
COUNCIL  
14/09/2011 at 4.00 pm 

 
Present: The Mayor – Councillor R Knowles 

 
Councillors Alexander, Akhtar, Alcock, Azad, Barker, 
Bashforth, Battye, Beeley, Blyth, Brownridge, Buckley, 
Butterworth, Chadderton, B Dawson, L Dawson, Dean, 
J Dillon, P Dillon, Dinoff, Harrison, Harrison, Heffernan, 
Hibbert, Hindle, Holley, Houle, Hudson, J Hulme, 
Hussain, Iqbal, Jabbar, Judge, Knowles (Chair), Larkin, 
Malik, Martin, Masud, McCann, McDonald, McLaren, 
McMahon, Moores, Newton, Qumer, Rehman, Roughley, 
Salamat, Sheldon, Shuttleworth, Stanton, Stretton, Sykes, 
Thompson, Toor, Ur-Rehman, Williams, Williamson, 
Wingate and Wrigglesworth 
 

 

1   TO RECEIVE APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE.   

Apologies for absence were received from Councillor Sedgwick. 

2   TO ORDER THAT THE MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF 
THE COUNCIL HELD ON 20TH JULY 2011 BE SIGNED AS 
A CORRECT RECORD.  

 

RESOLVED – That the Minutes of the meeting held on 20th July 
2011 as circulated and amended at Item 18 (6) be approved as 
a correct record. 

3   TO RECEIVE DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST IN ANY 
MATTER TO BE DETERMINED AT THE MEETING.  

 

There was one declaration of interest. 
 
Councillor Dean declared a prejudicial interest in Item 18 Motion 
2 by virtue of his appointment to the NHS Executive Board. He 
left the room for this item and took no part in the discussion or 
voting thereon. 
 

4   TO DEAL WITH MATTERS WHICH THE MAYOR 
CONSIDERS TO BE URGENT BUSINESS.  

 

The Mayor informed the meeting that he had been notified of an 
Item of Urgent business.  
 
The Independent Boundary Commission for England had 
launched a 12 week consultation on its initial proposals for new 
Parliamentary constituency boundaries in England.  The 
deadline date for consultation on this review would be 5th 
December with a public Hearing taking place on 11th and 12th 
October.  
To present this Item of business at the next meeting of Council 
in November would not leave sufficient time for Council to 
debate the impact the changes would have to our communities. 
It was suggested that Council would need to agree to establish a 
working group to review the proposals and respond to the 
consultation.  



For this reason the Mayor had agreed to allow this Item of 
business onto the agenda.  
 
RESOLVED – That 
 
1. A Working Group be established, as detailed in the report, to 
consider the initial proposals; 
2. The following Members be appointed to serve on the Working 
Group: 
 
Councillors McMahon, Akhtar and Battye; 
Councillors Sykes and Dillon; and 
Councillor Hulme 
 

5   TO RECEIVE COMMUNICATIONS RELATING TO THE 
BUSINESS OF THE COUNCIL.  

 

There were no communications relating to the business of the 
Council. 

6   TO NOTE PETITIONS RECEIVED RELATING TO THE 
BUSINESS OF THE COUNCIL.  

 

The Mayor advised the meeting that two petitions had been 
received for noting by the Council. 
 
RESOLVED – That 
 
The following list of petitions received since the last meeting of 
Council be noted: 
 
Executive Director, Economy, Place & Skills 

 
 
1. Introduction of Dog Free Hours in Parks (received 13 July 

2011) (327 signatures) 
 
2. Objections to Restrictions on Dog Walking – High 

Crompton Park (received 29 July 2011) (105 signatures) 
 
 
 

7   TO DEAL WITH ANY TOPICAL ISSUES AGREED BY THE 
MAYOR  

 

There were no topical issues. 

8   TO RECEIVE AND CONSIDER QUESTIONS AND 
RELATED COMMENTS FROM RESIDENTS OF THE 
BOROUGH ABOUT ANY MATTERS RELEVANT TO THE 
FUNCTIONS OF THE COUNCIL  

 

1. Question received from Parish Councillor Ken Hulme: 
 
After the problems besetting the Edinburgh tram project can 
Oldham Council tell us if the Metro-link extension through the 
Town Centre is: 
  



a) Still on schedule to be completed in 2014 ? 
  
b) Is still within budget despite the delays to the temporary 
metro-link line being constructed on the old railway line through 
the former mumps station? 
  
c) That there will be no further cost to the Boroughs council tax 
payers over and above the £100 million plus, committed to the 
project by the previous administration' 

 

 
Councillor Hibbert as Cabinet Member for Housing Transport 
and Regeneration responded as follows: 
 
a) Metrolink 3B which is the line that will run from Oldham 
Werneth, along Featherstall Road North, Middleton Road and 
then through Oldham town centre along Union Street to a brand 
new stop at Oldham Mumps, is still on schedule for completion 
in 2014 as originally planned. The construction of Metrolink 3B 
which takes the track on-street and involves a major change in 
levels from Oldham Werneth to Oldham Mumps is a major civil 
engineering project and the construction programme, which is 
being managed by Transport for Greater Manchester, is running 
on schedule. 
 
b) The decision to delay to the opening of Metrolink 3A to the 
temporary stop at Mumps was part of a wider decision regarding 
the Metrolink network rather than being specific to the service to 
Oldham. The delay occurred because of the decision to invest in 
a modern electronic traffic management system that will improve 
the punctuality of the service across the whole of Greater 
Manchester.  
  
Whilst this system improvement had an impact upon the 
opening date for Metrolink 3A to the temporary Mumps stop, 
it does not have any impact upon the opening date for Metrolink 
3B through Oldham Town Centre.  Metrolink 3A will now open in 
February/March 2012.  
 
c) The additional cost of this Greater Manchester wide traffic 
management system has not been assigned to any costs 
incurred specifically by the Council because it relates to the 
management of the entire Metrolink network rather than being 
specific to Metrolink 3A or 3B.  
 
 
2. Question received from Jill Davies: 
 
'Will the planned removal of the athletics track at Churchill 
Playing Fields in Greenfield by Oldham council be a appropriate 
legacy for the future of sport in Saddleworth in the year of the 
London Olympics in 2012? 
It has been clearly shown that the required pitch layout at 
Churchill can be easily achieved with the retention of the 



existing track. Is it not time the council seriously consider this 
course of action?' 
 
 
Councillor Hudson spoke on this issue 
Councillor Sheldon spoke on this issue. 
 
Councillor Stretton as Cabinet Member for Neighbourhoods 
responded as follows: 
 
 
In terms of the Olympic legacy: 
 

1. The Council’s proposal for Churchill will: 
 

• Continue to support the use of the site for a wide range of 
sports including rugby, athletics and football 

• Provide some alternatives (namely the new 100m sprint 
track and distance markers along an improved perimeter 
path) for the road and fell running warm-ups, occasional 
speed work and youth training sessions currently taking 
place on the athletics track on Thursday evenings during 
the summer months (through Saddleworth Runners). 

• Make it possible for local sports clubs to: 
o Set-up new youth and women’s teams 
o Progress to higher divisions in the national league 

structure; and 
o Run more community sports activity in the closed 

session. 
 

This is in line with the Vision for the London 2012 
Olympics, which also has young people, youth 
engagement and youth development in sport at its heart. 

 
2. Under the previous administration, this is and always 

has been a District Partnership initiative and remains 
so. 

 
3. In developing Clayton Playing Fields the previous 

administration gave consideration to proposals to 
retain the running track and concluded that its 
retention was inconsistent with a sustainable drainage 
solution that provided the number and standard of 
pitch provision that the external funders were 
prepared to finance.  The current administration has 
received numerous requests to reconsider and there 
has been a pause to revisit the issue. We have taken 
advice and concluded that the retention of the running 
track is not consistent with the plans for Churchill. 

 
 
 

 
 
 



3. Question received from David Hampson: 
 
How will the council ensure that any money paid by the 
council to Oldham Athletic Football Club remains with the club 
and does not go to either, any holding company, investment 
company or investor such as Mr. Corney, apparently, the 

present owner of the club. 

 
 
Councillor Hibbert responded as Cabinet Member for Housing, 
Transport and Regeneration: 
 
It is important to clarify that all of the money due to be paid by 
the Council in connection with the Lancaster Club, Chapel Road 
and stadium redevelopment transactions would be released to 
Oldham Athletic (2004) Limited – not to Mr Corney or any other 
investor connected with the Club. 
 
That said, the deal agreed between Oldham Athletic and 
Oldham Council is rather complex insofar as all of the purchase 
monies paid in respect to the Lancaster Club is not paid 
immediately upon completion of the acquisition.  In order to 
protect the public purse and to incentivise Oldham Athletic to 
carry out the planned stadium development in a timely manner, 
whilst there is a base price, the purchase monies is released in 
phases and would be dependant on the Council securing the 
relevant permissions for development on the site. 
 
I now refer to these ‘top-up’ payments.  They are directly linked 
to the redevelopment of Boundary Park and would be released 
in accordance with progress on the new North Stand.  
Consequently, if the new stand is not constructed, the club 
would not receive any additional payments, other than a base 
price taking into account the existing value of the Lancaster Club 
only.  That is not a redevelopment value that could be realised 
from securing additional planning permissions, the planning 
status of the land changing under the Local Development 
Framework etc. 
 
It is therefore important to Oldham Athletic that they should carry 
out the planned redevelopment of Boundary Park, as originally 
proposed, in order to maximise the value of the Lancaster Club 
asset. 
 
 
 
4. Question received from David Wheeler: 
 
Can the council confirm that years 3 and 4 of the road repairs 
monies as secured by the previous administration, is ring fenced 
for road repairs the original intention. Or is any of this money 
being redirected to other urgent projects.  

 

 

 



 

Councillor Stretton as Cabinet Member for Neighbourhoods 
responded as follows: 
 
I can confirm that the £10m Highways Investment Programme 
remains intact for the ongoing highways repair programme. The 
funding is provided through prudential borrowing and the 
investment is seen as necessary to deliver an improvement in 
the condition of the Council's classified highways network (A, B 
and C roads). The work programme is designed to deliver 
a reduction in the Council's liability in connection with trips, falls 
and claims on the highway network which in turn will support this 
investment .  
 
The Year 1 programme is currently underway and Year 2 is 
being reviewed to ensure that the repayment of the £10m 
supports the above business case. Years 3 and 4 will continue 
along a similar basis, however, a further review will be 
undertaken at the end of each winter period to assess if any 
further unexpected deterioration has taken place due to adverse 
weather.  

 

RESOLVED – That the questions and responses be noted. 

 

 

 
 
 

9   OUTSTANDING BUSINESS FROM THE PREVIOUS 
MEETING  

 

There were no items of outstanding business from the previous 
meeting. 
 

10   MOTIONS OF OPPOSITION BUSINESS   

MOTION 1. Councillor Alcock MOVED and Councillor 
Thompson SECONDED 
 
This Council welcomes the recent announcement by the 
Coalition Government, in May, that it is to enshrine the Armed 
Forces Covenant in law, for the first time.  
 
This Council supports both:- 
 

(i) the principles of the Covenant which is designed to 
ensure that the Armed Service Community do not 
suffer disadvantage as a result of their service and 
that they receive special treatment where 
appropriate; and  

 
(ii) The Government intention to establish those 

principles in law. 
 
This Council therefore resolves:- 



 
1. That the Chief Executive write to the three Borough 

MP’s seeking their support for the proposals by the 
coalition Government to enshrine in law the 
principles of the Armed Forces Covenant 

 
2. That the Chief Executive writes to the Secretary for 

Defence, Dr Liam Fox expressing the full support of 
the Council for his legislative proposals.   

 
AMENDMENT 
 

Councillor Wrigglesworth MOVED and Councillor Dean 
SECONDED the following amendment: 
 
To add at point 2, following the word proposals  ‘’and requesting 
information from the Secretary of State for Defence as to how 
the principles of the Covenant will be beneficial to armed forces 
personnel and their immediate families’’.  
 
The amended item will then read:- 
 
 
This Council welcomes the recent announcement by the 
Coalition Government, in May, that it is to enshrine the Armed 
Forces Covenant in law, for the first time. 
 
This Council supports both:- 
 

(i)        the principles of the Covenant which is designed 
to ensure that the Armed Service Community do 
not suffer disadvantage as a result of their service 
and that they receive special treatment where 
appropriate; and  

 
(ii) The Government intention to establish those 

principles in law. 
 
This Council therefore resolves:- 
 
1.   That the Chief Executive write to the three Borough MP’s 
seeking their support for the proposals by the coalition 
Government to enshrine in law the principles of the Armed 
Forces Covenant 

 
2.  That the Chief Executive writes to the Secretary for Defence, Dr 
Liam Fox expressing the full support of the Council for his legislative 
proposals and requesting information from the Secretary of State for 
Defence as to how the principles of the Covenant will be beneficial to 
armed forces personnel and their immediate families. 

 
Councillor Alcock accepted the wording of Councillor 
Wrigglesworth’s Amendment 

 

Councillor Hudson spoke in support of the Amendment. 
 



On being put to the vote the amendment was CARRIED 
unanimously 

 

A vote was then taken on the substantive motion as amended. 
 
On being put to the vote the motion was CARRIED unanimously.  

 
 
RESOLVED – That  
 
  
1.   That the Chief Executive write to the three Borough MP’s 
seeking their support for the proposals by the coalition 
Government to enshrine in law the principles of the Armed 
Forces Covenant 

 
2.  That the Chief Executive writes to the Secretary for Defence, Dr 
Liam Fox expressing the full support of the Council for his legislative 
proposals and requesting information from the Secretary of State for 
Defence as to how the principles of the Covenant will be beneficial to 
armed forces personnel and their immediate families. 

 
 
 
MOTION 2. Councillor Thompson MOVED and Councillor 
Stanton SECONDED 

This council notes with concern the proposals contained in the 
government consultation paper ‘Localising support for council 
tax in England’. 

Council broadly welcomes the increase in local autonomy and 
the protection for pensioners.   

However, it believes the 10% flat rate reduction in government 
contribution will be unfair because: 

1. It affects the poorest people – benefit claimants and the 
low-waged – if passed on  

2. It squeezes the poorest authorities like Oldham hardest, 
because they generally have most CTB claimants, and 
are least able to cushion the effect because low-banded 
properties restrict the ability to raise revenue.  

3. Measures in place to restrict council tax rises mean that 
any cushioning is most likely to come from service 
reductions.  These often affect the least well off most.  

4. It devolves the blame for a central decision to local 
authorities.  

 This council therefore:-  

(a) Calls upon the Chief Executive to respond to this 
consultation, vigorously contesting the flat rate reduction. 

(b) Requests the borough’s three MPs to support the borough’s 
call for reconsideration of the flat rate reduction; and 



(c) Requests the Leaders of the council’s opposition parties to 
lobby relevant ministers to press for the same. 

AMENDMENT 
 

Councillor Jabbar MOVED and Councillor Hibbert SECONDED 
the following amendment: 
 

To add to point 4 as an additional sentence ‘’Which can only be 
minimised if councils make cuts to other front line services’’.      
 
The amended item will then read:- 

This council notes with concern the proposals contained in the 
government consultation paper ‘Localising support for council 
tax in England’. 

Council broadly welcomes the increase in local autonomy and 
the protection for pensioners.   

However, it believes the 10% flat rate reduction in government 
contribution will be unfair because: 

1. It affects the poorest people – benefit claimants and the 
low-waged – if passed on  

2. It squeezes the poorest authorities like Oldham hardest, 
because they generally have most CTB claimants, and 
are least able to cushion the effect because low-banded 
properties restrict the ability to raise revenue.  

3. Measures in place to restrict council tax rises mean that 
any cushioning is most likely to come from service 
reductions.  These often affect the least well off most.  

4. It devolves the blame for a central decision to local 
authorities. Which can only be minimised if councils make 
cuts to other front line services.  

 This council therefore:-  

(a) Calls upon the Chief Executive to respond to this 
consultation, vigorously contesting the flat rate reduction. 

(b) Requests the borough’s three MPs to support the 
borough’s call for reconsideration of the flat rate 
reduction; and  

(c) Requests the leaders of the council’s opposition parties to 
lobby relevant ministers to press for the same. 

Councillor Thompson accepted the wording of Councillor 
Jabbar’s Amendment 
 
On being put to the vote the amendment was CARRIED with 
FIFTY FOUR votes being cast IN FAVOUR of the Amendment 
and FIVE AGAINST. 
 
A vote was then taken on the substantive motion as amended. 
 



On being put to the vote the motion was CARRIED with FIFTY 
FOUR votes being cast IN FAVOUR and FIVE AGAINST. 
 
RESOLVED – That 
 

1. The Chief Executive be requested to respond to this 
consultation, vigorously contesting the flat rate reduction. 

2. The borough’s three MPs be requested to support the 
borough’s call for reconsideration of the flat rate reduction; and 

3. The Leaders of the Council’s opposition parties be requested 
to lobby relevant ministers to press for the same.  

 
 

 

 

11   TO NOTE THE MINUTES OF THE FOLLOWING JOINT 
AUTHORITY AND OLDHAM PARTNERSHIP MEETINGS 
AND THE RELEVANT SPOKESPERSONS TO RESPOND 
TO QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS  

 

Minutes of the Joint Authorities were submitted as follows: 
 
Greater Manchester Fire & Rescue Authority 23rd June 2011 
 
Greater Manchester Police Authority  17th June 2011 
                                                                            20th June 2011 
 
Transport for Greater Manchester Committee 24th June 2011 
(AGM) 
                                                                            24th June 2011 
 
Association of Greater Manchester   24th June 2011 
Authorities Executive 
 
Greater Manchester Combined Authority  24th June 2011 
 
Greater Manchester Waste Disposal  17th June 2011 
Authority 
 
Unity Partnership     21st June 2011 
 
The following questions were asked at the meeting in relation to 
the Joint Authority Minutes: 
 
 
The following questions were asked at the meeting in relation to 
the Joint Authority Minutes: 
 

(i) Councillor Heffernan to Councillor Judge 
(Spokesperson on the Greater Manchester Fire and 
Rescue Authority) Page 8 Minute 12 - Nomination of 
Members to Answer Questions 2011/12 – Clarification 



was sought on who was the person who had been 
nominated for the purpose of answering on behalf of 
the Authority questions that were raised during the 
course of their councils in relation to the discharge of 
functions of the Authority. 

 
(ii) Councillor Heffernan to Councillor Judge 

(Spokesperson on the Greater Manchester Fire and 
Rescue Authority) Page 6 Minute 10 – Appointment of 
Committees 2011/12 – It had been the understanding 
of Members that with regard to the nominations for 
senior members, Chairmen etc. these positions would 
be taken up by the leading party – why hasn’t this 
happened in this case? 
 
 
 

(iii) Councillor Brownridge to Councillor Hibbert 
(Spokesperson on Transport for Greater Manchester 
Committee) Page 36 Minute 11/19 – Metrolink Update 
– Concern expressed that when phase 3a is 
completed the stop at Mumps will be divorced from 
the Town Centre. 

 
(iv) Councillor Holley to Councillor Williams 

(Spokesperson on Greater Manchester Fire and 
Rescue Authority) Page 12 Minute 20 – Independent 
Remuneration Panel – Scheme of Members’ 
Allowances – Clarification was sought in relation to 
the expenses of the Chairman of the Fire & Rescue 
Authority. 

 
(v) Councillor McCann to Councillor Akhtar 

(Spokesperson on Unity Partnership) Page 70 Minute 
6 – Update on Phase 2 – Appreciation was given to 
Councillor Stretton in relation to the marked 
improvements to the highways, and a question was 
put to Councillor Akhtar requesting reassurance that 
delays would not occur with the implementation of 
future roadwork schemes.   

 
The following observations were made in relation to the Joint 
Authority Minutes: 
 

 (vi)  Councillor McMahon made the following observation 
on the Minutes of the Greater Manchester Fire and 
Rescue Authority. The Fire Authority had been lacking 
in good leadership in recent years. There had been a 
history of joint working but this had been 
disappointing. There was a need for some 
modernisation. 

 
(vii) Councillor Sykes agreed with the above observation 

by Councillor McMahon on the Minutes of the Greater 
Manchester Fire and Rescue Authority. 



             
(viii)      Councillor Sykes made the following observation on 

the Minutes of 
                the Greater Manchester Waste Disposal Authority, 
17th June 2011 
                Page 62 Minute 14 – Household Waste Recycling 
Centres 2011/12 

Budget Options Update – Closure of the Recycling 
Centre at Chandos Street,Shaw. There have been no 
firm proposals to replace and as far as I am aware no 
discussions with adjoining landowners to allow 
expansion at the site which seemed to be the 
problem, although we seem to have money to allow 
people to snoop in bins. There will be an increase in 
fly tipping. We are now the only Borough with one 
facility some have three or four and this does not 
seem right as we are the lead authority. 

 
(ix) Councillor J Dillon made the following observation on 

the Minutes of the Transport for Greater Manchester 
Authority 24th June 2011 Page 36 Minute 19 – 
Metrolink Update. Reference was made to the shuttle 
link and the pedestrian facilities that would be provided 
for the public at Mumps. 

  
(x) Councillor J Dillon made the following observation on 

the Minutes of the Transport for Greater Manchester 
Authority 24th June 2011 Page 36 Minute 18 – He was 
pleased to see this minute and added that there was a 
need to work on the franchising process, possibly with 
Cheshire or Lancashire. 

 
At this point in the meeting the Mayor announced that this item 
had run out of time and that written responses to Councillor 
Sykes and Councillor Dillon be provided. 
 
Councillor Dillon informed the meeting that he did not require a 
written response as he was satisfied with the verbal response to 
his observation. 

 
RESOLVED – That –  
 

   1. The questions, answers and observations on the Joint Authority 
Minutes be noted.  

 
   2. Councillor Salamat (Spokesperson for the Greater Manchester 

Waste Disposal Authority) to provide a written response to the 
observation made by Councillor Sykes. 
 
 
 

12   CABINET QUESTION TIME   

The following written questions were submitted: 
 



(i) Councillor Alexander to Councillor McMahon, Leader of the 
Council 
Could the Leader of the Council outline the planned programme 
of refurbishments to the Boroughs War Memorials and the 
budget provision set aside for these essential works? 

 

(ii) Councillor J Harrison to Councillor McMahon, Leader of the 
Council 
 
In view of recent comments in the press from members of the 
Liberal Democrat Group could the Leader of the Council inform 
members of the changes made to the staffing and location of his 
office and the changes made to Councillors’ allowances? 
 
Could he further inform the Council of the net savings to the 
Council Tax Payers of Oldham these changes will bring in the 
financial years 2011/2012 and 2012/2013? 
 
(iii) Councillor Azad to Councillor P Harrison Cabinet Member for 
Adult Social Services and Health 
Could Cllr P Harrison advise the Council when he expects the 2 
new Welfare Rights Officers to be in post, and what does he 
hope will be the net effect on our residents and their carers who 
are entitled to disability benefits etc? 
 
(iv)Councillor Shuttelworth to Councillor McDonald, Cabinet 
Member, Children, Young People, Families Leisure and Culture 
 
Could Councillor McDonald comment on the opening of the 
Regional Science Centre and its potential impact on the future 
for Higher Education in our Borough?  
 
(v) Councillor Dean to Councillor Stretton, Cabinet Member for 
Neighbourhoods 
 
Could Councillor Stretton comment on the positive effects on the 
local neighbourhood of the implementation of the school safety 
zone Huddersfield Rd/Dunkerley St utilizing the Section 106 
monies from the Tesco development? When does she envisage 
the scheme costing £479,000 in total to be completed? 
 
(vi) Councillor Thompson to Councillor Jabbar, Cabinet Member 
for Finance and Human Resources 
As part of the council’s support for staff displaced by the need to 
make savings, well over 40 staff were provided early this year 
with free training courses in setting up their own business.  This 
training was provided partly in response to enquiries whether 
such staff could bid to provide services for the council as co-
operatives, a proposal which was welcomed. 
 
In view of the renewed emphasis on co-operatives, could Cllr 
Jabbar please inform Council how many business proposals 
have been submitted to date.   
 



(vii) Councillor Thompson to Councillor Jabbar, Cabinet Member 
for Finance and Human Resources 
The District Auditor gave the council a positive Value for Money 
judgement for the first time ever as part of the 2010/11 audit. 
 
Will Cllr Jabbar please give Council an outline of what has 
changed to achieve this breakthrough? 
 
And will he join me in congratulating and thanking the Finance 
and Corporate Property Teams on their excellent joint work over 
the last two years and more to achieve this milestone? 
 
(viii) Councillor Stanton to Councillor Hibbert, Cabinet Member 
for Housing Transport and Regeneration. 
 
Could the Cabinet Member confirm that this Labour 
administration is committed to ensuring that a fully refurbished 
and revitalised Oldham Town Hall remains an integral part of 
their plans for Oldham Town Centre.   
 
 
Cabinet Members’ Responses were received in the order below 
and were as follows: 
 

(i) Councillor McMahon responded to Councillor 
Alexander with the following answer(s): 

 
The refurbishment of the Borough’s War Memorials had 
been carried out on the basis of need. Both Bardsley and 
Pots and Pans had access issues and were considered to be 
a priority. The Town Centre memorial would need significant 
work carrying which included work on the mechanism. 

 
 
 

(ii) Councillor McMahon responded to Councillor J 
Harrison with the following answer(s): 

 
Savings had been made by the carrying out of office 
changes and Members’ contribution to the budget had 
enabled a saving of £250,000; this was the equivalent of two 
or three libraries. 

 
 

(iii) Councillor P Harrison responded to Councillor Azad 
with the following answer(s): 

 

The Welfare Rights Officers posts will be formally established by 
the end of this month and recruitment to the posts will then take 
place, with a view to the service commencing in early January 
2012.   

It is estimated that £2 million will be raised by benefit take up 
exercises over the next couple of years. 



This is a win-win approach, as it will help both disabled people 
and their families, and raise income from increasing social care 
charges for the Council. 

 
 

(iv) During the course of  Councillor McDonald’s response 
to Councillor Shuttleworth the Mayor announced that 
this item was out of time and that this response, along 
with the remaining responses as detailed below would 
be forwarded to all Members, in writing, within five 
clear working days of the meeting. 

 
 

 
(v) Councillor Stretton’s response to Councillor Dean;  
 

 
(vi) Councillor Jabbar’s response to Councillor Thompson;  

 
: 
(vii) Councillor Jabbar’s response to Councillor Thompson; 

and  
 
 
(viii) Councillor Hibbert’s response to Councillor Stanton.  

 
 
 
RESOLVED – That  
 
1.The questions submitted and responses given be noted. 
 
2. Responses (iv) to (viii) as detailed above, be forwarded to 
all Members, in writing, within five clear working days of the 
meeting. 

  

13   TO NOTE THE MINUTES OF THE MEETINGS OF THE 
CABINET HELD ON THE UNDERMENTIONED DATES, 
INCLUDING THE ATTACHED LIST OF URGENT KEY 
DECISIONS TAKEN SINCE THE LAST MEETING OF THE 
COUNCIL, AND TO RECEIVE ANY QUESTIONS ON ANY 
ITEMS WITHIN THE MINUTES FROM MEMBERS OF THE 
COUNCIL WHO ARE NOT MEMBERS OF THE CABINET  

 

The following Cabinet Minutes were submitted: 
 
1st August 2011  
22nd August 2011  
 
The following written question regarding the Cabinet Minutes 
was submitted at the meeting:  
 
(i) Councillor Butterworth to Councillor McMahon regarding the 
Cabinet minutes 1st August items 7 and 9  re Acquisition of the 
Lancaster Club.  



 
Could the Leader of the Council comment on the investment 
being made in acquiring the freehold of the Lancaster Club, 
Broadway and its potential as a new development site in the 
Borough? 

 

 
 
RESOLVED – That  
 

1. The Minutes of the Cabinet meetings listed above be 
noted; 

2. The question submitted be noted; and 
3.  The Urgent Key Decision be noted. 

14   TO RECEIVE RESPONSES TO THE QUESTIONS RAISED 
FROM APPROPRIATE CABINET MEMBERS TO 
QUESTIONS RAISED IN 13 ABOVE  

 

The following response was received from the appropriate 
Cabinet Member in relation to those questions raised in Item 13: 
 

(i) Councillor McMahon to Councillor Butterworth 
 

The Council are still in the process of legally completing the 
proposed acquisition of the Lancaster Club site and as a 
consequence, it would not be possible to release commercially 
sensitive information.  I would however like to draw your 
attention to the recent ‘Oldham Athletic Football Club: 
Frequently Asked Questions’ page included on the main Oldham 
Council website which attempts to answer many of the public 
questions received by Members and Officers alike. 
 
http://www.oldham.gov.uk/oafcfaqs  
 
In addition to this, it is fair to say that the Lancaster Club is 
currently seen to be an underutilised gateway site which, if 
controlled, could prove to be a key regeneration project that 
benefits Oldham residents.  In agreeing a deal with Oldham 
Athletic, the Council have also helped to secure the 
redevelopment of the Boundary Park site and secure the town’s 
professional football team for years to come. 
 
Although it would be difficult to project any figures or added 
value to the local economy – as this would change dependant 
on the design, size and layout of any completed scheme -  it 
would not be unrealistic to suggest that the Council have helped 
to facilitate schemes totalling £30,000,000 (thirty million pounds) 
over the two sites.  Considering the present property market, 
timescales associated with this expenditure and immediate 
benefit to the Oldham economy, this is thought to be massive. 

 

 

RESOLVED – That the response given to the question raised at 
Item 13 be noted. 



15   TO RECEIVE OBSERVATIONS ON ANY ITEMS WITHIN 
THE MINUTES OF THE CABINET RECEIVED ABOVE 
FROM MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL WHO ARE NOT 
MEMBERS OF THE CABINET  

 

The following observations were received on items within the 
Cabinet Minutes above from Members of the Council who are 
not Members of the Cabinet: 
 
Page71/72 –Cabinet Meeting 1st August 2011 Minute 4 – the 
Public Question relating to the Council’s Capital Programme and 
a balanced Budget together with page 75 – Cabinet Meeting 
22nd August 2011 Minute 6 – Final Accounts 2010/2011. 
 
Councillor Thompson stated that there had been a remarkable 
transformation in only three years and that thanks should be 
placed on record for all the hard work that had been undertaken 
by Officers in obtaining this result. 
 
Page 73 – Cabinet Meeting 1st August 2011 Minute 6 – Revenue 
Monitor 2011-12; Month 3 (June) – Resolution 3. 
 
Councillor Roughley requested that report authors exercise 
caution when using terms such as “Reserves” as in his opinion 
this term could be misconstrued by members of the public when 
used as it had been in the report referred to in this minute. 
 
Page 73 – Cabinet Meeting 1st August 2011 Minute 6 – Revenue 
Monitor 2011-12; Month 3 (June) 
 
Councillor Hindle spoke about the alterations that had taken 
place to rooms on level three at the Civic Centre which he 
presumed had been funded from the existing Revenue Budget. 
He expressed concern at the lack of meeting rooms for 
Members and the fact that the Members’ Lounge had been lost 
as part of this process. 
 
 
Councillor Sykes referred to Page 73 – Cabinet Meeting 1st 
August 2011 Minute 6 – Revenue Monitor 2011-12; Month 3 
(June) and spoke of the alterations had taken place and also 
those that had occurred during the time of previous 
administrations. He pointed out that what local residents really 
wanted to know was what had been spent and what had been 
saved and how this had affected the Council’s finances. 
 
Councillor Sykes also referred to the recent announcement that 
the Leader would not be travelling to China this year and to the 
fact that the previous Administration had not spent money on 
what the press had referred to as a junket/jolly either. He took 
the opportunity to point out that on previous occasions when 
Members had made the trip a lot of hard work had been 
undertaken which had resulted in a number of benefits to the 
Borough. 
 



RESOLVED – That the observations be noted. 
 

16   TO RECEIVE COMMENTS FROM APPROPRIATE CABINET 
MEMBERS TO OBSERVATIONS MADE ABOVE  

 

In response to Councillor Thompson, regarding the Public 
Question relating to the Council’s Capital Programme and a 
balanced Budget together with the minute relating to the Final 
Accounts 2010/2011. 
Councillor Jabbar informed the meeting that he had expressed 
his thanks in a number of meetings and had met every single 
Officer who had been involved in this huge achievement and 
had thanked them personally. 
Councillor Jabbar pointed out that he had been Chair of the 
Audit Committee when the issues had been raised initially and 
informed the meeting that as a result a number of initiatives had 
been put in place over recent years which had resulted in these 
achievements.  
 
 
In response to Councillor Roughley regarding the Council’s 
Reserves  Councillor Jabbar advised that the reserves had been 
accounted for and the Council’s finances had been well 
managed with the accounts having been closed in record time; 
he offered to have a one to one discussion with Councillor 
Roughley on this issue. 
 
 
Councillor McMahon referred to the recent letters in the press 
and stated that it was not a good use of Council time to be 
discussing these types of issues in full Council. What was 
needed was an assurance for residents of the Borough that they 
would receive good value for their money. He informed the 
meeting that he had been present at the Cabinet meeting where 
the decisions had been taken in relation to the Council’s Capital 
Programme and a balanced Budget together with the discussion 
on the Final Accounts, and that he had, along with Councillor 
Jabbar, placed on record his thanks to the officers involved in 
the process and had also acknowledged the work of the 
previous Administration in this area. 
 
 
RESOLVED – That the responses to the observations be noted. 

17   NOTICES OF MOTION   

a) Councillor Ur-Rehman MOVED and Councillor Newton 
SECONDED the following Notice of Motion: 
 
Police Authority Budget Cuts. 
 
This Council notes with great concern the Government’s 
financial cuts to the Greater Manchester Police Authority’s 
funding amounting to £134m. 
 



We agree with the Police Federation’s statement that cuts of this 
magnitude will seriously jeopardise our local police force’s ability 
to deal effectively with future incidents of serious crime and 
disorder. 
 
Therefore, following the recent riots in various major 
conurbations in England, this Council resolves to write to our 3 
MP’s asking them to lobby HM Government to review their 
funding cuts to Police Authorities nationally.  
 
AMENDMENT  
 
Councillor Alcock MOVED and Councillor McCann SECONDED 
an AMENDMENT to the Motion.  
 
“Para 2 line 3 after the words “PP.crime and disorder” delete 
the full stop and add the following 
 
“,but also note comments from the Chief Constable of Greater 
Manchester who suggests that the cuts will not see a rise in 
crime.”  
 
Para 3, line 1 after the words P.”major conurbations in England” 
add the words 
 
“we welcome the way GMP dealt with the recent civil 
disturbances in Greater Manchester and.” 
 
Motion to read 
 
“This Council notes with great concern the Government’s 
financial cuts to the Greater Manchester Police Authority’s 
funding amounting to £134m 
 
We agree with the Police Federation’s statement that cuts of this 
magnitude will seriously jeopardise our local police force’s ability 
to deal effectively with future incidents of serious crime and 
disorder, but also note comments from the Chief Constable of 
Greater Manchester who suggests that the cuts will not see a 
rise in crime.” 
 
Therefore, following the recent riots in various major 
conurbations in England, we welcome the way GMP dealt with 
the recent civil disturbances in Greater Manchester and this 
Council resolves to write to our three MP’s asking them to lobby 
HM Government to review their funding cuts to Police 
Authorities nationally.” 
 
Councillor Dean spoke against the Amendment 
Councillor Holley spoke in support of the Amendment 
Councillor Hulme spoke in support of the Amendment 
Councillor Rehman spoke against the Amendment 
Councillor Judge spoke against the Amendment 
Councillor Hudson spoke in support of the Amendment 
Councillor Sykes spoke in support of the Amendment 



 
Councillor Ur Rehman exercised his right of reply. 
 
Councillor Alcock exercised his right of reply. 
 
On being put to the vote TWENTY FIVE votes were cast IN 
FAVOUR of the AMENDMENT with THIRTY FOUR votes cast 
AGAINST the AMENDMENT. 
 
The AMENDMENT to the MOTION was therefore LOST. 
 
A debate then took place on the original MOTION: 
 
Councillor Houle spoke in support of the Motion 
Councillor McLaren spoke in support of the Motion 
 
 
On being put to the vote THIRTY FOUR votes were cast IN 
FAVOUR of the MOTION with FIVE votes cast AGAINST and 
TWENTY ABSTENTIONS. 
The MOTION was therefore CARRIED. 

 

 

b) Councillor Battye MOVED and Councillor Moores 
SECONDED the motion 
 
Funding to the NHS in Oldham. 
 
“This Council notes that the Prime Minister has on numerous 
occasions pledged to increase year on year the funding for the 
NHS in ‘’real terms’’.  
Despite this pledge NHS funding in the year 2010/11 fell by 
£766m. 
In particular funding for NHS Oldham will be reduced this year 
by 2% or £8.2m. Whilst funding in Surrey will rise by 4.2% or 
£61.4m. 
Since the formation of the NHS in 1948 treatment has been free 
for all at the point of need, irrespective of a patient’s 
geographical location. 
Therefore this Council resolves to write to our 3 MP’s requesting 
they lobby the Government to reverse its decision to reduce 
funding for the NHS in the North of England whilst at the same 
time increasing the funding in the South of England.” 
 
AMENDMENT 
 
Councillor Stanton MOVED and Councillor Beeley SECONDED 
the amendment.  
 
“Para 2 line 1 delete the words “despite this pledge” and 
substitute the following “this Council also notes that”   
 
After “2010/11” insert the words “( the last year of the last 
Labour Government’s Budget)” 
 



Para 3 line 1 after the words “ by 2% or £8.2m.” delete the full 
stop and add the following words “As a result of a failure to meet 
the financial targets set by the previous Labour Government”   
 
Para 5 – in line two delete the word “its” and substitute the word 
“the”   
 
Motion to Read  
 
This Council notes that the Prime Minister has on numerous 
occasions pledged to increase year on year the funding for the 
NHS in “real terms” 
 
This Council also notes that NHS funding in the year 2010/11 
(the last year of the Labour Government’s Budget) fell by 
£766m. 
 
In particular funding for NHS Oldham will be reduced this year 
by 2% or £8.2m as a result of a failure to meet the financial 
targets set by the previous Labour Government. Whilst funding 
in Surrey will rise by 4.2% or £61.4m. 
 
Since the formation of the NHS in 1948 treatment has been free 
for all at the point of need, irrespective of a patient’s 
geographical location. 
 
Therefore this Council resolves to write to our three MP’s 
requesting they lobby the Government to reverse the decision to 
reduce funding for the NHS in the north of England whilst at the 
same time increasing the funding in the South of England.” 
 
Councillor Akhtar spoke against the Amendment. 
Councillor Masud spoke in support of the Amendment.  
Councillor McCann spoke in support of the Amendment.      
Councillor Heffernan spoke in support of the Amendment.      
    
Councillor Battye exercised his right of reply. 
Councillor Stanton exercised her right of reply.  
 
On being put to the vote TWENTY FOUR votes were cast IN 
FAVOUR of the AMENDMENT with THIRTY FOUR votes cast 
AGAINST the AMENDMENT. 
 
The AMENDMENT to the MOTION was therefore LOST. 
 
A debate then took place on the original MOTION: 
 
Councillor J Harrison spoke in support of the Motion. 
 
Councillor Battye exercised his right of reply. 
 
On being put to the vote THIRTY FOUR votes were cast IN 
FAVOUR of the MOTION with FOUR votes cast AGAINST and 
TWENTY ABSTENTIONS. 
 



The MOTION was therefore CARRIED. 

 

c) Councillor Stanton MOVED and Councillor McCann 
SECONDED the following motion: 
 
This Council believes that the proposals by the Government to 
introduce elected Police Commissioners will have no positive 
impact whatsoever on the ability of the Police to catch criminals 
and reduce crime in the Borough of Oldham.  
 
This Council therefore resolves to  
 

a) Request the Chief Executive to write to the Home 
Secretary, Theresa May MP, urging the Government to 
re-think is proposals on Police Commissioners and to 
replace them with Police Boards where local authorities 
can play an active part in ensuring there is full 
accountability and transparency.  

 
b) Request the Chief Executive to write to our three borough 

MP’s to enlist their support on this matter.    
 
On being put to the vote FIFTY FOUR votes were cast IN 
FAVOUR of the Motion with FIVE ABSTENTIONS 
 

The Motion was therefore CARRIED. 

 
d) Councillor McCann MOVED and Councillor Blyth 
SECONDED the following motion: 
 
This Council notes that the Government are currently consulting 
on proposals to revise the National Planning Policy Framework 
in order to make the current Planning System simpler and more 
accessible.  
 
This Council resolves to write to the Secretary of State for 
Communities and Local Government:-  
 
 

(a) Welcoming the principles of simplification so making the 
planning system more accessible 

 
(b) seeking assurances that there will be adequate 

safeguards and protection for the Green Belt under any 
new proposals and  

 
(c) seek assurances that the Council and the community it 

represents will retain the power to resist inappropriate 
development    

 

On being put to the vote the Motion was CARRIED 
UNANIMOUSLY. 

18   AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION - REPORT OF 
THE BOROUGH SOLICITOR AND EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, 

 



ECONOMY, PLACES AND SKILLS  

Consideration was given to a report of the Borough Solicitor 
which proposed a number of amendments to the Constitution to 
reflect legislative and organisational changes.  
 
The amendments proposed were in respect of the Local 
Development Framework scheme of delegation to reflect 
legislative changes and operational experience since it was 
introduced in 2006.  Changes were also proposed to the 
scheme of delegation for development management to reflect 
legislative changes and to streamline the decision making 
process by removing the Planning Advisory Panel.  Other minor 
changes were proposed in respect of Local Transport Plans and 
the delegation of executive functions to other local authorities.   
 
RESOLVED - That  
 

1. The revised scheme of delegation in respect of the Local 
Development Framework detailed in paragraph 4 of the 
report be approved and adopted and Part 3 of the 
Constitution in the Officer Scheme of Delegation - 
Executive Director, Economy, Places and Skills 
paragraph 1 (under Place Making and Management - 
Transportation and Planning) be amended to read: LDF 
and Urban Design (subject to the revised constitutional 
arrangements of the LDF System approved by Council on 
14 September 2011);   

2. The revised planning scheme of delegation and protocols 
detailed in Appendix A be approved and adopted;  

3. Part 3 Section 1 (v) of the Constitution (Matters reserved 
to the Council) be amended by the removal of the Local 
Transport Plan from the list of plans which have to be 
approved by full Council; 

4. Part 3 Section 1 paragraph 1 (iv) (p) of the Constitution 
(Matters reserved to the Council) be amended to read: To 
make arrangements for a discharge of the Council’s 
functions by another local authority (except in respect of 
functions which are the responsibility of the Cabinet). 

 
 
 

19   REVIEW OF DECISIONS TAKEN BY COUNCIL 20TH JULY 
2011  

 

RESOLVED – That the actions be noted. 
 

The meeting started at 6.10 pm and ended at 9.35 pm 
 


