capacity in
Wales to look after all of its looked after children. Profits also allow investment and if this is stifled it will
prevent new providers entering Wales and exisiting ones expanding, to the detriment of Welsh looked
after children. There could also be a more sensible proposal to ensure Wales Homes are primarily
looking after Welsh children. Otherwise, there will be a massive impact on looked after children.
Moreover, is there any evidence of a link between for profit providers and not providing good quality
care? The 4 Cs commissioners would have flagged this up presumably if there was.

Q2. Question 1.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal? You may wish
to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect), and savings
Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other practical matters
such as cross­border issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or
negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

Benefits
Achieve policy programme

Disbenefits
Stop investment in Wales by providers
Massive reduction in children's homes in Wales affecting capacity and disadvantaging looked after
children further (as need to travel outside Wales for Placements)
Unemployment of workers in Wales for profit Homes
Supply chain effects ­ as Homes close suppliers are not used e.g. leisure venues, shops etc

Cross­border issues
England Homes of for profit providers may not accept Wales children
Wales children will need to travel furtehr into England/Scotland if Wales has insufficient capacity

Q3. Question 1.3: One approach could be for the legislation to define ‘not­for­profit’ in
terms of the types of organisation that would qualify. 

Do you consider that the restriction should also be expressed in terms of the way that any
trading surplus is expended? 

What would be the effects and implications of this?

I would need to understand the detail of this before commenting. As a general point there should be
more of an emphasis of limiting excessive profits and Homes prioritising Welsh children.

Q4. Question 1.4: Do you think the primary legislation should include a power for Welsh
Ministers to amend the definition of ‘not­for­profit’ through subordinate legislation?

No
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Q5. Question 1.5: What are your views on the proposed timings for the primary legislation
to come into effect?

There needs to be much more open and transparent discussion before any timetables for a proposed
change takes place

Q6. Question 1.6: Are there any issues in relation to transition for children looked after,
local authorities and service providers you would like to draw our attention to?

In the likely scenario that there is much reduced capacity in Wales and Welsh children move to
England then this has obvious consequences for their ability to integrate back into local comunities
where they are from and wider family

Q7. Question 1.7: What are your views on the issuing of guidance to support the
implementation of the primary legislation?

As above

Q8. Question 1.8: What are your views on using legislation to place a restriction on local
authorities to commission placements from ‘not­for­profit’ organisations only?

In particular: Do you think it would support us to deliver the commitment to eliminate profit
from the care of children looked after in Wales? What would be the benefits, disbenefits
and other implications of such an approach? What would be an appropriate timescale for
implementing such an approach, if it were to be adopted in Wales?

Disagree with this proposal for the general reasons above

Q9. Question 1.9: What are your views on the possibility of approaches being taken in
response to these legislative proposals which would undermine the intention to eliminate
profit from the care of children looked after in Wales?

Are there any actions which would guard against such activity?

N/A

Q10. Question 1.10: We would like to know your views on the effects that the legislative
changes to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after will have on the Welsh
language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh
language no less favorably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

If more Welsh children move to Homes in England then the ability to promote the Welsh language will
be much reduced
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Q11. Question 1.11: Please also explain how you believe the legislative changes to
support delivery of eliminating profit from the care of children looked after could be
formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for
people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably
than the English language.

No Response

Q12. Question 1.12: This chapter has focused on how we can achieve the commitment to
eliminate profit in the care of children looked after, and we have asked a number of
specific questions. If you have any related issues which we have not specifically
addressed, please use this space to report them.

No Response

Q13. Question 2.1: We have outlined our proposals to introduce further voice and control
for adults receiving Continuing Health Care (CHC) in Wales.

Do you agree or disagree with these proposals? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q14. Question 2.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal?

You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and
indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics
Other practical matters such as cross­border issues or transition to the new arrangements
Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be
mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q15. Question 2.3: What lessons can we learn from other countries’ practice in this area?

No Response

Q16. Question 2.4: Do you believe there are any other or complementary approaches we
should be considering to achieve the same effect?

If so, please outline below.

No Response
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Q17. Question 2.5: We will work to ensure that any legislative change is supported by
robust guidance to help both payment recipients and practitioners understand how the
system will operate. 

Can you identify anything that it would be helpful to include in this guidance? 

What other support should be provided?

No Response

Q18. Question 2.6: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing direct
payments for continuing NHS healthcare would have on the Welsh language, specifically
on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q19. Question 2.7: Please also explain how you believe our proposals for introducing
direct payments for continuing NHS healthcare could be formulated or changed so as to
have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the
Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English
language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q20. Question 2.8: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q21. Question 3.1: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report a
child at risk (as defined in section 130(4) of the Social Services and Well­being (Wales)
Act 2014 directly on individuals within relevant bodies?

No Response

Q22. Question 3.2: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report an
adult at risk (as defined in section 126 (1) of the 2014 Act) directly on individuals within
relevant bodies?

No Response

Q23. Question 3.3: What in your view would be the likely benefits, disbenefits, risks, costs,
savings and equality impacts of such an approach? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response
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Q24. Question 3.4: What lessons can we learn from the duties to report in other
countries? 

No Response

Q25. Question 3.5: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced – for children and
adults at risk – should these sit alongside, or replace, the existing duties on organisations
under the 2014 Act?

No Response

Q26. Question 3.6: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, should they apply
to the workforce of current ‘relevant partners’ under section 162 of the 2014 Act (including
youth offending teams in relation to children), or more widely, for example to those
working in religious or sports settings, etc., and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults? 

No Response

Q27. Question 3.7: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, which occupation
types or roles should be subject to any duty (e.g. members of regulated professions;
employed staff, even if they are not regulated; volunteers), and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults?

No Response

Q28. Question 3.8: What sanctions do you think would be proportionate or appropriate for
failure to comply with an individual reporting duty?

No Response

Q29. Question 3.9: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing
individual reporting duties would have on the Welsh language, specifically on
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q30. Question 3.10: Please also explain how you believe proposals for introducing
individual reporting duties could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects
or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and
on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language, and no
adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating
the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response
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Q31. Question 3.11: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q32. Question 4.1: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW)
to require information from any person where there is reasonable cause to believe that
they are providing a service which should be regulated?

No Response

Q33. Question 4.2: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to extend the offence of failing to provide information when
required to do so, to include these persons?

No Response

Q34. Question 4.3: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to remove ambiguity and make it clear that the
Welsh Ministers (CIW) have the power to enter and inspect any premises which they have
reasonable cause to believe is (or has been) used as a place at or from which a service is
(or has been) provided, or which is (or has been) used in connection with the provision of
a regulated service?

No Response

Q35. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

No Response

Q36. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

No Response

Q37. Question 4.5: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to require service providers to publish their annual returns?

No Response

Q38. Question 4.6: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
create a related offence of failing to publish an annual return?

No Response
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Q39. Question 4.7: (c) Publication of inspection reports: Do you agree with the proposal
to amend the 2016 Act to provide additional flexibility for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to
recognise circumstances where it may not be appropriate, relevant, or proportionate to
prepare and/or publish an inspection report?

No Response

Q40. Question 4.8: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – variation of
registration as a service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act
to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to issue an improvement notice
to a provider in circumstances where the provider is no longer providing that service or
using that place to provide a service?

No Response

Q41. Question 4.9: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration ­ removal of a
condition on a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend
the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to remove a condition on a service
provider’s registration without giving a notice of proposal (section 18) and notice of
decision following notice of proposal (section 19), when the circumstances which led to
the imposition of the condition no longer apply?

No Response

Q42. Question 4.10: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the
2016 Act to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to follow the
improvement notice process to cancel the registration of a service provider in
circumstances when the provider has already ceased to provide a regulated service?

No Response

Q43. Question 4.11: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration –
information from providers who are cancelling their registration: Do you agree with the
proposal to create a regulation­making power under Section 14 of the 2016 Act to enable
the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to require information from a service provider who is cancelling
their registration and exiting the market?

No Response

Q44. Question 4.12: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
extend the timescale within an Improvement Notice: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to give the Welsh Ministers (CIW) the power to extend the timescale
for information to be provided when improvement notices are issued?

No Response

Q45. Question 4.13: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration in prescribed circumstances: Do you agree with
the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to disapply the
section 16(3)(b) requirement within the improvement notice – to take particular action or
provide information – in prescribed circumstances, when it would be futile to apply the
requirement?

No Response
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Q46. Question 4.14: (e) Responsible individuals – making representations: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to give Responsible Individuals the right to make
representations to the Welsh Ministers (CIW), against any improvement notice or
cancellation of their designation, provided the representations are made within the time
limit specified within the notice?

No Response

Q47. Question 4.15: (e) Responsible individuals – sending the improvement notice to the
service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to require that
any improvement notice served to a Responsible Individual must also be sent to the
service provider?

No Response

Q48. Question 4.16: (e) Responsible individuals ­ Removing a Responsible Individual
without making an application to designate a new Responsible Individual: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a service provider to apply to the Welsh
Ministers (CIW) for a variation of the conditions of their registration to remove a
Responsible Individual when they are not designating a replacement Responsible
Individual as part of the same application?

No Response

Q49. Question 4.17: (f) Definition of ‘Care’ for children and young people: Do you agree
with the proposal to adjust the definition of ‘care’ in section 3 of the 2016 Act in order to
place beyond doubt that the provision of parental­type care is recognised as being ‘care’
within the meaning of the 2016 Act?

No Response

Q50. Question 4.18: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning, either here or, if easier, please feel free to note any
impacts specific to an individual proposal under the appropriate question above.

No Response

Q51. Question 4.19: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response
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Q52. Question 4.20: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q53. Question 4.21: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q54. Question 5.1: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide that
a person who has held office as a member of Social Care Wales may be reappointed
once? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q55. Question 5.2: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide
Social Care Wales with the power to grant a conditional registration for a person, when
they are renewing their registration, in certain circumstances? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q56. Question 5.3: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a
panel to review and extend interim orders as appropriate, up to the maximum of 18
months? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q57. Question 5.4: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide a
Fitness to Practise panel with the ability to revoke an interim order, during review
proceedings, where it is necessary and appropriate? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q58. Question 5.5: What, in your view, would make it necessary and appropriate for a
'fitness to practise' panel to revoke an interim order?

No Response
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Q59. Question 5.6: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q60. Question 5.7: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.

What effects do you think there would be?

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q61. Question 5.8: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q62. Question 5.9: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q63. Question 6.1: We would like to know your views on the proposal to extend the
definition of ‘social care worker’ to include both childcare and play workers. In particular,
are you in favour of extending the role of Social Care Wales to cover childcare and play
workers working in the childcare sector? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q64. Question 6.2: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposal? You
may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect),
and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other
practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects
could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response
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Q65. Question 6.3: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposal
would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q66. Question 6.4: Please also explain how you believe the proposal could be formulated
or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities
for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people
to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than
the English language

No Response

Q67. Question 6.5: We have asked a number of specific questions. If you have any
related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space to report
them:

No Response

Submit your response  

Q68. You are about to submit your response. Please ensure you are satisfied with the
answers you have provided before sending.

No Response

Q69. If you want to receive a receipt of your response, please provide an email address.

Email address

No Response

Q70. Responses to consultations may be made public. To keep your response
anonymous (including email addresses) tick the box.

Keep my response anonymous

Response 045

11



Proposed changes to legislation on social care and continuing
health care

Q1. Question 1.1: Do you think that introducing provision in legislation that only allows
‘not­for­profit’ providers to register with CIW will support delivery of the Programme for
Government commitment to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after?

I had to place my mother in residential care for the last year of her life and none of the public sector
provision was of a decent standard. A beautifully run and great value for money private provision that
was family owned and run is where she went. They put their heart and soul into the care they provided
every day and I will be forever grateful to them. 

Speaking from experience the drive should be quality and value for money regardless of whether it is
private or publicly run. Welsh Government's commitment is flawed and prioritising the financial
structure of the provision over value for money and quality is unethical and a vanity project.

Q2. Question 1.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal? You may wish
to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect), and savings
Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other practical matters
such as cross­border issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or
negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

CMA report states that public sector cannot provide the provision more cheaply than private sector.

Lack of certainty has shrunk the provision in Wales and more children are in this period of uncertainty
being placed out of Wales and in unregistered provision.

There are bad apples in every sector (including politics) and CIW should continue to police and install
higher standards across the sector.

No provision should have an ownership structure that is based overseas and not paying UK tax. This is
wrong in all sectors.

The priority should be value for money and quality of provision.

Q3. Question 1.3: One approach could be for the legislation to define ‘not­for­profit’ in
terms of the types of organisation that would qualify. 

Do you consider that the restriction should also be expressed in terms of the way that any
trading surplus is expended? 

What would be the effects and implications of this?

This will have a very negative impact on the quality of provision and impact on safeguarding.

The priority of this approach is that one type of business structure is good and another bad which is not
based on fact. Some public sector departments/ provisions and charities have serious issues with
regards to the quality of the service they provide and are run very inefficiently. 
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Q4. Question 1.4: Do you think the primary legislation should include a power for Welsh
Ministers to amend the definition of ‘not­for­profit’ through subordinate legislation?

No.

Welsh Ministers have no proven record for business acumen and their impact on the NHS, ambulance
provision and on schools has proven they do not experience at successfully managing provision.

Q5. Question 1.5: What are your views on the proposed timings for the primary legislation
to come into effect?

Every day since it was announced this proposed legislation is negatively impacting on the lives of
children in care in Wales. There has been a significant increase in the number of children being
placed in unregistered provision since this legislation was announced due to the Welsh provision
shrinking. This has been ill thought out.

There is an abuse scandal waiting to explode and the guilt lies with Welsh Government.

Q6. Question 1.6: Are there any issues in relation to transition for children looked after,
local authorities and service providers you would like to draw our attention to?

This is a vanity project for Ministers and no where can it be proven that the welfare of children in care is
being prioritised. Quality of care and value for money are not considered in this legislation.

The provision is shrinking since the announcement of this legislation which is having a direct and
immediate impact on the lives of children in care in Wales.

Q7. Question 1.7: What are your views on the issuing of guidance to support the
implementation of the primary legislation?

No Response

Q8. Question 1.8: What are your views on using legislation to place a restriction on local
authorities to commission placements from ‘not­for­profit’ organisations only?

In particular: Do you think it would support us to deliver the commitment to eliminate profit
from the care of children looked after in Wales? What would be the benefits, disbenefits
and other implications of such an approach? What would be an appropriate timescale for
implementing such an approach, if it were to be adopted in Wales?

No Response

Q9. Question 1.9: What are your views on the possibility of approaches being taken in
response to these legislative proposals which would undermine the intention to eliminate
profit from the care of children looked after in Wales?

Are there any actions which would guard against such activity?

Welsh Government is not listening.

Their priority is a provision model and not quality of care.
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Q10. Question 1.10: We would like to know your views on the effects that the legislative
changes to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after will have on the Welsh
language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh
language no less favorably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q11. Question 1.11: Please also explain how you believe the legislative changes to
support delivery of eliminating profit from the care of children looked after could be
formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for
people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably
than the English language.

CIW to inspect to ensure provision is supporting the learning of Welsh.

Q12. Question 1.12: This chapter has focused on how we can achieve the commitment to
eliminate profit in the care of children looked after, and we have asked a number of
specific questions. If you have any related issues which we have not specifically
addressed, please use this space to report them.

No Response

Q13. Question 2.1: We have outlined our proposals to introduce further voice and control
for adults receiving Continuing Health Care (CHC) in Wales.

Do you agree or disagree with these proposals? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q14. Question 2.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal?

You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and
indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics
Other practical matters such as cross­border issues or transition to the new arrangements
Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be
mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

Shrinking of the market as no current provider will expand their provision.

Mushrooming of unregulated placements which massively increases the risk of abuse occurring.

Quality of provision coupled with value for money should be the priorities not an organisation structure.

Q15. Question 2.3: What lessons can we learn from other countries’ practice in this area?

No Response
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Q16. Question 2.4: Do you believe there are any other or complementary approaches we
should be considering to achieve the same effect?

If so, please outline below.

Prioritise quality of provision and value for money.

No provider should have a business structure outside of the UK and all UK organisations should pay
UK tax.

Q17. Question 2.5: We will work to ensure that any legislative change is supported by
robust guidance to help both payment recipients and practitioners understand how the
system will operate. 

Can you identify anything that it would be helpful to include in this guidance? 

What other support should be provided?

No Response

Q18. Question 2.6: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing direct
payments for continuing NHS healthcare would have on the Welsh language, specifically
on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q19. Question 2.7: Please also explain how you believe our proposals for introducing
direct payments for continuing NHS healthcare could be formulated or changed so as to
have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the
Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English
language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q20. Question 2.8: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q21. Question 3.1: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report a
child at risk (as defined in section 130(4) of the Social Services and Well­being (Wales)
Act 2014 directly on individuals within relevant bodies?

This approach appears to be looking for one scapegoat.

All individuals should have a duty of care placed on them.

On that basis will Mark Drakeford take responsibility for the impact this legislation is having on children
in care since it was announced?

Response 046

4



Q22. Question 3.2: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report an
adult at risk (as defined in section 126 (1) of the 2014 Act) directly on individuals within
relevant bodies?

No Response

Q23. Question 3.3: What in your view would be the likely benefits, disbenefits, risks, costs,
savings and equality impacts of such an approach? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q24. Question 3.4: What lessons can we learn from the duties to report in other
countries? 

No Response

Q25. Question 3.5: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced – for children and
adults at risk – should these sit alongside, or replace, the existing duties on organisations
under the 2014 Act?

No Response

Q26. Question 3.6: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, should they apply
to the workforce of current ‘relevant partners’ under section 162 of the 2014 Act (including
youth offending teams in relation to children), or more widely, for example to those
working in religious or sports settings, etc., and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults? 

No Response

Q27. Question 3.7: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, which occupation
types or roles should be subject to any duty (e.g. members of regulated professions;
employed staff, even if they are not regulated; volunteers), and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults?

No Response

Q28. Question 3.8: What sanctions do you think would be proportionate or appropriate for
failure to comply with an individual reporting duty?

No Response
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Q29. Question 3.9: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing
individual reporting duties would have on the Welsh language, specifically on
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q30. Question 3.10: Please also explain how you believe proposals for introducing
individual reporting duties could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects
or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and
on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language, and no
adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating
the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q31. Question 3.11: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q32. Question 4.1: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW)
to require information from any person where there is reasonable cause to believe that
they are providing a service which should be regulated?

Yes.

All care provision should be registered so CIW or other inspectorates can measure and report on it.

Q33. Question 4.2: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to extend the offence of failing to provide information when
required to do so, to include these persons?

No Response

Q34. Question 4.3: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to remove ambiguity and make it clear that the
Welsh Ministers (CIW) have the power to enter and inspect any premises which they have
reasonable cause to believe is (or has been) used as a place at or from which a service is
(or has been) provided, or which is (or has been) used in connection with the provision of
a regulated service?

No Response

Q35. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

No Response
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Q36. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

No Response

Q37. Question 4.5: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to require service providers to publish their annual returns?

No.

Q38. Question 4.6: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
create a related offence of failing to publish an annual return?

No.

Q39. Question 4.7: (c) Publication of inspection reports: Do you agree with the proposal
to amend the 2016 Act to provide additional flexibility for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to
recognise circumstances where it may not be appropriate, relevant, or proportionate to
prepare and/or publish an inspection report?

No.

Welsh Government are behaving like a dictatorship with a different set of standards and rules for
themselves.

Q40. Question 4.8: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – variation of
registration as a service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act
to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to issue an improvement notice
to a provider in circumstances where the provider is no longer providing that service or
using that place to provide a service?

Not enough information to give an opinion.

Q41. Question 4.9: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration ­ removal of a
condition on a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend
the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to remove a condition on a service
provider’s registration without giving a notice of proposal (section 18) and notice of
decision following notice of proposal (section 19), when the circumstances which led to
the imposition of the condition no longer apply?

As above

Q42. Question 4.10: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the
2016 Act to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to follow the
improvement notice process to cancel the registration of a service provider in
circumstances when the provider has already ceased to provide a regulated service?

As above
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Q43. Question 4.11: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration –
information from providers who are cancelling their registration: Do you agree with the
proposal to create a regulation­making power under Section 14 of the 2016 Act to enable
the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to require information from a service provider who is cancelling
their registration and exiting the market?

As above

Q44. Question 4.12: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
extend the timescale within an Improvement Notice: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to give the Welsh Ministers (CIW) the power to extend the timescale
for information to be provided when improvement notices are issued?

As above

Q45. Question 4.13: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration in prescribed circumstances: Do you agree with
the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to disapply the
section 16(3)(b) requirement within the improvement notice – to take particular action or
provide information – in prescribed circumstances, when it would be futile to apply the
requirement?

As above

Q46. Question 4.14: (e) Responsible individuals – making representations: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to give Responsible Individuals the right to make
representations to the Welsh Ministers (CIW), against any improvement notice or
cancellation of their designation, provided the representations are made within the time
limit specified within the notice?

Yes. Context is always informative.

Q47. Question 4.15: (e) Responsible individuals – sending the improvement notice to the
service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to require that
any improvement notice served to a Responsible Individual must also be sent to the
service provider?

No Response

Q48. Question 4.16: (e) Responsible individuals ­ Removing a Responsible Individual
without making an application to designate a new Responsible Individual: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a service provider to apply to the Welsh
Ministers (CIW) for a variation of the conditions of their registration to remove a
Responsible Individual when they are not designating a replacement Responsible
Individual as part of the same application?

Yes

Q49. Question 4.17: (f) Definition of ‘Care’ for children and young people: Do you agree
with the proposal to adjust the definition of ‘care’ in section 3 of the 2016 Act in order to
place beyond doubt that the provision of parental­type care is recognised as being ‘care’
within the meaning of the 2016 Act?

No Response
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Q50. Question 4.18: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning, either here or, if easier, please feel free to note any
impacts specific to an individual proposal under the appropriate question above.

No Response

Q51. Question 4.19: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q52. Question 4.20: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q53. Question 4.21: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q54. Question 5.1: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide that
a person who has held office as a member of Social Care Wales may be reappointed
once? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No

Q55. Question 5.2: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide
Social Care Wales with the power to grant a conditional registration for a person, when
they are renewing their registration, in certain circumstances? 

Please explain your reasoning.

Not enough information to offer an opinion
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Q56. Question 5.3: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a
panel to review and extend interim orders as appropriate, up to the maximum of 18
months? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q57. Question 5.4: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide a
Fitness to Practise panel with the ability to revoke an interim order, during review
proceedings, where it is necessary and appropriate? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q58. Question 5.5: What, in your view, would make it necessary and appropriate for a
'fitness to practise' panel to revoke an interim order?

No Response

Q59. Question 5.6: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q60. Question 5.7: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.

What effects do you think there would be?

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q61. Question 5.8: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q62. Question 5.9: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response
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Q63. Question 6.1: We would like to know your views on the proposal to extend the
definition of ‘social care worker’ to include both childcare and play workers. In particular,
are you in favour of extending the role of Social Care Wales to cover childcare and play
workers working in the childcare sector? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q64. Question 6.2: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposal? You
may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect),
and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other
practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects
could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q65. Question 6.3: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposal
would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q66. Question 6.4: Please also explain how you believe the proposal could be formulated
or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities
for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people
to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than
the English language

No Response

Q67. Question 6.5: We have asked a number of specific questions. If you have any
related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space to report
them:

No Response

Submit your response  
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Q68. You are about to submit your response. Please ensure you are satisfied with the
answers you have provided before sending.

Name:

Organisation (if applicable): ­

E:mail:

Telephone: ­

Your address: ­

Q69. If you want to receive a receipt of your response, please provide an email address.

Email address

No Response

Q70. Responses to consultations may be made public. To keep your response
anonymous (including email addresses) tick the box.

Keep my response anonymous
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September 2022 

Questions for chapter 2 – Completed on behalf of feedback received from 

All Wales Direct Payments Forum members 

Question 2.1: We have outlined our proposals to introduce further voice 

and control for adults receiving Continuing Health Care (CHC) in Wales. 

Do you agree or disagree with these proposals? Please explain your 

reasoning. 

Overall the AWDPF members agree with the proposals as it will improve 

voice, choice and control of people who have a primary health need.   

They believe it will provide greater voice, choice and self-determination to 

people over their lives particularly over their health, care and support 

needs. 

These elements can be lost when transitioning from social care to health 

care and it currently has a fundamentally negative impact on their lives if 

using Direct Payments.  Regardless of where funding streams come from 

people should be able to live their life the way they wish to. 

One member stated There is an issue of concern that it should be ensured 

there is one system for administering and governance of DP for people 

who are both funded by Health or social services. It would also remove 

the risk to social care of the provision of health services by default. There 

would be considerable benefits for children transitioning to adult social 

care or health services. 

AWDPF felt that the changes would provide and allow a fairer process 

when people are transitioning to their needs being met by health.  In the 

past people have been scared to be truthful about their needs as they 

were worried about tipping into the health funding process and losing the 

control, consistency and continuity of their care staff.  People didn’t want 

to lose the system that worked for them and their families. 

Overall the suggested changes are welcomed 

The AWDPF hope these changes will bring a more equitable process and 

providing more choice and allowing consistency particularly for transition. 

AWDPF have experienced situations where social care practitioners have 

been reluctant to promote DPs as they are aware a persons needs will 

very soon increase and tip into CHC in the future and as currently DP 

cannot be used for CHC they feel it not appropriate to offer.   However, 

Response 047

1



Completed by members from the All Wales Direct Payments Forum 
Chair Zoe Williams, and Vice Chair Mark Cooper  
September 2022 

these changes will encourage and enable practitioners to be more 

proactive and may be more inclined to explore this option. 

AWDPF members commented that often medical tasks are being 

completed under the radar by PAs and this unintentional covert practice 

will hopefully reduce/be eradicated and PAs will receive appropriate 

training and governance to be able to intervene appropriately. 

It will also open up discussion about rates of pay for PAs.  Health care 

tasks being undertaken will now be suitably recompensed and will be a 

positive move to Professionalise the role. 

AWDPF members are happy that people will be able to receive the service 

they require in a timely manner and receive free at the point of delivery 

services.  Currently so many are continuing to pay assessed charges for 

the services that should be free at the point of delivery.  

In principle the change will improve situations where Personal Assistants 

who have worked for someone for a long period of time are lost due to a 

lack of understanding around TUPE when someone transfers to CHC.  

The continuity and consistency of excellent care staff lost because they 

are either dismissed or made redundant when in fact, they may have been 

able to continue their working relationship with a person. 

However, caution should be taken and it is important to ensure we do not 

replicate personal budgets as provided in England but that any system 

here is fit for purpose for the Wales context.   It is vital that robust 

governance and support is provided to the person and their staff with 

appropriate insurances in place to safeguard all concerned. 

Will there be a requirement to amend Section 47 of the SSWBA regarding 

ancillary and incidental to reflect health budgets provided under CHC and 

also to reflect where appropriate a health board commissions the support 

from a Local Authority to support a health budget package. 

A forum member asked for clarity on the following: 

• Would health have care coordinator role if there was DP, would they 
ensure all the DBS checks and insurance etc is in place. 

• Would they still take over full responsibility for the package or would 
they want to break down the health tasks and want us to meet all 
the other needs as this would impact fairer charging and would 
increase our workloads. 
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• Would they also look at insurances that cover health care tasks and 
who would provide the training for those tasks. 

 

Swansea forum member stated - The Welsh Audit Commission report of 

06.04.22 recognised in its findings that ‘in house’ provision of support for 

DP was the preferred vehicle for facilitating client support. Swansea 

Council are currently investing in expanding our ‘in house’ Direct Payment 

Support Team and are promoting DP as a priority choice in mitigating 

identified Practitioner assessed need. There is value in further exploring 

this exemplar model and expanding the existing Team to manage and 

oversee any proposed changes to ensure a seamless approach and a 

uniformity of delivery. 

 

Question 2.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal?  

You may wish to consider, for example: 

- Benefits, and disbenefits; 

- Costs (direct and indirect), and savings;  

- Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics; 

- Other practical matters such as cross-border issues or transition to the 

new arrangements. 

Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects 

could be mitigated, would also be welcome. 

Please explain your reasoning. 

AWDPF felt this very much links to the first question.  However, some 

feedback received from forum members: 

The benefits will be continuity or care and consistency of working 

relationships to care and support provided to and individual.  The person 

will not have to use their own financial resources to contribute to a service 

but will receive rightly a service free at the point of access.  The person 

will be able to continue to be in control of their lives and direct their care 

and support to suit their lives with appropriate training and guidance.  

Their needs to be caution when setting up Direct Payments for health that 

clear distinctions are made so as not to confuse individuals, families, 
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professionals where the funding is from and who is responsible for the 

support to administer the Direct Payments.   

Particularly where there may be joint packages.  Their will need to be clear 

language, systems, and process to distinguish between a Health DP and 

a Social Care DP.  Unless there is to be a mechanism to not replicate but 

work collaboratively with existing support and systems. 

AWDPF members asked - Will health have their own support service and 

care coordinator role? as Social Care do, would they be responsible for 

ensuring all the DBS checks and insurance etc is in place for the employer 

and employee’s.  

Would health take over full responsibility for the DP package if a situation 

was transitioning from social care to CHC or would health want to break 

down the health tasks and want Social Care to meet all the other needs 

as this would impact fairer charging and would increase workloads. 

AWDPF members reiterated the changes would provide continuity of care, 

consistency for employer and employees and it also acknowledges and 

recognises the existing PA relationships. 

Will Health DPs be an extension of the existing DP provision or a separate 

entity?  

The AWDPF identified the need for clarity on how health will implement 

these changes? 

Some members have expressed concerns over the title/wording and 

asked for changes to what they will be called as there maybe confusion.  

Health rates of pay would need to be considered as health care support 

workers generally earn more than social care workers.  Would health set 

rates in line with social care.  AT a time when finding care staff in the Dom 

Care market is difficult to have the added concern of staff leaving social 

care to work for health and people using Health Budgets is concerning 

All local Health Boards will need to be mindful of cross border 

arrangements and transition and make allowances for anyone moving 

around Wales that their Direct Payments continues until a suitable time to 

review. 

Appropriate levels of governance, safeguarding and training and 

insurance cover must be available to PAs. Will there be additional 

agencies able to provide the appropriate service to someone receiving 
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CHC or will existing services be commissioned, what will the impact be on 

those? 

Welsh Government should consider consulting with Liability Insurers 

across Wales, England, Scotland and Ireland that support Direct 

Payments and Personal Health Budget users for feedback on the 

positives and negatives they have experienced. 

 

One member highlighted a response as follows: There would be an 

increased coordination of the process for Health Boards. The process 

would need to be the same for all organisations. There would be a 

resource issue for the Health Board to manage this extra demand. There 

are also commissioning and funding issues that should remain consistent 

for all organisations otherwise this will cause considerable confusion. 

There may also be a supplementary benefit in that people who had 

previously declined to be assessed under CHC Guidance would then 

agree to engage in the assessment process. This would lead to an 

increase in people funded under CHC having a DP. This would also mean 

that people were having support and oversight from the appropriate 

agency and risk would be reduced. Client contribution to their care costs 

would also be negated if DP funding was via the health service. The 

benefit in this arrangement is that service users would be happier and 

more content with care arrangements that they engaged in and had 

control over. This would increase satisfaction and reduce complaints.  

A ’one budget’ approach if this could be achieved would significantly 

reduce current ‘in fighting’ as to which organisation ultimately pays for the 

service. If barriers and ‘silo working’ practices are stripped away, the end 

user of services would benefit with the assessed support identified as 

needed being delivered in a timely fashion and cross organisation support 

to ensure continuity of delivery. 

 

Question 2.3: What lessons can we learn from other countries’ practice in 

this area? 

Very important to ensure the changes encompass the Wales context not 

pick up a model from England replicate in Wales.  This does not work and 

long-standing forum members have experienced this with Direct 

Payments since 1997 when the first DPs were implemented.   
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There are distinct cultural, geographical and socio-economic differences 

in Wales that must be considered.  The right support at the right time to 

suit the above will be key to the success of Health budgets in Wales. 

 

Question 2.4: Do you believe there are any other or complementary 

approaches we should be considering achieving the same effect? If so, 

please outline below. 

 

Question 2.5: We will work to ensure that any legislative change is 

supported by robust guidance to help both payment recipients and 

practitioners understand how the system will operate. Can you identify 

anything that it would be helpful to include in this guidance? What other 

support should be provided? 

AWDPF members accept that there needs to be clinical governance, 

however also fear that this may lead to control and the ethos needs to 

continue for people that they are in control.   

Individuals need the greatest amount of control over their lives but the 

clinical governance is key to their safety and so therefore appropriate 

conversations, training and interaction with people is key in order for them 

to understand the importance of clinical governance but be reassured they 

are not losing overall control.   

AWDPF members are all to aware the different approaches to risk 

between Health and Social Care colleagues.  It is important to iron out any 

differences and ensure any assessment of risk is co produced and the 

approach benefits all areas of the workforce.  

AWDPF members asked for clarity on who the lead practitioner would be 

during a transition situation. 

There will need to be a lot of work prior to implementation to ensure that 

integration with health colleagues is meaningful, proactive.  

There is a risk that changes may destabilise effective process and 

systems for DPR.  AWDPF members acknowledge that there is already a 

bureaucratic process in place despite attempts to streamline by many and 

that navigating different cultural aspects and viewpoints is difficult.  If 

these are not clarified early on will cause more issues. 

Response 047

6



Completed by members from the All Wales Direct Payments Forum 
Chair Zoe Williams, and Vice Chair Mark Cooper  
September 2022 

WG need to be mindful that controls in place will be challenged at ground 

level and that people are key to this consultation and implementation.  

Above all else any guidance produced needs to be clear and AWDPF 

members highlighted the changes made to the code with the use of the 

word ‘must’ and ‘should’ which have helped.  

AWDPF members emphasised that it is WG responsibility that new 

legislation is followed and implemented and interpreted correctly and that 

the guidance should be clear to all parties. 

AWDPF believe that appropriate and timely training for all assessing 

parties and practitioners is key and that they must understand the 

implications and benefits for the recipient and for PHB, HIW CIW WG and 

LA all being involved to ensure this is available and implemented ahead 

of the ‘live’ date.   

AWDPF members raised the concern of individuals having capacity to 

consent to the new health budgets and were clear that this should be 

determined following the MCA and the function should be key to this area. 

Capacity to consent to the Health Budget must be explored with clear 

pathways to who can stand in the shoes of the individual and work in their 

best interests. 

Independent User Trusts – These can be very complex, expensive and 

there is little or no understanding across the board how these work and 

how to get them up and running.  If they are to be used in the interim or 

continue to be an option more work is required. Where trusts are in place 

appropriate and robust paperwork and support for the trustees in order to 

safeguard the individual, PAs and trustees. 

Also sufficient funding for individuals to have a legal trust drawn up. 

AWDPF advise there needs to be clear transition mechanisms if someone 

currently receives Direct Payments from Social Care but this is to move to 

Health. 

Training and guidance for employers giving direction to their PAs on 

medical interventions - will there be a requirement for them to be trained 

in competency to give direction regarding medical tasks to their PAs in the 

same way PAs will require competency, training and governance. 

There needs to be clear guidance on responsibility and roles.  Lessons 

can be learnt from Direct Payments where employers refuse, to take 
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responsibility or do not fully understand their responsibility or are 

dismissive of it. 

There needs to be robust and clear explanation to what the Health Budget 

will and will not fund and any actions taken if the individual strays from this 

or uses inappropriately. 

Regular and clear reviews of the Health Budget and process in place for 

if they end, allowing all scenarios to be covered.  

Question 2.6: We would like to know your views on the effects that 

introducing direct payments for continuing NHS healthcare would have on 

the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh 

and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. What 

effects do you think there would be? How could positive effects be 

increased, or negative effects be mitigated? 

AWDPF acknowledge there are varying opportunities  for people to use 

Welsh across Wales and acknowledged this is variable according to the 

Welsh local authority standards.  There are challenges for PAs, availability 

of shelley speaking PAs and time to undertake language and training 

instruction. 

Health boards standards on Welsh Language are different to those that 

are mandatory to LAs. 

Also highlighted with regards to language are the following: 

Workforce demographic profiles are different.  

Legislation and standards are different  

Welsh language commissioner needs to consulted and included as part 

of co-producing promotional, marketing and documentation.  

Welsh language officers in LAs may want to work collaboratively with 

equivalents in Health boards   

All need to be involved 

 

Question 2.7: Please also explain how you believe our proposals for 

introducing direct payments for continuing NHS healthcare could be 

formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive 

effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on 
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treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language, 

and no adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the  

Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably 

than the English language. 

Complex worded question see above  

 

Question 2.8: We have asked a number of specific questions in this 

chapter. If you have any related issues which we have not specifically 

addressed, please use this space to report them 

Will the parent of children with CCC needs be able to access the same 

benefits as adult. 

How will Health audit effectiveness. 

Forum member stated the following:  

Co-producing these new arrangements has not been discussed or 
mentioned in this proposal. What involvement have service users had in 
the development of these new arrangements.  

Clear guidance about the new proposal and detail regarding what can be 
provided and by whom is vital.  

Guidance should be clear, easy to read and easy to follow for service 
users and professionals. Direct Payments as an option for all should be 
provided with equity, parity, clarity, transparency and delivered in a timely 
manner for all organisations throughout Wales.  

Should the proposal finally be adopted, then a ‘joined up’ Communication 
Strategy needs to be devised incorporating all parties supporting clients 
accessibility to the new service an detailing the support available to 
navigate through this.  

There are also key considerations that the staff delivering the expanded 
DP service are appropriately instructed, trained, informed and supervised 
with clearly defined role profiles and job descriptions.  

There is currently an All-Wales Direct Payment Forum and a Direct 
Payment Advisor Forum that serve to support both development of the 
service and broad parity in delivery. It would be prudent that any 
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developments capitalise on the significant amount of work already 
completed and ongoing.  

Nationally and Internationally the Citizens Network and Dr. Simon Duffy 
are doing some innovative work on personalised budgets that may be 
worth exploring.  
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Consultation Response Form 

Your name: Michael Holding  

Organisation (if applicable): Care Inspectorate Wales 

Email / Telephone number:   

Your address: Care Inspectorate Wales 

Llandudno Junction Office 

Government Offices 

Sarn Mynach 

Llandudno Junction 

Conwy 

LL31 9RZ 

Responses to consultations may be made public, on the internet or in a report. If you 

would prefer your response to remain anonymous, please place a tick in the box:  

Please tell us who you are responding on behalf of. For example is this your own 

response or is it sent on behalf of an organisation?  

Care Inspectorate Wales (organisation response) 

Please note we have responded to Chapter 3 Only 

If you want to receive a receipt of your response, please confirm your email address, 

here:  
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Questions on Chapter 1: Eliminating profit from the care of children 

looked after 

There are 12 questions about this chapter. 

 

Question 1.1: Do you think that introducing provision in legislation that only allows 

‘not-for-profit’ providers to register with CIW will support delivery of the Programme 

for Government commitment to eliminate profit from the care of children looked 

after? 

 

Question 1.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal? You may 

wish to consider, for example: 

- Benefits, and disbenefits; 

- Costs (direct and indirect), and savings;  

- Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics; 

- Other practical matters such as cross-border issues. 

Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be 

mitigated, would also be welcome. 

Please explain your reasoning. 

 

Question 1.3: One approach could be for the legislation to define ‘not-for-profit’ in 

terms of the types of organisation that would qualify. Do you consider that the 

restriction should also be expressed in terms of the way that any trading surplus is 

expended? What would be the effects and implications of this? 

 

Question 1.4: Do you think the primary legislation should include a power for Welsh 

Ministers to amend the definition of ‘not-for-profit’ through subordinate legislation? 

 

Question 1.5: What are your views on the proposed timings for the primary 

legislation to come into effect?  
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Question 1.6: Are there any issues in relation to transition for children looked after, 

local authorities and service providers you would like to draw our attention to? 

 

Question 1.7: What are your views on the issuing of guidance to support the 

implementation of the primary legislation? 

 

Question 1.8: What are your views on using legislation to place a restriction on local 

authorities to commission placements from ‘not-for-profit’ organisations only? In 

particular: 

- Do you think it would support us to deliver the commitment to eliminate profit 

from the care of children looked after in Wales?  

- What would be the benefits, disbenefits and other implications of such an 

approach? 

- What would be an appropriate timescale for implementing such an 

approach, if it were to be adopted in Wales? 

 

Question 1.9: What are your views on the possibility of approaches being taken in 

response to these legislative proposals which would undermine the intention to 

eliminate profit from the care of children looked after in Wales? Are there any actions 

which would guard against such activity? 

 

Question 1.10: We would like to know your views on the effects that the legislative 

changes to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after will have on the 

Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on 

treating the Welsh language no less favorably than English. What effects do you 

think there would be?  How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects 

be mitigated? 

 

Question 1.11: Please also explain how you believe the legislative changes to 

support delivery of eliminating profit from the care of children looked after could be 

formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on 

opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh 

language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on 

opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh 

language no less favourably than the English language. 

Response 048

3



 

Question 1.12: This chapter has focused on how we can achieve the commitment to 

eliminate profit in the care of children looked after, and we have asked a number of 

specific questions. If you have any related issues which we have not specifically 

addressed, please use this space to report them. 
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Questions on Chapter 2: Introducing direct payments for Continuing 

NHS healthcare 

There are 8 questions about this chapter. 

 

Question 2.1: We have outlined our proposals to introduce further voice and control 

for adults receiving Continuing Health Care (CHC) in Wales.  Do you agree or 

disagree with these proposals?  Please explain your reasoning. 

 

Question 2.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal?  

You may wish to consider, for example: 

- Benefits, and disbenefits; 

- Costs (direct and indirect), and savings;  

- Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics; 

- Other practical matters such as cross-border issues or transition to the new 

arrangements. 

Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be 

mitigated, would also be welcome. 

Please explain your reasoning. 

 

Question 2.3: What lessons can we learn from other countries’ practice in this area? 

 

Question 2.4: Do you believe there are any other or complementary approaches we 

should be considering to achieve the same effect? If so, please outline below. 

 

Question 2.5: We will work to ensure that any legislative change is supported by 

robust guidance to help both payment recipients and practitioners understand how 

the system will operate. Can you identify anything that it would be helpful to include 

in this guidance? What other support should be provided? 
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Question 2.6: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing 

direct payments for continuing NHS healthcare would have on the Welsh language, 

specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh 

language no less favourably than English. What effects do you think there would 

be?  How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated? 

 

Question 2.7: Please also explain how you believe our proposals for introducing 

direct payments for continuing NHS healthcare could be formulated or changed so 

as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to 

use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than 

the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the 

Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the 

English language.  

 

Question 2.8: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you 

have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this 

space to report them. 
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Questions on Chapter 3: Mandatory reporting of children and adults at 

risk 

There are 11 questions about this chapter. 

 

Question 3.1: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report a 

child at risk (as defined in section 130(4) of the Social Services and Well-being 

(Wales) Act 2014 directly on individuals within relevant bodies? 

We would agree with this as it would be in line with relevant professional 

codes of conduct for many professions.  

We would recommend, however, the code of professional practice for social 

care is revised to ensure it explicitly links to the DTR and child protection. 

Question 3.2: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report an 

adult at risk (as defined in section 126(1) of the 2014 Act) directly on individuals 

within relevant bodies? 

We would agree with this as it would be in line with relevant professional 

codes of conduct for many professions.  

We would recommend, however, the code of professional practice for social 

care is revised to ensure it explicitly links to the DTR and adult safeguarding. 

Question 3.3: What in your view would be the likely benefits, disbenefits, risks, 

costs, savings and equality impacts of such an approach?  

Please explain your reasoning. 

We believe this would promote professional accountability. This would be 

particularly relevant also for those that currently sit outside the relevant 

partners definition.  

In making a safeguarding report professionals should always be prepared to 

provide their name and contact details to help enquiries. We recognise 

however, in some circumstances (for example care workers employed in 

registered services) there can be a reluctance to disclose contact details, 

sometimes because of fear of potential reprisals via their employer. If  

imposed the duty could potentially be a disincentive to report for certain 

workers. We would recommend whistleblowing and Employment Rights Act 

1996 (as amended by the Public Interest Disclosure Act 1998) is clearly 

referenced as an important element of safeguarding processes. 
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Question 3.4: What lessons can we learn from the duties to report in other 

countries?  

None that we are familiar with. 

Question 3.5: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced – for children and 

adults at risk – should these sit alongside, or replace, the existing duties on 

organisations under the 2014 Act? 

We believe this should sit alongside existing duties so responsibilities on 

relevant partners, as well as individuals, are maintained. 

Question 3.6: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, should they apply 

to the workforce of current ‘relevant partners’ under section 162 of the 2014 Act 

(including youth offending teams in relation to children), or more widely, for example 

to those working in religious or sports settings, etc., and in particular: 

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)? 

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults?  

Given the consultation on this arose from IICSA inquiry into residential 

schools, we believe it is essential the reporting duty should apply more widely 

than current relevant partners, as in, but not limited to, the examples above.  

It should apply across services providing care and support for both children 

and adults. This would be consistent with the Wales Safeguarding procedures. 

Question 3.7: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, which occupation 

types or roles should be subject to any duty (e.g. members of regulated professions; 

employed staff, even if they are not regulated; volunteers), and in particular: 

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)? 

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults?  

This should be applicable across all organisations (as comments noted in 3.6) 

providing a care or support service to adults and children. 

Question 3.8: What sanctions do you think would be proportionate or appropriate for 

failure to comply with an individual reporting duty? 

This will depend on the impact of the failure to report. For regulated 

professionals it may require a referral to the relevant regulatory body. For 

those not requiring registration, a failure to report should as a minimum be 

considered a development or disciplinary matter, with learning and 

development about safeguarding being a requirement of any action. 
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Question 3.9: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing 

individual reporting duties would have on the Welsh language, specifically on 

opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less 

favorably than English. What effects do you think there would be?  How could 

positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated? 

We consider systems and processes that facilitate opportunity for individuals 

to communicate in Welsh are essential. 

Question 3.10: Please also explain how you believe proposals for introducing 

individual reporting duties could be formulated or changed so as to have positive 

effects or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh 

language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English 

language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh 

language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English 

language.  

We consider systems and processes that facilitate opportunity for individuals 

to communicate in Welsh are essential. This should include the provision of 

training through the medium of Welsh.  

Question 3.11: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you 

have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this 

space to report them. 

One area that may require specific attention and clarity is in relation to 

practitioners working with older young people, to reinforce the DTR applies 

across age ranges (0-18). 
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Questions on Chapter 4: Amendments to regulation of service providers 

and responsible individuals  

Part 2 and Schedule 1 of the Regulation and Inspection of Social Care (Wales) Act 

2016 (‘the 2016 Act’) provides the basis on which Care Inspectorate Wales (‘CIW’) – 

on behalf of the Welsh Ministers – undertakes functions relating to the registration, 

regulation and inspection of ‘regulated services’.  

This chapter of the consultation focuses on proposed amendments to the regulatory 

regime for regulated services, service providers and their designated responsible 

individuals. These relate to a range of matters provided for within the 2016 Act, 

including:  

a) Identifying unregistered services 

b) Publication of annual returns 

c) Publication of inspection reports 

d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration   

e) Responsible individuals  

f) Definition of ‘Care’ for children and young people 

Questions on proposed amendments relating to each of these matters follow. 

There are 21 questions about this chapter. 

 

Question 4.1: (a) Identifying unregistered services - power to obtain information: Do 

you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers 

(CIW) to require information from any person where there is reasonable cause to 

believe that they are providing a service which should be regulated? 

 

Question 4.2: (a) Identifying unregistered services - power to obtain information: Do 

you agree with the proposal to extend the offence of failing to provide information 

when required to do so, to include these persons? 

 

Question 4.3: (a) Identifying unregistered services - power of entry: Do you agree 

with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to remove ambiguity and make it clear that 

the Welsh Ministers (CIW) have the power to enter and inspect any premises which 

they have reasonable cause to believe is (or has been) used as a place at or from 
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which a service is (or has been) provided, or which is (or has been) used in 

connection with the provision of a regulated service? 

 

Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services - power of entry: Do you agree 

with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to 

comply with a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances? 

 

Question 4.5: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to 

amend the 2016 Act to require service providers to publish their annual returns?  

 

Question 4.6: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to 

create a related offence of failing to publish an annual return? 

 

Question 4.7: (c) Publication of inspection reports: Do you agree with the proposal 

to amend the 2016 Act to provide additional flexibility for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) 

to recognise circumstances where it may not be appropriate, relevant, or 

proportionate to prepare and/or publish an inspection report? 

 

Question 4.8: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – variation of 

registration as a service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 

Act to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to issue an 

improvement notice to a provider in circumstances where the provider is no longer 

providing that service or using that place to provide a service? 

 

Question 4.9: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration - removal of 

a condition on a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to 

amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to remove a condition on a 

service provider’s registration without giving a notice of proposal (section 18) and 

notice of decision following notice of proposal (section 19), when the circumstances 

which led to the imposition of the condition no longer apply? 

 

Question 4.10: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to 

cancel a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 
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2016 Act to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to follow the 

improvement notice process to cancel the registration of a service provider in 

circumstances when the provider has already ceased to provide a regulated service? 

 

Question 4.11: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – 

information from providers who are cancelling their registration: Do you agree with 

the proposal to create a regulation-making power under Section 14 of the 2016 Act 

to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to require information from a service provider 

who is cancelling their registration and exiting the market? 

 

Question 4.12: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to 

extend the timescale within an Improvement Notice: Do you agree with the proposal 

to amend the 2016 Act to give the Welsh Ministers (CIW) the power to extend the 

timescale for information to be provided when improvement notices are issued? 

 

Question 4.13: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to 

cancel a service provider’s registration in prescribed circumstances: Do you agree 

with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to 

disapply the section 16(3)(b) requirement within the improvement notice – to take 

particular action or provide information – in prescribed circumstances, when it would 

be futile to apply the requirement? 

 

Question 4.14: (e) Responsible individuals – making representations: Do you agree 

with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to give Responsible Individuals the right to 

make representations to the Welsh Ministers (CIW), against any improvement notice 

or cancellation of their designation, provided the representations are made within the 

time limit specified within the notice? 

 

Question 4.15: (e) Responsible individuals – sending the improvement notice to the 

service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to require 

that any improvement notice served to a Responsible Individual must also be sent to 

the service provider? 

 

Question 4.16: (e) Responsible individuals - Removing a Responsible Individual 

without making an application to designate a new Responsible Individual: Do you 
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agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a service provider to apply to 

the Welsh Ministers (CIW) for a variation of the conditions of their registration to 

remove a Responsible Individual when they are not designating a replacement 

Responsible Individual as part of the same application? 

 

Question 4.17: (f) Definition of ‘Care’ for children and young people: Do you agree 

with the proposal to adjust the definition of ‘care’ in section 3 of the 2016 Act in order 

to place beyond doubt that the provision of parental-type care is recognised as being 

‘care’ within the meaning of the 2016 Act? 

 

Question 4.18: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this 

chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: 

- Benefits, and disbenefits; 

- Costs (direct and indirect), and savings;  

- Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics; 

- Other practical issues. 

Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be 

mitigated, would also be welcome. 

Please explain your reasoning, either here or, if easier, please feel free to note any 

impacts specific to an individual proposal under the appropriate question above. 

 

Question 4.19: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals 

in this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for 

people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than 

English. What effects do you think there would be?  How could positive effects be 

increased, or negative effects be mitigated? 

 

Question 4.20: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter 

could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive 

effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the 

Welsh language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse 

effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the 

Welsh language no less favourably than the English language. 
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Question 4.21: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you 

have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this 

space to report them. 
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Questions on Chapter 5: Amendments to regulation of the social care 

workforce  

There are 9 questions about this chapter. 

 

Question 5.1: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide that 

a person who has held office as a member of Social Care Wales may be reappointed 

once? Please explain your reasoning. 

 

Question 5.2: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide 

Social Care Wales with the power to grant a conditional registration for a person, 

when they are renewing their registration, in certain circumstances? Please explain 

your reasoning. 

 

Question 5.3: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a 

panel to review and extend interim orders as appropriate, up to the maximum of 18 

months? Please explain your reasoning.  

 

Question 5.4: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide a 

Fitness to Practise panel with the ability to revoke an interim order, during review 

proceedings, where it is necessary and appropriate? Please explain your reasoning. 

 

Question 5.5: What, in your view, would make it necessary and appropriate for a 

Fitness to Practise panel to revoke an interim order? 

 

Question 5.6: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this 

chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: 

- Benefits, and disbenefits; 

- Costs (direct and indirect), and savings;  

- Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics; 

- Other practical issues. 
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Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be 

mitigated, would also be welcome. 

Please explain your reasoning. 

 

Question 5.7: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in 

this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for 

people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than 

English. What effects do you think there would be?  How could positive effects be 

increased, or negative effects be mitigated? 

 

Question 5.8: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter 

could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive 

effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the 

Welsh language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse 

effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the 

Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.  

 

Question 5.9: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you 

have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this 

space to report them. 
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Questions on Chapter 6: Extending the definition of social care worker 

to include childcare and play workers 

There are 5 questions about this chapter. 

Question 6.1: We would like to know your views on the proposal to extend the 

definition of ‘social care worker’ to include both childcare and play workers.  In 

particular, are you in favour of extending the role of Social Care Wales to cover 

childcare and play workers working in the childcare sector?  

Please explain your reasoning. 

 

Question 6.2: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposal? You 

may wish to consider, for example: 

- Benefits, and disbenefits; 

- Costs (direct and indirect), and savings;  

- Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics; 

- Other practical issues. 

Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be 

mitigated, would also be welcome. 

Please explain your reasoning. 

 

Question 6.3: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposal 

would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use 

Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. What 

effects do you think there would be?  How could positive effects be increased, or 

negative effects be mitigated? 

 

Question 6.4: Please also explain how you believe the proposal could be formulated 

or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on 

opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh 

language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on 

opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh 

language no less favourably than the English language.  
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Question 6.5: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you 

have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this 

space to report them. 
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Consultation Response Form 

Your name: Jane O’Toole  

Organisation (if applicable): Clybiau Plant Cymru Kids’ Clubs 

Email / Telephone number:   

Your address: Bridge House, Station Road, Llanishen, Cardiff. CF14 5UW 

Responses to consultations may be made public, on the internet or in a report. If you 

would prefer your response to remain anonymous, please place a tick in the box:  

Please tell us who you are responding on behalf of. For example is this your own 

response or is it sent on behalf of an organisation?  

On Behalf of Clybiau Plant Cymru Kids’ Clubs 

If you want to receive a receipt of your response, please confirm your email address, 

here:  
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Questions on Chapter 6: Extending the definition of social care worker 

to include childcare and play workers 

There are 5 questions about this chapter. 

Question 6.1: We would like to know your views on the proposal to extend the 

definition of ‘social care worker’ to include both childcare and play workers.  In 

particular, are you in favour of extending the role of Social Care Wales to cover 

childcare and play workers working in the childcare sector?  

Please explain your reasoning. 

We would be in favour of extending the role of SCW to include Playworkers who are 

working within the childcare, Out of School Childcare and Open Access sectors. 

Through the WeCare Wales campaign and #diolch, SCW have already included 

Playworkers working in the Out of School Childcare sector, including Playworkers in 

the role of SCW will allow for a more inclusive footprint for the sector as a whole.  

We would be in favour for the following reasons: 

• Consistency for providers that also offer early years care.  Staff cross over in 

their roles between early years, childcare and playwork settings in order to 

retain sustainable employment so it would support better cohesiveness across 

the childcare sector.   

• Facilitating the work being done as part of the professionalisation of the 

workforce and ECEC 

• Support amendments to the NMS with the SCW Induction Framework being 

recognised and enable its use across the whole early years, childcare and 

play sector. 

• Complement the collaborative work of Cwlwm (consortium of five childcare 
and play partners) and facilitate partnership working with SCW further  

• Playworkers having the opportunity to access Training/CPD/Resources from 
SCW   

• Increased promotion of the Playwork sector,  

• Playwork sector will feel better represented and valued. 
 

Question 6.2: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposal? You 

may wish to consider, for example: 

- Benefits, and disbenefits; 

- Costs (direct and indirect), and savings;  

- Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics; 

- Other practical issues. 
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Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be 

mitigated, would also be welcome. 

Please explain your reasoning. 

• The Playwork sector will be recognised, potentially increasing the number of 
those who consider childcare and playwork as a career and helping to 
mitigate or at least reduce the recruitment and retention issues currently faced 
by the sector. 

• It will recognise the whole age range that is worked with not merely focus on 
early years provision. Support for childcare settings is required for children up 
to the age of 12.  

• It will allow SCW to support all those working within the sector. 

• It will ensure that the work, including resources and training would be 
inclusive for the whole sector, facilitating a more cohesive approach. 

 

Question 6.3: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposal 

would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use 

Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. What 

effects do you think there would be?  How could positive effects be increased, or 

negative effects be mitigated? 

• Increasing the cohesiveness of the childcare and play sector would increase 

opportunities for the Welsh language to be used, supporting the retention of 

those working in the sector. 

Question 6.4: Please also explain how you believe the proposal could be formulated 

or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on 

opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh 

language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on 

opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh 

language no less favourably than the English language.  

 

Question 6.5: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you 

have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this 

space to report them. 

• Playworkers traditionally have worked with children between the ages of 3 
and 12, they are not early years workers, nor are they youth workers. The 
inclusion of Playworkers within the role of Social Care Worker will be a 
recognition of the importance of the role they provide as part of the 
foundational economy. 
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Proposed changes to legislation on social care and continuing
health care

Q1. Question 1.1: Do you think that introducing provision in legislation that only allows
‘not­for­profit’ providers to register with CIW will support delivery of the Programme for
Government commitment to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after?

No Response

Q2. Question 1.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal? You may wish
to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect), and savings
Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other practical matters
such as cross­border issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or
negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q3. Question 1.3: One approach could be for the legislation to define ‘not­for­profit’ in
terms of the types of organisation that would qualify. 

Do you consider that the restriction should also be expressed in terms of the way that any
trading surplus is expended? 

What would be the effects and implications of this?

No Response

Q4. Question 1.4: Do you think the primary legislation should include a power for Welsh
Ministers to amend the definition of ‘not­for­profit’ through subordinate legislation?

No Response

Q5. Question 1.5: What are your views on the proposed timings for the primary legislation
to come into effect?

No Response

Q6. Question 1.6: Are there any issues in relation to transition for children looked after,
local authorities and service providers you would like to draw our attention to?

No Response

Q7. Question 1.7: What are your views on the issuing of guidance to support the
implementation of the primary legislation?

No Response
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Q8. Question 1.8: What are your views on using legislation to place a restriction on local
authorities to commission placements from ‘not­for­profit’ organisations only?

In particular: Do you think it would support us to deliver the commitment to eliminate profit
from the care of children looked after in Wales? What would be the benefits, disbenefits
and other implications of such an approach? What would be an appropriate timescale for
implementing such an approach, if it were to be adopted in Wales?

No Response

Q9. Question 1.9: What are your views on the possibility of approaches being taken in
response to these legislative proposals which would undermine the intention to eliminate
profit from the care of children looked after in Wales?

Are there any actions which would guard against such activity?

No Response

Q10. Question 1.10: We would like to know your views on the effects that the legislative
changes to eliminate profit from the care of children looked after will have on the Welsh
language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh
language no less favorably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q11. Question 1.11: Please also explain how you believe the legislative changes to
support delivery of eliminating profit from the care of children looked after could be
formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for
people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably
than the English language.

No Response
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Q12. Question 1.12: This chapter has focused on how we can achieve the commitment to
eliminate profit in the care of children looked after, and we have asked a number of
specific questions. If you have any related issues which we have not specifically
addressed, please use this space to report them.

Shared Lives Plus recently submitted a proposal to Albert Heaney, Chief Social Care Officer for a
change in legislation to enable care experienced young people to access Shared Lives care from the
age of 16yrs. This would enable the 600+ young care leavers, who wish to leave foster care, to choose
a Shared Life alongside other options such as bedsits, B+B's, sofa surfing, supported living
accommodation. Shared Lives is a preventative and early intervention service.
This proposal aligns with Welsh Government's ambition to eliminate profit from care of looked after
children. There are currently 8 Shared Lives schemes in Wales, covering all 22 local authorities, 6 are
Local Authority led and 2 are not for profit organisations. 
Young people who may only ever have experienced chaos, lack of continuity and opportunity would
receive tailored support as they journey into adulthood. Shared Lives carers open up their own homes
and lives for people who need support to live well. A family home setting with stability, trusting, loving
relationships, support and guidance.
Figures provided to the Wales Public Accounts Committee by Fabric, a charity aiming to improve the
emotional wellbeing of care leavers, show that 20% of homeless people are care leavers, 25% of adult
prisoners have been in care, and 14% of young women leaving care are pregnant or already a mother. 
Shared Lives can bridge the gap, enable a young person to thrive, understand their own strengths,
learn how to move on to independence with timely and tailored guidance from a Shared Lives carer
and their family. 
As we explain in our Proposal and subsequent evidence paper submitted to Welsh Government,
Shared Lives, if successfully grown in Wales for care experienced young people, could widen options
for young people leaving care, giving them voice and choice over their futures, improve outcomes, and
save statutory services significant amounts of money over time. For more information:

Q13. Question 2.1: We have outlined our proposals to introduce further voice and control
for adults receiving Continuing Health Care (CHC) in Wales.

Do you agree or disagree with these proposals? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q14. Question 2.2: What in your view are the likely impacts of the proposal?

You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and
indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics
Other practical matters such as cross­border issues or transition to the new arrangements
Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects could be
mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q15. Question 2.3: What lessons can we learn from other countries’ practice in this area?

No Response
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Q16. Question 2.4: Do you believe there are any other or complementary approaches we
should be considering to achieve the same effect?

If so, please outline below.

No Response

Q17. Question 2.5: We will work to ensure that any legislative change is supported by
robust guidance to help both payment recipients and practitioners understand how the
system will operate. 

Can you identify anything that it would be helpful to include in this guidance? 

What other support should be provided?

No Response

Q18. Question 2.6: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing direct
payments for continuing NHS healthcare would have on the Welsh language, specifically
on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q19. Question 2.7: Please also explain how you believe our proposals for introducing
direct payments for continuing NHS healthcare could be formulated or changed so as to
have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the
Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English
language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q20. Question 2.8: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q21. Question 3.1: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report a
child at risk (as defined in section 130(4) of the Social Services and Well­being (Wales)
Act 2014 directly on individuals within relevant bodies?

No Response

Q22. Question 3.2: What are your views on the principle of imposing a duty to report an
adult at risk (as defined in section 126 (1) of the 2014 Act) directly on individuals within
relevant bodies?

No Response
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Q23. Question 3.3: What in your view would be the likely benefits, disbenefits, risks, costs,
savings and equality impacts of such an approach? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q24. Question 3.4: What lessons can we learn from the duties to report in other
countries? 

No Response

Q25. Question 3.5: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced – for children and
adults at risk – should these sit alongside, or replace, the existing duties on organisations
under the 2014 Act?

No Response

Q26. Question 3.6: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, should they apply
to the workforce of current ‘relevant partners’ under section 162 of the 2014 Act (including
youth offending teams in relation to children), or more widely, for example to those
working in religious or sports settings, etc., and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults? 

No Response

Q27. Question 3.7: If individual reporting duties were to be introduced, which occupation
types or roles should be subject to any duty (e.g. members of regulated professions;
employed staff, even if they are not regulated; volunteers), and in particular:

(a) What are your views on this in respect of children (under the age of 18)?

(b) What are your views on this in respect of adults?

No Response

Q28. Question 3.8: What sanctions do you think would be proportionate or appropriate for
failure to comply with an individual reporting duty?

No Response

Q29. Question 3.9: We would like to know your views on the effects that introducing
individual reporting duties would have on the Welsh language, specifically on
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response
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Q30. Question 3.10: Please also explain how you believe proposals for introducing
individual reporting duties could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects
or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and
on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language, and no
adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating
the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q31. Question 3.11: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q32. Question 4.1: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW)
to require information from any person where there is reasonable cause to believe that
they are providing a service which should be regulated?

No Response

Q33. Question 4.2: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power to obtain information: Do
you agree with the proposal to extend the offence of failing to provide information when
required to do so, to include these persons?

No Response

Q34. Question 4.3: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to remove ambiguity and make it clear that the
Welsh Ministers (CIW) have the power to enter and inspect any premises which they have
reasonable cause to believe is (or has been) used as a place at or from which a service is
(or has been) provided, or which is (or has been) used in connection with the provision of
a regulated service?

No Response

Q35. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

No Response

Q36. Question 4.4: (a) Identifying unregistered services ­ power of entry: Do you agree
with the proposal to extend the offence of obstructing an inspector or failing to comply with
a requirement imposed by an inspector, to include these circumstances?

No Response

Q37. Question 4.5: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to require service providers to publish their annual returns?

No Response
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Q38. Question 4.6: (b) Publication of annual returns: Do you agree with the proposal to
create a related offence of failing to publish an annual return?

No Response

Q39. Question 4.7: (c) Publication of inspection reports: Do you agree with the proposal
to amend the 2016 Act to provide additional flexibility for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to
recognise circumstances where it may not be appropriate, relevant, or proportionate to
prepare and/or publish an inspection report?

No Response

Q40. Question 4.8: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – variation of
registration as a service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act
to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to issue an improvement notice
to a provider in circumstances where the provider is no longer providing that service or
using that place to provide a service?

No Response

Q41. Question 4.9: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration ­ removal of a
condition on a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend
the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to remove a condition on a service
provider’s registration without giving a notice of proposal (section 18) and notice of
decision following notice of proposal (section 19), when the circumstances which led to
the imposition of the condition no longer apply?

No Response

Q42. Question 4.10: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the
2016 Act to remove the requirement for the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to follow the
improvement notice process to cancel the registration of a service provider in
circumstances when the provider has already ceased to provide a regulated service?

No Response

Q43. Question 4.11: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration –
information from providers who are cancelling their registration: Do you agree with the
proposal to create a regulation­making power under Section 14 of the 2016 Act to enable
the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to require information from a service provider who is cancelling
their registration and exiting the market?

No Response

Q44. Question 4.12: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
extend the timescale within an Improvement Notice: Do you agree with the proposal to
amend the 2016 Act to give the Welsh Ministers (CIW) the power to extend the timescale
for information to be provided when improvement notices are issued?

No Response
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Q45. Question 4.13: (d) Improvement notices and cancellation of registration – power to
cancel a service provider’s registration in prescribed circumstances: Do you agree with
the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to enable the Welsh Ministers (CIW) to disapply the
section 16(3)(b) requirement within the improvement notice – to take particular action or
provide information – in prescribed circumstances, when it would be futile to apply the
requirement?

No Response

Q46. Question 4.14: (e) Responsible individuals – making representations: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to give Responsible Individuals the right to make
representations to the Welsh Ministers (CIW), against any improvement notice or
cancellation of their designation, provided the representations are made within the time
limit specified within the notice?

No Response

Q47. Question 4.15: (e) Responsible individuals – sending the improvement notice to the
service provider: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to require that
any improvement notice served to a Responsible Individual must also be sent to the
service provider?

No Response

Q48. Question 4.16: (e) Responsible individuals ­ Removing a Responsible Individual
without making an application to designate a new Responsible Individual: Do you agree
with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a service provider to apply to the Welsh
Ministers (CIW) for a variation of the conditions of their registration to remove a
Responsible Individual when they are not designating a replacement Responsible
Individual as part of the same application?

No Response

Q49. Question 4.17: (f) Definition of ‘Care’ for children and young people: Do you agree
with the proposal to adjust the definition of ‘care’ in section 3 of the 2016 Act in order to
place beyond doubt that the provision of parental­type care is recognised as being ‘care’
within the meaning of the 2016 Act?

No Response

Q50. Question 4.18: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning, either here or, if easier, please feel free to note any
impacts specific to an individual proposal under the appropriate question above.

No Response
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Q51. Question 4.19: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q52. Question 4.20: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q53. Question 4.21: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q54. Question 5.1: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide that
a person who has held office as a member of Social Care Wales may be reappointed
once? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q55. Question 5.2: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide
Social Care Wales with the power to grant a conditional registration for a person, when
they are renewing their registration, in certain circumstances? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q56. Question 5.3: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to allow a
panel to review and extend interim orders as appropriate, up to the maximum of 18
months? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q57. Question 5.4: Do you agree with the proposal to amend the 2016 Act to provide a
Fitness to Practise panel with the ability to revoke an interim order, during review
proceedings, where it is necessary and appropriate? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Response 050
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Q58. Question 5.5: What, in your view, would make it necessary and appropriate for a
'fitness to practise' panel to revoke an interim order?

No Response

Q59. Question 5.6: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposals in this
chapter? You may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct
and indirect), and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected
characteristics Other practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be
increased, or negative effects could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q60. Question 5.7: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposals in
this chapter would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to
use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.

What effects do you think there would be?

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q61. Question 5.8: Please also explain how you believe the proposals in this chapter
could be formulated or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive
effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on
opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language
no less favourably than the English language.

No Response

Q62. Question 5.9: We have asked a number of specific questions in this chapter. If you
have any related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space
to report them.

No Response

Q63. Question 6.1: We would like to know your views on the proposal to extend the
definition of ‘social care worker’ to include both childcare and play workers. In particular,
are you in favour of extending the role of Social Care Wales to cover childcare and play
workers working in the childcare sector? 

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Response 050
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Q64. Question 6.2: What in your view would be the likely impacts of the proposal? You
may wish to consider, for example: Benefits, and disbenefits Costs (direct and indirect),
and savings Impacts upon individuals and groups with protected characteristics Other
practical issues Your views on how positive effects could be increased, or negative effects
could be mitigated, would also be welcome.

Please explain your reasoning.

No Response

Q65. Question 6.3: We would like to know your views on the effects that the proposal
would have on the Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh
and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English. 

What effects do you think there would be? 

How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No Response

Q66. Question 6.4: Please also explain how you believe the proposal could be formulated
or changed so as to have positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities
for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less
favourably than the English language, and no adverse effects on opportunities for people
to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than
the English language

No Response

Q67. Question 6.5: We have asked a number of specific questions. If you have any
related issues which we have not specifically addressed, please use this space to report
them:

No Response

Submit your response  

Q68. You are about to submit your response. Please ensure you are satisfied with the
answers you have provided before sending.

Name: Kathryn Nadena Morgan

Organisation (if applicable): Shared Lives Plus

E:mail:

Telephone:

Your address: ­

Q69. If you want to receive a receipt of your response, please provide an email address.

Email address

kathryn@sharedlivesplus.org.uk
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Q70. Responses to consultations may be made public. To keep your response
anonymous (including email addresses) tick the box.

No Response

Response 050
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