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Introduction 

The purpose of this report is to seek approval for funding to assist in the provision of a major 
adaptation to a house in Bellshill owned by Mr & Mrs B. 

Background 

Mr & Mrs B and their family are owner-occupiers of a mid-terrace house in Bellshill. Their 9-year- 
old son K has a neuromuscular condition causing weakness to his muscles. He uses a powered 
wheelchair to access his surroundings and requires support to attend to all aspects of personal care. 
There is a stairlift and a bathlift in situ in the house, but these do not presently meet K’s needs. K 
requires to transfer using a hoist, and this cannot be fully used due to the lack of space. The family 
presently have to lift K, which is against Social Work recommendations. A mobile hoist is in place 
but this can only be used for bed/w.c transfers. 

He has been assessed by an Occupational Therapist from the Social Work Department, and has been 
given a priority score of 28. The Occupational Therapist has recommended that ground-floor 
bedroodshower room facilities be provided for him and this is to be facilitated by the building of a 
new rear extension to the house. This would enable K to independently access all areas of his home 
environment and allow him to be safely supported to attend to his personal care, reducing the risks to 
both parents. 

Other options have been considered. A through-floor lift is not feasible due to space restrictions and 
K’s limited independence. The family would not consider moving house due to the valuable support 
network for them and their son in the immediate neighbourhood, and the Director of Social Work 
concurs with this position. 

Mr & Mrs B’s architect has prepared proposals, which provide for an extension comprising a 
bedroom, and toilet/shower facilities. Competitive tenders have been obtained, and the total cost 
including professional fees and VAT is estimated at 246,526. These costs are high in relation to 
average costs for similar extensions and this has been taken up with the architect and quantity 
surveyor. The project has been put out to tender on 3 occasions to a total of 8 contractors, but only 4 
offers have been received. It is considered that the lowest tender is competitive in relation to the 
current tendering climate and in particular the fact the only access to the site is through the close, 
with all materials and equipment having to be taken through by hand. An Improvement Grant of 
21 5,200 (76% of E20,OOO) has been approved but Mr & Mrs B have intimated that they would be 
Linable to fund the balance of $3 1,326. In such circumstances, the provision of additional “top-up” 
funds in terms of Section 12 (1) of the Social Work (Scotland) Act 1969 may be considered. 
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In the Policy Review at the time of introduction of the new Improvement/Repairs Grant system in 
October 2003, Committee agreed that in future, top-ups would be provided only on the costs of a 
Disabled Adaptation in excess of 220,000, and at the same percentage as the Iinproveinent Grant. In 
this case therefore, if a top-up is to be provided, it would be based on 76% of the difference between 
the estimated total cost (246,526) and 220,000, viz. It would be 220,160. 

The balance of costs, after provision of an Iinproveinent Grant and a top-up, would be &11,166 and 
would require to be funded by the applicant. It is not clear, at present, whether or not the family will 
be able to fLmd this amount. 

Where the amount of a proposed top-up grant exceeds &10,000 there is an arrangement, approved at 
Social Work Committee in August 1998, whereby the Director of Administration will secure a 
Standard Security. This is registered in the title deeds of the property and specifies that repayment of 
the top-up grant shall be required, on a sliding scale, if the property is sold or disposed of within 10 
years, excepting disposal to the person with a disability for whom the adaptation is made, or disposal 
by the Executor of the deceased owner acting in that capacity. If the proposed top-up exceeds 
&20,000, the arrangements also require consent of Committee. 

Proposals 

The proposed adaptation has been agreed by the Social Work Department as the minimum required to 
meet K’s long-term needs. It is therefore proposed that in addition to the Iinproveinent Grant of 
E1 5,200, a top-up grant of 220,160 be provided, subject to the granting of a Standard Security in 
favour of the Council. This would be dependent on the availability of resources to fund the top-up, 
and a separate report dealing with this issue is on the agenda of this Committee. The actual amount of 
the top-up would depend on the final total costs of the project. 

Corporate Considerations 

The Director of Social Work is in full agreement with these proposals. 

Recommendation 

It is recommended that, subject to resources being available, Committee authorise officers to proceed 
to provide a top-up grant of 220,160, secured by a Standard Security, to Mr & Mrs B; the actual 
amount of the top-up varying in accordance with the final total costs of the project. 

Further Information 

Further information is available in the Social Work and Housing & Property Services Departments. 

Director of Housing & Property Services 


