
 

COUNCIL 
16/07/2014 at 6.00 pm 

 
 

Present: The Mayor – Councillor Hussain 
 
Councillors Akhtar, Alcock, G. Alexander, Ames, Azad, Ball, 
M Bashforth, S Bashforth, Bates, Blyth, Briggs, Brownridge, 
A Chadderton, Chauhan, Cosgrove, Dawson, Dean, Dearden, 
J Dillon, Fielding, Garry, Haque, Harkness, Harrison, Heffernan, 
Hibbert, Houle, Hudson, Hussain, Iqbal, Jabbar, Judge, 
Kirkham, Klonowski, Larkin, Malik, McCann, McLaren, 
McMahon, Moores, Murphy, Mushtaq, Price, Qumer, Rehman, 
Roberts, Salamat, Sedgwick, Shah, Shuttleworth, Stretton, 
Sykes, Toor, Ur-Rehman, Williamson, Williams and 
Wrigglesworth 
 

 

 

1   QUESTIONS TO CABINET MEMBERS FROM THE PUBLIC 
AND COUNCILLORS ON WARD OR DISTRICT ISSUES  

 

The Mayor advised the meeting that the next item on the 
agenda in Open Council was Public Question Time. The 
Questions had been received from members of the public and 
would be taken in the order in which they had been received. 
Council was advised that if the questioner was not present then 
the question would appear on the screen in the Council 
Chamber. 
 
The following questions had been submitted: 
 

1. Question received from Joe Fitzpatrick  
“Can we be told, the latest estimate for the cost of 
refurbishing the old town hall to convert it into a multiplex 
cinema, together with a breakdown of the component parts of 
this estimate.” 
 
Councillor McMahon, the Cabinet Member for Regeneration, 
gave the following response: 
 
Cabinet considered reports on the redevelopment of the Old 
Town Hall in September 2013 and February 2014 and 
Members were advised that the report provided 
recommendations to award a two stage construction 
contract, with enabling works commencing in 2013. On both 
occasions confidential reports were tabled due to the 
commercially sensitive information that they contained.  The 
most recently reported total capital cost forecast for the 
scheme is £36m. 
 
Unfortunately at this stage, the Council cannot provide final 
costs for the Old Town Hall redevelopment, until final 
commercial negotiations that are confidential and sensitive 
are concluded in relation to the final construction contract.   
 



 

The building had been empty for 26 years and the cost of 
doing nothing with it would be approximately £10m lost to the 
people of Oldham; the building would then become a symbol 
of Civic decline. The evidence of wet and dry rot in this 
building could be seen from the basement to the ballroom. 
Most people in Oldham are delighted with the plans and 
Councillor McMahon stated that he was proud that a Labour 
Administration had brought this development about. 
 
2. Question received from Maria Dawn Ellis 
 
 “I would like to ask Oldham Council to please consider 
commemorating The United Nations International Day of 
Peace every year on September 21st. 
My request is particularly poignant this year as we have just 
remembered the 70th anniversary of the D-day landings in 
Normandy and will soon mark the 100th anniversary of the 
First World War. 
This makes it all the more significant to focus on the future 
and the positive possibility of Peace on a global scale – by 
starting with Peace One Day! 
 
I have been involved with organising 4 peace events at 
Gallery Oldham plus others in Shaw and one at Oldham 
College with a group of people from Peace Talks 
Manchester. I would hope to involve other groups throughout 
the borough in planning something this year with the help of 
the council please. 
 
Could Oldham Council now lead the way in showing their 
commitment to promoting and publicising The United Nations 
International Day of Peace, every year on September 21st? 
This could be done in several ways: 
 
1. To provide and support a borough-wide promotion of the 
importance and significance of having at least one day a year 
of non-violence. From domestic violence, neighbourhood 
arguments, political disputes, all the way up to a global 
ceasefire in war zones! 
 
2. Asking all schools, Academies, Colleges and libraries to 
mark the day with peace events. Finding ways to bring all 
backgrounds and cultures together to unite people. 
 
3. Issuing a press release at the start of September providing 
information to be displayed in public and council buildings, 
explaining the significance of a day of non-violence and what 
each individual can do to refrain from fighting of any kind. 
 
4. Flying the United Nations flag throughout the borough on 
public flag poles. To end, I would like to use a quote from 
Words of Peace Global – “Practice Peace, Change your 
World”! Thank you” 
 
Councillor Shah, Deputy Cabinet Member Policy and 
Communications, gave the following response: 



 

“Firstly, thanks for your timely question asking for the 
council’s support to celebrate and promote the UN’s 
International Day of Peace. 
 
International Peace Day is an important is a fantastic 
opportunity to promote peace on an international level and 
even on a local level.   
 
We think this is a fantastic idea and we’ll be in touch with you 
following this meeting to agree how we can use the council’s 
website and social media to help promote the event and to 
investigate the possibility of a local event to mark the 
occasion.  
 
We will be having discussions with the Chief Executive and 
Leader we can also hopefully commit to flying the UN flag on 
21 September at the Civic Centre.” 
 
3. Question received from James Spence. 
“The question is will the council support the call for WW2 
veterans to be given the freedom of the borough and will they 
sign the petition to that effect." 
 
Councillor Sretton, Deputy Leader and Cabinet Member for 
Town Centres, Culture and Tourism, gave the following 
response: 

 
“The 41st and the 47th (Oldham) Royal Tank Regiment were 
regiments that were in active service in Allemain, Italy and 
the African desert during the Second World War. These 
regiments recruited in Oldham.  They were merged in 1942 
after the 47th regiment was destroyed. The 41st (Oldham) 
Royal Tank Regiment was awarded Freedom of the Borough 
on the 3rd of March 1954.  For individuals to be awarded 
Freedom of the borough there is a process where the 
Council’s group leaders consider nominations for this award 
and they are then referred to full council for agreement.” 
  

4. Question received from Duffy via Twitter. 
“Higher Failsworth Memorial Park is full of broken glass and 
rubbish – what security checks are in place at night?” 
 
“The public toilets at Alexandra Park have no hot water and 
are dirty – what are the plans to improve them?” 
 
Councillor Brownridge, Cabinet Member for Neighbourhoods 
and Cooperatives, gave the following response: Staff are in 
the parks daily and are backed up by the playground team 
who check the play area at weekends. The work includes 
regular cleaning of the toilets and repairs reported for action. 
As soon as any glass is seen it is immediately cleaned away.  
The parks security operates through First Response who 
have a dedicated mobile team that visits all the parks at night 
and weekend. 

 
5. Question received from Tony Sie. 



 

 
“I would like to put the question to the forthcoming meeting of 
Oldham Council to be held on 16th July 2014 of why Shaw's 
amenities and leisure facilities are constantly and 
systematically being overlooked and forsaken. It would 
appear there is a political bias towards the town of Shaw, 
festering beneath these actions!” 
 
 
Councillor Harrison, the Cabinet Member for Adult Social 
Care and Public Health, gave the following response in 
relation to the pool:  
 
“The decision was not made under any political bias; further 
essential repairs are required to keep the pool fully 
operational in the short term. This is due to the failure of the 
Hot Well Water Tank.  Assurances could not be given that no 
additional repair works will be required even if these works 
are completed.  This could include possible unforeseen 
factors that would impact on the re-commissioning of the 
plant.  As an example, the tiles falling off the pool walls and 
the chlorination equipment failing.  In addition, as an 
example, a recent visual inspection shows visible cracks 
have opened up in the pool tank and since the closure 
significant water loss has happened.   The pool tank is not 
holding water.  The condition of the pool and building was 
poor in 2012, and since then, the asset has deteriorated 
further. The revised survey had found estimated works of 
around £1.2m plus VAT to bring the pool to a usable 
standard long term.  
 
A number of options were considered but a decision to close 
Crompton Pool early and look to explore the development of 
a dry side leisure offer in Shaw has been taken.  This would 
not completely address the previous ambitions to retain the 
full facilities until the new pool was built, but in view of the 
condition and ongoing maintenance, the deterioration of the 
pool since the original proposal and the financial implications 
this option was considered being both a better value for 
money option as well as an option which addresses some of 
the future needs of the community.” 
 
Councillor Stretton, Deputy Leader and Cabinet Member for 
Town Centres, Culture and Tourism, gave the following 
response in relation to investment in Shaw: 
 
“There has been a vast amount of investment in this area. 
The Council has just announced joint investment with 
Transport for Greater Manchester to increase Metrolink 
parking capacity in Shaw. 
At Cabinet next week, there is a report which approves a 
£100k business grant scheme for independent businesses in 
Shaw District centre. 
In the coming months we will also be announcing investment 
in Shaw market; and  



 

Last year over £1/4m was spent on highways schemes in 
addition to routine maintenance and filling of potholes. 
When something needs to be done we will find the 
investment for it.” 

 
4. Question received from Rodger Hindle. 
“I have noticed that as well as the resurfacing work currently 
being carried out on Huddersfield Road, between Cross 
Street & Ripponden Road, the Blue signs for the Bus Lanes 
appear to have been removed - however the yellow "Bus 
Lane Suspended" signs remain in place. 
  
Can the Cabinet Member or Leader advise why one lot of 
signs have been removed and not the other? 
  
Also, does this mean that, eventually, the bus lanes in this 
area are being rescinded?” 
 
Councillor Hibbert, Cabinet Member for Housing, Planning 
and Transport gave the following response: 
 
“Firstly I am glad to report that over the last two years (this 
being the second year) the council has embarked on a series 
of road resurfacing improvements aimed at significantly 
improving key corridors across the borough. We have 
invested several millions and continue to invest in our roads 
to limit the amount of pot pole repairs on the major routes, 
one such location being the A62 Huddersfield Rd. 
In terms of the bus lanes we are aware that the bus lanes 
have been controversial since they were first introduced and 
I have therefore been working closely with Officers since the 
request to reopen it was made by the bus companies 
following the completion of the tram lines across the Mumps 
junction. The bus lanes are currently suspended and 
therefore available for use by all vehicles. 
Where there are bus lanes in the same location as the 
resurfacing works the bus lane will not be reintroduced until 
our work with TfGM and the bus operators is complete. All 
associated signage will be removed i.e. the blue bus lane 
signs and the yellow signs informing the public they are 
suspended.  In those areas where the resurfacing is not 
taking place but were there are bus lanes the blue bus lane 
signs will be covered over and the yellow signs will remain?” 
 
5. Question received from Stephen Barrow. 
“Given that this Council now has additional loans of more 
than £100 Million pounds to spend on its town centre 
schemes and that the books are balanced will you now tell 
the people of Oldham how much more will need to be raised 
from Council Tax (or cut from existing budgets) to cover 
these loans in 2014. 
 
How much needs to be raised from Council Tax (or 
additionally saved) to cover these loans in 2015. 
 



 

How much needs to be raised from Council Tax (or 
additionally saved) to cover these loans in 2016. 
 
And how much in total will be repaid when these loans are 
paid off at the end of loan period.” 
 
Councillor Jabbar, Cabinet Member for Corporate Support, 
Finance and HR, gave the following response: 
 
“Both the 2014/15 revenue budget and Medium Term 
Financial Strategy (MTFS) reports which were approved at 
the Council meeting on 5th March 2014 made specific 
reference to the Investment Fund. 
In there we set out the cost of the Investment Fund Pressure 
of £2.866m for 2014/15.  This pressure had contributed to an 
overall budget gap of £23.004m.  This was addressed by 
savings of £23.004m  in order to produce a balanced 
2014/15 budget  
There was no increase in Council Tax for 2014/15 
 
The Medium Term Financial Strategy report quotes 
Investment Fund pressures of £4.953m in 2015/16 and 
£1.055m in 2016/17.  These sums are contributory factors in 
arriving at the net gap/savings requirement for the two 
financial years. 
The £4.953m is an element within the £35.229m gap for 
2015/16 
The £1.055m is an element within the £25.096m gap for 
2016/17 
The budget gaps for both years have been calculated without 
any assumed increase in Council Tax  
 
Repayment of Loans - due to slippage in the capital 
programme as reported to Members and also as a result of 
the availability of internal cash balances, the Council did not 
undertake any borrowing to finance the investment fund in 
2013/14.  This is evidenced in the final accounts report on 
the Council agenda which shows a revenue underspend on 
capital and treasury management expenditure.  This fact will 
also be reported to the next Council meeting when it 
considers the Treasury Management outturn report for 
2013/14. 
The timing of borrowing is dependent on a number of factors, 
which included the actual level of capital expenditure incurred 
in a financial year, availability of cash, borrowing and 
investment rate, and every effort will be made to ensure that 
the Council borrows on the most advantageous terms.  The 
Council also endeavours to reduce the amount it borrows 
through examining current commitments in the programme 
removing any expenditure no longer considered to be a 
priority.  
Councillor Jabbar pointed out that, for illustrative purposes 
only, if the Council were to borrow £100m for 25 years from 
the PWLB today the total repayment would be £153m.   
 



 

Councillor McMahon also responded to this question by 
pointing out that: 
 “It would be very easy for people at home to be staggered by 
the figures being spoken about. When you considered that 
the Annual Gross Turnover of this Council was approximately 
£600m it puts into context what size of an organisation the 
Council is. Most of the Council debt had not been incurred 
under this Administration and most of the Council’s liabilities 
were PFI liabilities, the schools that children go to, the 
facilities that people use need paying back somehow and 
that is PFI. In 2007/2008 the long term borrowing of this 
Council was £416M today it is £148M, short term borrowing 
has gone from £148M to £1.6M, the Council’s reserves and 
balances position is as healthy as it has been over the last 
decade. The financial management of this Council is 
absolutely first class. This investment was not the Council 
squandering money but an investment in the town’s future. 
This Council was not going to manage decline and they were 
not going to accept another ten wasted years.” 
Councillor McMahon urged questioners to get their figures 
right before raising questions on the Council’s finances and 
he encouraged them to scrutinise the figures that were 
publicly available.” 
 
At this point in the meeting the Mayor advised that the time 
limit for this item had expired. 
 
The following questions were submitted by Councillors on 
Ward or District matters: 

 
1. Councillor Haque to Councillor McMahon 
 
“My question is for the cabinet member responsible for 
regeneration.   
What impact will the sale of the Art Deco Swimming Baths 
and Sports centre have on preserving Heritage and Business 
future in Chadderton?” 
 
Councillor McMahon, Leader of the Council and Cabinet 
Member for Regeneration and City Region, thanked the 
Chadderton Councillors for bringing together what he 
considered to be a very innovative project. These properties; 
the police station, library and swimming baths could very 
easily have fallen into very serious disrepair and the future of 
the building would have been very bleak had it not been for 
the way local Councillors had really brought together the local 
investments into this building; which would now be used as 
an education centre where people would be taught a variety 
of skills from catering to business. The building would be 
used to help Oldham and Chadderton businesses develop in 
the future. The face of that building would be retained, 
although some of it would need to be changed to make it fit 
for modern use. Councillor McMahon paid tribute to the 
people, local Councillors who had made a real difference 
because they believed in heritage and they believed in how 
important these buildings were to the people of Chadderton. 



 

 
2. Councillor Harkness to Councillor Chadderton 

 
“The belated U-turn from the EFA in relation to the rebuild of 
Saddleworth School is welcomed and will see a proper 
analysis considering the front and the back of the Diggle site 
and the Uppermill site. Does the cabinet share the frustration 
of the EFA failure to agree to do this previously and will the 
cabinet member pledge to: 

• do all she can to ensure that a school is rebuilt in 
Saddleworth on whichever site the EFA chooses.  

• agree that pupil safety is paramount and that all access 
and highways issues will be rigorously looked into  

• push to ensure that the 20% unique design provides a 
building that is as in keeping with the area as is possible.  

 
Will she welcome the Saddleworth and Lees District 
Executive pledge from all political groups to support the EFA 
decision on the location of Saddleworth School and join us in 
calling for other elected members and community groups in 
Saddleworth to come together and support the building of a 
new school in Saddleworth where the EFA decide is viable.” 
 
Councillor Chadderton, the Cabinet Member for Education 
and Safeguarding, gave the following response:  
 
“From meetings with council officers the EFA have not 
confirmed that they have altered their position on the 
proposed site for the new Saddleworth School, we are aware 
though that detailed appraisals of several sites are ongoing. 
 
The proposed site for the school is one ultimately for the 
EFA, though costs aside, Oldham Council, along with the 
leadership of Saddleworth School, believe the rear of the 
Diggle site to be the best option for the long term education 
of the current and future pupils of the school. 
 
With regards to the aesthetics of the building, the council and 
the school will attend a series of meetings with Interserve 
with a view to influencing the design of the building, though 
this must be done with the set budget.  
Also useful to note that the majority of the current school has 
been made with brick and concrete, only the original part of 
the school was constructed in stone. 
 
I agree with your comments regarding the safety of pupils 
and this is of paramount importance. 
 
I would like to once again reiterate the determination of 
Oldham Council, and I include all members in this and 
welcome the cross party support this has generated, to bring 
a new school to Saddleworth and secure the best possible 
option for Saddleworth children.” 

 
3. Question received from Councillor Qumer 



 

 
“Can the Cabinet member give some clarity on when the kick 
pitch on Becket Meadows in St Mary’s Ward is likely to be 
complete?” 
 
Councillor Brownridge, the Cabinet Member for 
Neighbourhoods and Cooperatives, gave the following 
response: 
 
“I was going to tell you some really good news that it was 
going to open on 21st July but sadly since then the whole 
thing has been vandalised. 
On visiting the site on Sunday morning we discovered that 
wheelie bins had been set on fire in the MUGA goals causing 
damage to some of the panels and posts and the tarmac 
surfacing. The heat has caused the damage steel panels to 
warp. 
The incidents have been reported to the Police and the 
District and we have requested increased patrols by PCSO’s/ 
Police and requested community engagement to encourage 
local residents to be vigilant and report any issues 
immediately in order that we can catch the mindless vandals 
who have done all this, but it now means that we have to 
obtain quotes to repair all the damage and at the moment I 
am not in a position to tell you when this will be done.”. 
We will continue to work to open the site and I will update 
you as soon as I have more information from our contractor 
and suppliers.” 
 
4. Councillor Blyth to Councillor Harrison 

 
“Why have you reneged on the promise to Shaw and 
Crompton residents that Crompton Pool would be kept open 
at any cost until the new pool in Royton was operational?” 
 
Councillor Harrison, the Cabinet Member for Adult Social 
Care and Public Health, did not repeat all the technical 
information that had been given to Mr Sie in her previous 
response on the issue but gave the following response to 
Councillor Blyth:  
 
“There has been no reneging as there was no promise given 
but there was an ambition to keep it open– I challenge you to 
provide a minute to substantiate this – the decision was 
made purely on what was the best use of money for the 
Borough.” 
 
5. Councillor Fielding to Councillor Hibbert  

 
“As part of the get Oldham working initiative, last year the 
Failsworth and Hollinwood District undertook an exercise to 
identify where poor public transport links may be preventing 
residents accessing job and training opportunities. Two of the 
areas that were identified were the lack of a connection to the 
Mahdlo youth zone in Oldham and also that there was no 



 

connection for residents of Lime Green Road in the late 
evening. Could the cabinet member responsible please 
advise what the council can do to resolve this poor 
connectivity and improve opportunities for residents?” 
 
Councillor Hibbert, the Cabinet Member for Housing, 
Planning and Transport, gave the following response: 
 

- “Oldham Council have undertaken a detailed piece of work 
around access to employment as part of the Get Oldham 
Working campaign. This involved focussing on Failsworth 
and Hollinwood district to identify areas of high 
unemployment and areas with poor public transport 
accessibility to key employment sites across Oldham and 
Greater Manchester. Using journey planning tools and input 
from members, we were able to demonstrate the unfeasible 
journey times and costs of these trips. Using this information, 
Oldham Council worked closely with Transport for Greater 
Manchester to negotiate changes to public transport to better 
serve these areas and provide much improved access to 
employment for residents, particularly in the Limeside area. 

- As a result there will be changes made to bus services in the 
area with effect from Monday 28th July. Stagecoach 
Manchester service 78 will now divert via Lime Green Road 
in Limeside, reinstating evening links to Oldham and 
Manchester that were lost some years ago. In addition, these 
changes will also solve public transport accessibility issues to 
MAHDLO Youth Zone. As well as providing a direct link from 
the centre to Limeside, Hollinwood and Failsworth, the 
service will also provide a safe link to Oldham Bus Station 
where young people can continue their journey. The full 
range of System One and Stagecoach tickets, including the 
£6.50 Easyrider and £2 Dayrider for 11 to 16 year olds will 
be available.  

-  
- This exercise will be repeated across the other districts, and 

is currently focussing on Oldham District.” 
 
6. Councillor McCann to Councillor Brownridge 
 
“Could Council send letters of thanks for their support to the 
various local resident and other groups who have supported 
the Britain in Bloom entry magnificently, although it is a great 
pity the efforts of Delph residents have been in vain due to 
the removal of Delph from the route?” 
 
Councillor Brownridge, Cabinet Member for Neighbourhoods 
and Cooperatives, gave the following response: 
 
“Unfortunately major building works beyond our control 
meant that the full route wasn’t possible within the time 
allowed. The judges met with a group of both local residents 
& H21 Staff and I can confirm that each year letters of thanks 
are sent to all the groups that have been involved. This was 
the first time that judges had been taken outside the main 



 

area so we gave residents the opportunity to meet with the 
judges.” 
 
7. Councillor Cosgrove to Councillor Hibbert 

 
“The residents of Broadbent Road in Watersheddings are 
having a dreadful time with large container lorries constantly 
driving up and down this narrow road, some are even 
reversing its whole length to get to the scrap yard at the 
bottom, which has recently come under new ownership and a 
change of business activities.   
As local councillors we have met with residents and various 
council departments whose hands are tied and are unable to 
help.   
Please can you help the residents of Broadbent Road before 
someone is killed, injured, or property further damaged 
especially as the entrances to two schools are situated on 
Broadbent Road.” 
 
Councillor Hibbert, the Cabinet Member for Housing, 
Planning and Transport, gave the following response: 
 
“I can sympathise with the problems that local residents are 
experiencing. There are a number of examples of these type 
of activities that cause local residents problems that 
authorities maybe powerless to tackle. 
It cannot be understated that it is the responsibility of every 
motorist to drive in a way which doesn’t pose a hazard to 
other road users and is appropriate for the road conditions.   
 
I have asked officers to investigate the circumstances around 
Broadbent Road.  With regards to the use of the site at the 
end of Broadbent Road, there has been no change to the 
use of the site so there are no breaches in planning control.   
 
From a highways perspective, there can be issues on roads 
which have a shared use between commercial and 
residential with the types of traffic which use the roads.  The 
public highway is there for any type of licensed vehicle to 
use.  There are certain roads where there are restrictions in 
place for instance a weak bridge.  With regards to Broadbent 
Road, there are no restrictions on the types of vehicles which 
can use this road, nor on where they can park.  I will ask 
officers to investigate if there is anything further that can be 
done to regulate the flow of traffic, for example, with parking 
restriction.” 
 
8. Councillor Murphy to Councillor Hibbert 

“This weekend I saw the aftermath of yet another accident at 
the junction on Fraser Street / Rochdale Road in Crompton – 
for information – a car ended up embedded in a shop; this 
was the second time in a year. Whilst I would not like to 
speculate for the reason for the accident, I would say that 
there have been numerous instances of bumps and crashes 
at this particular junction over the last decade or more. 



 

Therefore I would like to ask the Cabinet Member to instruct 
Highways officers to look at all the accident data available 
and pursue options for Highway improvements to this 
junction before there is a more serious accident” 

 

Councillor Hibbert, the Cabinet Member for Housing,  
Planning and Transport, gave the following response: 
 
Over the last 3 year period (2011 – 2013) there have been 2 
other recorded injury accidents at this junction, both slight. 
The previous recorded 3 year period before that (2009 – 
2011) there were also 2 recorded injury accidents, which is a 
significant reduction in comparison to the previous 3 year 
period before that (2007 – 2009) where there were 8 
recorded injury accidents. We are dependant on data that is 
compiled by Greater Manchester Police. 

 
A number of casualty reduction / safety engineering 
measures were introduced after this 2007-2009 period at this 
junction comprising advance junction warning signs on 
conspicuous yellow backing boards in both directions on 
Rochdale Road on the junction approaches; a Vehicle 
Activated Sign on the downhill eastbound approach on 
Rochdale Road; a further Vehicle Activated Sign on the 
westbound uphill approach installed more recently; and red 
surfacing on all four arms of the junction. Furthermore it 
should be noted that Fraser St itself is a 20mph zone where 
it meets Rochdale Road at the junction. 

 
The official figures stated above obtained from Greater 
Manchester Police’s accident database indicate clearly that 
the extensive measures described have worked in 
significantly reducing the occurrence of injury accidents at 
this location, and the reasons behind this most current 
accident are not conclusive in any way at this stage. I do not 
consider there is any need for any further interventions at 
this location, but my officers will continue to monitor the 
situation to continue to prioritise long lists for future possible 
safety schemes. 

 
I’m afraid the reported data really is the only data we can 
react to. We simply do not, nor would it be possible, record 
near misses or accidents that happen but are not reported. I 
appreciate that this is a difficult one, but somehow, we need 
a robust baseline and the GMP baseline provides us with 
that. 
 
9. Councillor G Alexander to Councillor Hibbert 
 
“Councillors have been asking for an additional ticket 
machine on the Manchester bound side of the metrolink 
station in Derker it is a busy station and people are queuing 
for a long time, especially at weekends and school holidays 
to get their tickets.  We were told that we could have one of 



 

the ticket machines from the old station at Mumps, but this 
has not arrived. Please can you let us know when this will be 
addressed?” 
 
Councillor Hibbert the Cabinet Member for Housing, 
Planning and Transport, gave the following response: 
 
“This issue was raised with Transport for Greater Manchester 
last December. TfGM anticipated that the opening of the park 
and ride at Mumps would have an impact on the numbers of 
passengers using Derker, so put in some temporary 
measures.  

 
The Shaw bound Ticket Vending Machine at Derker was one 
of the most lightly used on the Metrolink system. So, in 
response, TfGM arranged for Passenger Service staff to be 
present on the Manchester bound platform for some 
Saturday afternoons to help issue tickets and to inform 
people they can use the ticket machine on the Shaw bound 
platform which is used even less.  

 
Since the opening of the Mumps stop, the number of tickets 
sold from the Manchester bound ticket machine at Derker 
has decreased and is now less than half the amount of 
tickets sold at the busiest stops.  

 
Significant investment is also being made into the 
introduction of a Smart Ticketing system which will 
progressively reduce the requirement for passengers to 
purchase tickets at Ticket Vending Machines. Passengers 
will be able to pay for Metrolink travel by presenting  ‘get me 
there smartcards’  and at a later stage by contactless bank 
cards at the platform validators, instead of purchasing 
tickets. 

 
Unfortunately, for these reasons, TfGM cannot therefore 
justify the installation of an additional ticket machine at 
Derker.” 
 
At this point in the meeting the Mayor advised that the time 
limit for this item had expired. 

2   TO RECEIVE APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE   

Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Ahmad, A 
Alexander and Sheldon. 

3   TO ORDER THAT THE MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF 
THE COUNCIL HELD ON 11TH JUNE 2014 BE SIGNED AS 
A CORRECT RECORD  

 

RESOLVED that the Minutes of the Meeting held on 11th June 
2014 be AGREED as a correct record. 

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

 

In accordance with the Code of Conduct Councillors Dean, 
Jabbar, McCann, Stretton and Sykes declared a personal 



 

interest in Item 18 Changes to Committee, Outside Body 
appointments and Meeting dates, by virtue of their appointment, 
by the Council, to the Board. 
Councillor Williams declared a personal interest in Minute 21 
Schools Targeted Capital Bid Success – ASD Special School, of 
the meeting of the Cabinet on 24th February 2014 by virtue of his 
appointment as Chair of Governors of the school. 

5   TO DEAL WITH MATTERS WHICH THE MAYOR 
CONSIDERS TO BE URGENT BUSINESS  

 

The Mayor informed the meeting that no items of urgent 
business had been received. 
 

6   TO RECEIVE COMMUNICATIONS RELATING TO THE 
BUSINESS OF THE COUNCIL  

 

Council congratulated the Leader of the Council, Councillor Jim 
McMahon, on his appointment as LGA Labour Group Leader 
and Councillor Sykes, Leader of the Main Opposition, on the 
award of his MBE. 
 
RESOLVED that the achievements of both Leaders be 
acknowledged. 

7   TO RECEIVE AND NOTE PETITIONS RECEIVED 
RELATING TO THE BUSINESS OF THE COUNCIL  

 

The Mayor advised that no petitions had been received. 

8   OUTSTANDING BUSINESS FROM THE PREVIOUS 
MEETING  

 

The Mayor advised that there was no outstanding business from 
the previous meeting. 

9   THE LEADER'S ANNUAL STATEMENT   

The Mayor advised Members that this item had been withdrawn 
and would no longer be considered at the meeting. Council was 
advised that the Leader would provide his annual statement to 
the next meeting of Council. 
 
RESOLVED that Council noted that this item had been 
withdrawn. 

10   YOUTH COUNCIL   

Youth Councillors submitted the following motion: 
 
“The Oldham Youth Council began its new 2 year term of office 
in April 2014.  
During our term of office we identify key aims that we will 
achieve, including delivery of 2 priority Campaigns. 
 
Our priorities for the Municipal year 2014/15 are to: 
 
Deliver a youth volunteering campaign – We recognise the 
incredible value of Volunteering for young people, especially as 
a means to gain valuable experience that enhances 
employability, as well as contributing positively to our 
communities. We aim to work collaboratively with Oldham 



 

Council and Voluntary Action Oldham to deliver a campaign that 
will increase both the number of volunteer opportunities 
available to young people as well as the number of Young 
people participating in volunteering. 
 
Deliver the ‘I Love Me Campaign’ – this campaign is one that we 
have carried over from our previous term of office. It aims to 
raise aspirations and emotional well being of Oldham’s young 
people. It will include campaign work on bullying, confidence 
and self esteem, mental health and positive body image.  
 
Enhance our involvement in commissioning – We will continue 
our involvement in Co-commissioning via the Kerrching Funds. 
We will be focusing on commissioning activity that contributes to 
our 2 priority campaigns. We will commission Kooth the online 
mental Health resource for young people as well as contributing 
to other Mental Health Services. We will also be commissioning 
specific projects around emotional well being and volunteering 
activity. We also aim to be further involved in other 
commissioning activity around services for young people. 
 
Increase collaborative working and involvement in decision 
making processes – we will continue to work collaboratively with 
Oldham Council and its partners and further embed a culture of 
youth engagement in decision making in Oldham. We have 
already established a strong working partnership with Oldham 
Council and key partners. We aim to further increase our 
involvement in decision making processes that affect young 
people via enhanced collaborative working with key strategic 
partners. We will be focusing on further enhancing partnership 
work with Health Services, Greater Manchester Police, 
education partners and business leaders. 
 
Increase our profile with young people – this term we want to 
greatly enhance our profile with the young people of Oldham. 
We want to ensure that more young people are involved in our 
consultation and campaigning work and we will be focussing on 
enhancing links with School Councils, Community Forums and 
Regional and National Forums. 
 
We ask Full Council to note our key priorities for the municipal 
year 2014/15 and to continue to work with us and support us in 
our work during our term of office 2014 to 2016.” 
 
Councillors McMahon, Williamson and Williams all spoke on the 
motion, commending the Youth Council on the tremendous work 
being carried out by them and stated that they would be looking 
forward to working, cross party, with them during the next twelve 
months. Councillor McMahon urged the representatives of the 
Youth Council present at the meeting to continue with this work 
and not to lose what he considered to be a unique and special 
approach. 
Councillor Williamson echoed the Leader’s sentiments stating 
that all the Youth Councillors, together with all the volunteers, 
did a fantastic job. 



 

Councillor Williams urged the Youth Councillors to “never give 
up chasing the dream”. 
 
RESOLVED that: 
 1. The hard work and achievements of Oldham’s Youth 
Councillors and their key aims for the 2014/15 Municipal Year 
be noted. 
2. Council continue to support and work cross party with the 
Youth Council in their 2014 - 2015 term of office. 

11   LEADER AND CABINET QUESTION TIME   

The Leader of the Opposition Councillor Sykes raised the 
following three questions: 
 
1. Closure of Crompton Pool  
 
I would like to ask my first question about Crompton Pool, 
known to local people as Shaw Baths. 
 
After the “temporary” closure of the baths in May, there were 
many weeks with no public announcements or updates for local 
elected Members or service users. 
 
It was only earlier this month that the bombshell was dropped 
when the Cabinet Member suddenly announced that the pool 
will not re-open. 
 
Does the Leader not fully appreciate the depth of anger and 
frustration felt by local people when they finally heard that this 
popular facility will now remain permanently closed because this 
Council will not find £50,000 to carry out the necessary repairs 
to a boiler to re-open it? 
 
For the sake of only £50,000, many hundreds of local 
swimmers, members of a local swimming club and the pupils of 
local schools have been denied the use of a much loved and 
valued facility in their hometown. 
 
This decision, taken behind closed doors and without a scintilla 
of public consultation, amounts to a total betrayal by this Labour 
Administration of the promise made to the people of Shaw and 
Crompton that the baths would remain open until the new facility 
at Royton opens in 2016. 
 
Would the Leader concur that this action is not conducive to 
community cohesion as the people of Shaw and Crompton, who 
have also seen their local tip closed and plans to redevelop the 
health centre come to naught, feel more like the ‘have nots’ in 
this borough?  
 
The people of Shaw and Crompton deserve to be treated better. 
 
Councillor McMahon, Leader of the Council, responded stating 
that: 
“For the three years when Councillor Sykes had been Leader of 
the Council this problem had existed and nothing had been done 



 

about it during this time. A leisure report had existed over these 
years which had stated that the condition of Crompton Pool had 
failed and a decision needed to be made; a very difficult 
decision. You didn’t take the decision to build a new pool in 
Shaw because you knew that it was not a practical option and it 
certainly was not affordable. Since that time money had been 
spent on numerous repairs and the Leader explained that this 
could not be allowed to continue. There had been a decision to 
be made and it had been acknowledged that there was not 
enough money for the provision of two pools; it was not a long 
term option to keep the pool open.” 
Councillor McMahon pointed out that the Council had been 
dealing with a backlog of regeneration, of investments, of 
employment opportunities and of housing that could have been 
carried out by the previous Administration but had not been. 
 
2. The Manchester Street and Union St West Footbridges 
 
My second question concerns the employment of a rather larger 
figure than £50,000 – this time to demolish a white elephant 
rather than preserve a much needed local facility like Shaw 
Baths. 
 
The Manchester Street footbridge cost £800,000 to build in 
1993/94 or about £1.5M at today's prices.    
 
It has always been a source of problems from the day it 
eventually opened - later than planned I might add. 
 
It has been subjected to repeated vandalism, it was described 
as “difficult to use” especially by older people and for those 
pushing prams, and it was used as an informal ‘youth centre’ 
and a vantage point for those intent on attacking and robbing 
passers-by.  
 
All these issues were predicated by the then Lib Dem 
Opposition who fought the proposals to build this white elephant 
tooth and nail, calling the structure a totally unnecessarily crystal 
palace in the sky! 
 
Now there is a proposal to demolish the footbridge with the work 
starting in August.   
 
Can the Leader confirm that the cost of demolition is expected to 
be at least £500,000? 
 
So at today's prices that is £2M for this folly! 
 
Now that £2M would make a substantial contribution not just to 
fix Crompton Pool but to replace it? 
 
But that is not the end of this sorry story.  It gets better - on top 
of the £2M, at a later date will be the cost of providing some 
alternative crossing provision at this or near to this location. 
 



 

Now if we want to spend money on bridges lets do something 
about the Union Street West footbridge near the Sixth Form 
College.   
 
This was built in 2000 at a cost of £900,000 or £1.3M in today's 
prices.  This bridge has always been plagued with vandalism, 
broken glass panels and structural problems. 
 
In October 2009, cabinet member Councillor Shoab Akhtar was 
quoted in the local media: “Hundreds of people use this bridge 
every day and they are growing concerned and feel vulnerable 
especially with longer nights approaching.   
 
There is nothing allocated to the bridge in this year’s Capital 
Budget but I urge the council to find the money to get this fixed 
as soon as possible." 
 
Will the Leader tell me whether, if five years on, Cllr Akhtar will 
see his wish granted? 
 
Councillor McMahon advised the meeting that the Manchester 
Street Bridge was due to be demolished and the Union Street 
Bridge would shortly be repaired. It had been acknowledged that 
there had been a design fault which had caused the bridge to 
flex and had resulted in the glass breaking on numerous 
occasions but this would now be fixed. Councillor McMahon 
pointed out that this had also been an issue during the previous 
Administration but the problem had not been rectified and asked 
Councillor Sykes not to criticise the current Administration for 
listening to the concerns of local people and being prepared to 
do something about it. 
 
3. Camera Cars 
 
“The Leader will doubtless recall that at October’s Council an 
Administration Motion attacking proposals by Conservative 
Ministers in the Department of Communities and Local 
Government to ban the use of CCTV camera cars received 
cross-party support. 
 
Following the resolution, our then Chief Executive at the request 
of council wrote to the department outlining our objections.  
 
Minister Brandon Lewis in his response invited the Council to 
respond to a forthcoming consultation on parking.  This ran from 
December to 14th February 2014; hardly an end date we would 
have picked as the proposal was so unloved.  
 
On 21st June, the department published the findings of the 
consultation.  
 
In this it is reported that local authorities, cycling groups, 
disability groups, schools and transport groups were almost  all 
universally opposed to this proposal, and that even groups 
representing motorists had mixed feelings.  



 

I do hope that, given the depth of feeling in this chamber, that 
Oldham Council also submitted its comments in opposition to 
the proposal. 
 
Despite this Conservative Government Ministers want to press 
ahead with their proposal for a ban by amending the 
Deregulation Bill now before Parliament. 
 
Can I invite the Leader and Conservative and UKIP Group 
Leaders to join me in writing a letter to the co-sponsors of the 
Deregulation Bill, Oliver Letwin MP and Lord Wallace of Saltaire, 
asking them to resist the inclusion of clauses aimed at 
introducing the ban, and to also write to our three local MPs 
asking them to support the Council’s position?” 
 
Councillor McMahon advised that letters could be written along 
these lines but in his opinion the Council should be fighting for 
local independence in dealing with these issues. 
 
The Leader of the Conservative Group, Councillor Hudson 
raised the following question: 
 
“With reference to the sewer work being undertaken in Uppermill  
at the present time, could the Leader ensure that the relevant 
Officers and Cabinet Member keep up a dialogue with United 
Utilities. On occasions traffic has been coming to a standstill on 
the High Street and businesses are suffering. Could someone 
keep the Saddleworth Councillors updated in order that they 
may inform local residents?!” 
 
Councillor Hibbert, Cabinet Member for Housing, Planning and 
Transport, informed the meeting that the work now being carried 
out had been delayed by a year to listen to peoples concerns 
but now they have got a solution they are complaining about the 
volume of traffic and diversions. These arrangements are 
temporary and hopefully will be completed by end of the school 
holidays. Councillor Hibbert promised to keep the Saddleworth 
Ward Councillors informed of progress in relation to the works. 
 
The Mayor advised the meeting that advance notice had been 
given of questions relating to the following: 
 
1. Question from Councillor Blyth 
 

“At the February Council meeting the Labour Administration 
proposed a motion condemning Arriva for its delivery of the 
non-emergency patient transport service, and called for the 
contract to be withdrawn. 
At that time, my colleague Liberal Democrat Councillor 
Barbara Beeley counselled caution, asking Council to await 
the publication of the findings of the survey then being 
carried out by Healthwatch Greater Manchester amongst 
patients and carers using the transport service. 
The findings of this survey were published last month. They 
represent a curate’s egg – good in parts, in fact some 
elements of the service are cited as more efficient and 



 

innovative than when the service was delivered in-house by 
the NHS, but with room for improvement elsewhere. 
Healthwatch cite “lots of positives”. Most patients said that 
vehicles are appropriate to their needs and two thirds of 
patients would be happy to recommend the service, but there 
are clearly problems, such as delayed pick-up and arrival 
times affecting appointments or where patients simply wait 
too long, too few staff to respond to telephone bookings at 
busy times, and an inadequate complaints and feedback 
procedure. 
Healthwatch make a number of recommendations to the 
NHS Blackpool Clinical Commissioning Group which 
commissions the service. 
I would like to ask the Cabinet Member for public health for 
her reaction to the report and to ask if she will agree to write 
to the Head of the Blackpool Group to urge them to 
implement the recommendations as soon as possible so that 
vulnerable patients and their carers can receive a service 
that is efficient, responsive and dignified?” 

Councillor Harrison, Cabinet Member for Adult Social Care 
and Public Health, gave the following response: 
 
“I have noted the findings of the survey with great interest 
and it is worth recognising that Healthwatch Oldham was one 
of the first of several in Greater Manchester to receive 
negative feedback about the service following the transfer of 
provision from the Northwest Ambulance Service to Arriva 
Transport Solutions Ltd in April 2013. It was in response to 
this feedback that the survey of Arriva passengers was 
undertaken. 
Whilst the survey does highlight some concerns with the way 
Arriva deliver the contract on a day to day basis It should be 
noted that some of the concerns expressed by patients relate 
to other organisations (e.g. booking arrangements are 
individually commissioned by each CCG on a local basis and 
are not part of the main Patient Transport Service contract). 
It is also worth noting that staff,on the patient transport 
vehicles, were praised consistently. 
Naturally the Council will work closely with Healthwatch 
Oldham and partner agencies in ensuring these issues are 
taken forward including consideration at the Health and 
Wellbeing Board in September.  
 It would carry more weight if any Council response to 
Blackpool Clinical Commissioning Group in respect of the 
survey findings were to happen jointly with Oldham Clinical 
Commissioning Group and I will approach the CCG to 
ensure this happens.” 
 
The Mayor advised that the time limit for this item had 
expired. 
 
Observations 
 
Members made observations on the following: 
 



 

Councillor Bashforth on Councillor Sykes’ question, relating 
to the closure of Crompton Pool. 
Councillor McCann, on Councillor Hudson’s question relating 
to the sewer work being undertaken in Uppermill. 
Councillor Rehman, on Councillor Sykes’ question relating to 
the footbridges. 
Councillor Hudson made a further observation on Councillor 
McCann’s observations. 
Councillor Blyth on Councillor Bashforth’s observation to 
Councillor Sykes’ question relating to the closure of 
Crompton Pool.  
 
RESOLVED that the questions raised and responses given, 
together with the observations made, be noted. 

12   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 OR 
OBSERVATIONS ON ANY ITEMS WITHIN THE MINUTES 
FROM MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL WHO ARE NOT 
MEMBERS OF THE CABINET, AND RECEIVE 
RESPONSES FROM CABINET MEMBERS  

 

The Cabinet Minutes for the meetings held on 24th February 
2014, 31st March 2014 and 22nd April 2014, were submitted. The 
Mayor reminded the meeting that, as previously agreed at 
Council, the last eight minutes of this section would be reserved 
for observations on responses received and responses to those 
observations. 
 
Questions and observations were raised by the following 
Councillors on Cabinet Minutes, as detailed below: 
 
Questions 
 
1. Councillor Dean – Cabinet Meeting – 31st March 2014 – page 
32, Minute 8 – Selective Licensing of Private Landlords. 
Councillor Dean welcomed this move advising that it would give 
Councils a lot more power on enforcement and stating that  it 
was a “win – win” for residents in the areas concerned and also 
for the Council. 
 
Councillor Hibbert, Cabinet Member for Housing, Planning and 
Transport, responded stating that Councillor Dean was quite 
right when he stated that this would be low cost to the Council; 
whilst there were only a few rogue landlords in Oldham they had 
to be dealt with. Councillor Hibbert explained that there had 
been some delay with the process due to a test case in another 
part of the country and informed Council that the Authority 
wanted Private Landlords across the town to be members of the 
scheme and hopefully more residents would move into dwellings 
that would be part of the scheme. 
 
2. Councillor Harkness – Cabinet Meeting – 31st March 2014 – 
page 33, Minute 9 – Oldham Essential Project. Councillor 



 

Harkness requested an update on progress relating to the 
project. 
 
Councillor McMahon, Leader of the Council and Cabinet 
Member for Regeneration and City Region, explained the 
working of the scheme and informed Council that the High 
Street shop would hopefully be up and running before Christmas 
and would be charging significantly less than other retailers. At 
the moment no decision had been taken regarding Credit Union 
as the lender for the scheme and the Leader explained the 
reasoning behind this decision, however the Leader advised that 
interest rates would be capped. 
 
3. Councillor McCann – Cabinet Meeting – 24th February 2014 – 
page 20, Minute 15 – Housing Revenue Account Estimates for 
2013/14 to 2017/18. Councillor McCann asked the Cabinet 
Member to confirm that the statements contained in the report 
were correct; was the Housing Revenue Account balanced, 
could he confirm that no amendments would be required and 
was the business plan sound? 
 
Councillor Jabbar, Cabinet Member for Corporate Support, 
Finance and HR advised that all the information was correct; 
with reference to Resolution 5 contained in the Minute to date no 
technical amendments had been required and he assured 
Members that should any arise then he would be only too happy 
to share the information with them. 
 
4. Councillor Bates – Cabinet Meeting – 24th February 2014 – 
page 13 onwards, Minutes – Councillor Bates queried how a 
meeting which ran to 15 pages of minutes and which had dealt 
with very important business only last an hour? 
 
Councillor McMahon, Leader of the Council and Cabinet 
Member for Regeneration and City Region responded by 
advising that the Cabinet discussion/decision was the very last 
stage in the democratic process and explained that it was also 
about carrying out the process efficiently. 
 
Observations 
 
5. Councillor Williams – Cabinet Meeting – 24th February 2014 – 
page 24, Minute 21 – Schools Targeted Capital Bid Success – 
ASD Special School. Councillor Williams thanked Cabinet 
Members for their consideration of this item and informed the 
meeting of the tremendous amount of work that was involved in 
getting this off the ground. He pointed out that never before had 
this sort of thing been carried out in Oldham on such a scale and 
thanked officers for all their support in this. 
Councillor Chadderton, Cabinet Member for Education and 
Safeguarding, responded to this observation acknowledging the 
hard work that had gone in to, and would continue going in to, 
making the school a success and thanking the Governors, of 
which Councillor Williams was Chair, for their dedication.  
 



 

6. Councillor Sykes – Cabinet Meeting – 31st March 2014 – page 
29, Minute 6 – Provision of Primary School Places. Councillor 
Sykes spoke about the pressures on schools in the area and 
stated that he was willing to work with the Cabinet Member on 
this. There had been pressure in the past on places in 
Secondary Schools and now the Council was finding themselves 
in a similar position in relation to the provision of Primary School 
places. Councillor Sykes stated that work would need to be 
undertaken to address the situation and he and his colleagues 
would be willing to work together with Members and officers to 
assist. 
 
Councillor Chadderton, Cabinet Member for Education and 
Safeguarding, responded to this observation and informed 
Council that funding had been secured for a number of 
Oldham’s primary schools, however there was still pressure 
across the Borough. The Council had made a commitment to 
increase the number of good primary schools and She would be 
happy to work closely with Members on this. 
 
RESOLVED that:   
 
1. The Minutes of the Cabinet held on 24th February 2014, 31st 
March 2014 and 22nd April 2014 be noted. 
 
2. The questions and observations on the Cabinet Minutes, 
together with the responses, be noted. 

13   NOTICE OF ADMINISTRATION BUSINESS   

Motion 1 
 
The Mayor advised the meeting that the Chief Executive had 
received notice that Councillor Adrian Alexander was unable to 
move this Motion and had nominated Councillor Hibbert to take 
his place. 
 
Councillor Hibbert MOVED and Councillor McCann SECONDED 
the following motion: 
 
“Oldham Metropolitan Borough Council is determined to achieve 
equal opportunity for all, in every aspect of life, including access 
to transport. 
The Trans-Pennine rail link between Manchester and Leeds, 
continuing on to York, which passes through Saddleworth, is 
about to be electrified. As a consequence, stations and bridges 
along the line are required to be redesigned, modified, and in 
some cases, replaced entirely. This Council is concerned about 
the proposals for Greenfield Station which lack adequate 
disabled access to the facility. 
We understand that the Department for Transport is not willing 
to provide Network Rail with the funding to install the disabled 
access lifts at Greenfield Station.  We also understand that 
Network Rail’s proposed design of the new bridge will allow lift 
shafts to be added at a later date at a cost of around £500k - 
£750k, but there is no funding provided for this as part of the 



 

electrification scheme.  Disabled passengers will not be any 
better off once the new bridge is installed than they are now.   
OMBC is of the opinion that this is a false economy and that the 
necessary expenditure would be minimised by carrying out the 
entire project simultaneously.  
 
This Council resolves to: 
Call upon the Leader of the Council, and the Chief Executive, to 
employ all of the means and methods at their disposal in order 
to ensure that full disabled access is provided at Greenfield 
Station at the earliest feasible opportunity.” 
 
Councillor Harrison spoke in support of the motion 
Councillor Dean spoke in support of the motion 
Councillor Dillon spoke in support of the motion 
Councillor G Alexander spoke in support of the motion 
Councillor Hudson spoke in support of the motion 
 
Councillor Hibbert exercised his right of reply. 
 
 
On being put to the vote FIFTY SEVEN votes were cast IN 
FAVOUR of the MOTION with NO votes cast AGAINST and NO 
ABSTENTIONS. The MOTION was therefore CARRIED 
UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
RESOLVED that the Leader of the Council and the Chief 
Executive employ all of the means and methods at their disposal 
in order to ensure that full disabled access is provided at 
Greenfield Station, at the earliest feasible opportunity. 

14   NOTICE OF OPPOSITION BUSINESS   

Motion 1 
 
Councillor Alcock MOVED and Councillor McCann SECONDED 
the following motion: 
 
“This Council notes that: 
 
Local Welfare Provision replaced a number of grants and social 
fund loans in April 2013 
Although not ring-fenced, money allocated by Government to 
each local authority for Local Welfare Provision is intended to  
 
“Meet the short term emergency and immediate support needs 
of vulnerable people”  
“Assist vulnerable people to establish or maintain a home in the 
community” 
Oldham Council was awarded £1,038,000 by the Government 
for this purpose in 2013/14. 
Yet, in 2013/14, only £294,038 was disbursed to applicants to 
meet 2,379 requests for essential items and services.  
 
This Council notes with grave concern:  
 



 

The Government has recently announced that no further funding 
for this purpose will be made available to local authorities after 
the current financial year. 
The Government’s expectation that local authorities thereafter 
take responsibility for establishing their own self-financed 
scheme. 
That the significant underspend by local authorities of the funds 
allocated to Local Welfare Provision is cited by Government as 
providing evidence that there is little demand for these funds. 
 
This Council believes that: 
 
It is unrealistic at a time when local authorities are adjusting to 
major funding cuts to expect them to also shoulder financial 
responsibility for this provision. 
There is a real need for the continuation of sufficient government 
funding to local authorities to meet the emergency needs of 
individuals facing severe financial hardship. 
 
This Council resolves to: 
 
Ask the Chief Executive to write to the Secretary of State for 
Social Security outlining this Council’s opposition to the abolition 
of government funding for Local Welfare Provision after 2014/15 
and seeking its reinstatement. 
Ask the Chief Executive to write to the three local Members of 
Parliament asking them to write to government ministers in 
support of this position.” 
 
AMENDMENT 
Councillor Jabbar MOVED and Councillor Rehman SECONDED  
the following amendment: 
“This Council notes that: 
Local Welfare Provision replaced a number of grants and social 
fund loans in April 2013. These were previously paid by DWP 
and were not cash limited.   
 
Although not ring-fenced, money allocated by Government to 
each local authority for Local Welfare Provision is intended to 
“Meet the short term emergency and immediate support needs 
of vulnerable people” 
“Assist vulnerable people to establish or maintain a home in the 
community” 
 
Oldham Council was awarded £1,038,000 by the Government 
for this purpose in 2013/14. ADD: This included £180, 995 which 
was provided for administration.   
 
The amount allocated to Oldham was 9% below the amount 
paid out in Oldham by DWP in 2011/12, the last year they 
published data.  
 
DELETE Oldham Council was awarded £1,038,000 by the 
Government for this purpose in 2013/14  
This Council notes with grave concern: 



 

The Government has recently announced that no further funding 
for this purpose will be made available to local authorities after 
the current financial year. 
The Government’s expectation that local authorities thereafter 
take responsibility for establishing their own self-financed 
scheme. 
That the significant underspend by local authorities of the funds 
allocated to Local Welfare Provision is cited by Government as 
providing evidence that there is little demand for these funds. 
This Council believes that: 
It is unrealistic at a time when local authorities are adjusting to 
major funding cuts to expect them to also shoulder financial 
responsibility for this provision. 
There is a real need for the continuation of sufficient government 
funding to local authorities to meet the emergency needs of 
individuals facing severe financial hardship. 
This Council resolves to: 
Ask the Chief Executive to write to the Secretary of State for 
Work and Pensions outlining this Council’s opposition to the 
abolition of government funding for Local Welfare Provision after 
2014/15 and seeking its reinstatement. 
Ask the Chief Executive to write to the three local Members of 
Parliament asking them to write to government ministers in 
support of this position. 
 
THE MOTION WILL THEN READ: 
 
This Council notes that: 
 
“Local Welfare Provision replaced a number of grants and social 
fund loans in April 2013. These were previously paid by DWP 
and were not cash limited.   
 
Although not ring-fenced, money allocated by Government to 
each local authority for Local Welfare Provision is intended to 
“Meet the short term emergency and immediate support needs 
of vulnerable people” 
“Assist vulnerable people to establish or maintain a home in the 
community” 
Oldham Council was awarded £1,038,000 by the Government 
for this purpose in 2013/14. This included £180, 995 which was 
provided for administration.   
The amount allocated to Oldham was 9% below the amount 
paid out in Oldham by DWP in 2011/12, the last year they 
published data.   
This Council notes with grave concern: 
The Government has recently announced that no further funding 
for this purpose will be made available to local authorities after 
the current financial year. 
The Government’s expectation that local authorities thereafter 
take responsibility for establishing their own self-financed 
scheme. 
That the significant underspend by local authorities of the funds 
allocated to Local Welfare Provision is cited by Government as 
providing evidence that there is little demand for these funds. 
This Council believes that: 



 

It is unrealistic at a time when local authorities are adjusting to 
major funding cuts to expect them to also shoulder financial 
responsibility for this provision. 
There is a real need for the continuation of sufficient government 
funding to local authorities to meet the emergency needs of 
individuals facing severe financial hardship. 
This Council resolves to: 
Ask the Chief Executive to write to the Secretary of State for 
Work and Pensions outlining this Council’s opposition to the 
abolition of government funding for Local Welfare Provision after 
2014/15 and seeking its reinstatement. 
Ask the Chief Executive to write to the three local Members of 
Parliament asking them to write to government ministers in 
support of this position.” 
 
Councillor Houle spoke in support of the amendment 
Councillor Harkness spoke against the amendment 
Councillor Blyth spoke against the amendment 
Councillor Alcock exercised his right of reply. 
Councillor Jabbar exercised his right of reply. 
 
A vote was then taken on the AMENDMENT 
 
On being put to the vote FORTY FIVE VOTES were cast IN 
FAVOUR of the AMENDMENT with TWELVE VOTES cast 
AGAINST. The AMENDMENT was therefore CARRIED. 
 
A vote was then taken on the SUBSTANTIVE MOTION. 
On being put to the vote FIFTY SEVEN votes were cast IN 
FAVOUR of the MOTION with NO votes cast AGAINST and NO 
ABSTENTIONS. The MOTION was therefore CARRIED 
UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
RESOLVED that: 
1. The Chief Executive be requested to write to the Secretary of 
State for Work and Pensions outlining this Council’s opposition 
to the abolition of government funding for Local Welfare 
Provision after 2014/15 and seeking its reinstatement. 
2. The Chief Executive be requested to write to the three local 
Members of Parliament asking them to write to government 
ministers in support of this position. 
 
At this point in the meeting the Mayor advised that time had 
expired for this item  
 
Motion 2 
 
The Mayor informed the meeting that the time limit for this item 
had expired and Councillor Heffernan, as Mover of the Motion, 
and Councillor Murphy, as Seconder of the Motion, requested 
Council to permit the following Motion to be rolled over for 
discussion at the next Council meeting: 
 
“Motion 2 
 
This Council notes: 



 

Its statutory duty under Section 23 of the 1908 Small Holdings 
and Allotments Act to provide allotments to the residents of this 
borough 
That the promotion of small scale food production on allotments 
has public health, community cohesion and environmental 
benefits 
That there is an increasing demand for allotments from residents 
of this borough and that in many areas there are significant 
waiting lists 
The current ongoing review of the use of Council’s assets in the 
borough  
Given that it is recognised that the protection of existing 
allotments and the expansion of provision is desirable, this 
Council therefore resolves to: 
Seek ‘statutory’ status for current and future allotments that it 
manages under Section 8 of the Allotments Act 1925. (Statutory 
status gives a further safeguard that the local authority must 
seek permission from the Secretary of State before selling or 
changing the use of a ‘statutory’ site) 
 
Seek to identify, in conjunction with district partnerships, parish 
councils and local allotment societies, suitable sites in the 
Council’s ownership that have the potential to be developed into 
allotments as part of the district asset review, and identify 
sources of funding to make this a reality 
 
Promote the virtues of allotments during National Allotments 
Week (4th – 10th August 2014)" 
 
RESOLVED that the Motion be rolled forward and considered at 
the next Council meeting to be held on 10th September 2014. 
 

   15a  TO NOTE THE MINUTES OF THE FOLLOWING JOINT 
AUTHORITY  MEETINGS AND THE RELEVANT 
SPOKESPERSONS TO RESPOND TO QUESTIONS FROM 
MEMBERS  

  The Mayor advised the meeting that following agreement at 
Council at its last meeting, this section would be split into two 
sections. The first to consider Joint Authority Minutes and the 
second to consider Partnership Minutes. 
 
Minutes of the Joint Authorities were submitted as follows: 
 
Police and Crime Panel 
 
Association of Greater Manchester 
Authorities  
 
 

31st January 2014 
 
28th February 2014 
28th March 2014 
25th April 2014 
30th May 2014  

 
Greater Manchester Combined 
Authority 
  

 
28th February 2014 
28th March 2014 
25th April 2014 
30th May 2014 



 

  
National Park Authority  
 

7th February 2014 
28th March 2014 
23rd May 2014 
 

Transport for Greater Manchester 
Committee 
 

14th March 2014 
11th April 2014 
16th May 2014 
 

Greater Manchester Fire and Rescue 
Authority  
 

13th February 2014 
24th April 2014 

Greater Manchester Waste Disposal 
Authority 

7th February 2014 

 
Questions and observations were raised in relation to the following 
Joint Authority Minutes: 
 
Councillor Houle referred to the Minutes of the Transport for 
Greater Manchester Committee held on 16th May 2014, page 120, 
Section 4, Minute TfGMC 13/136 Active Travel, Travel Choices and 
Cycling Strategy Update and informed the meeting that he had 
been made aware that money would be made available in Greater 
Manchester and pointed out that the Council needed to ensure that 
it tapped into any funding. Councillor Houle asked for an assurance 
that Members on Transport for Greater Manchester Committee 
would work with Officers from OMBC to create benefits for the 
people of the Borough. 
 
Councillor Briggs agreed to take this issue forward. 
 
Councillor McCann referred to the Minutes of the Greater 
Manchester Waste Disposal Authority held on 7th February 2014, 
pages 144/145, Minute 85 Budget and Levy 2014/15 and Medium 
Term Financial Plan to 2016/17 and queried the figures contained 
in Resolution (f) of the Minute. 
 
Councillor Dean advised the meeting that as this was quite a 
complicated financial question he would prepare a written response 
which he would circulate to Councillors. 
 
Councillor Bates referred to the Minutes of the Police and Crime 
Panel meeting held on 31st January 2014, page 43/46; three pages 
of minutes which told the public nothing and stated that he had 
burglaries in his Ward but no police presence in the area, the 
statistics were incorrect. Councillor Bates also referred to the level 
of bureaucracy within the Police with reference to the Police and 
Crime Commissioner. 
Councillor McMahon advised that the meeting had not been in vain, 
discussions had taken place around the budget, but also pointed 
out that the Police and Crime Commissioner Panel had replaced 
the Police Authority so no additional costs had been incurred, in 
fact, it cost less than the previous arrangements. 
 
 



 

RESOLVED that: 
1. The Minutes of the Joint Authorities as detailed in the report be 
noted. 
2. The questions raised and the responses given be noted. 

    15b   TO NOTE THE MINUTES OF THE FOLLOWING PARTNERSHIP 
MEETINGS AND THE RELEVANT SPOKESPERSONS TO 
RESPOND TO QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS  

  Minutes of the Partnership meetings were submitted as follows: 
 
Unity Partnership Board   9th January 2014 

24th March 2014 
Oldham Leadership Board   24th April 2014 

 5th June 2014 
Health Well-Being Cluster  14th January 2014 

11th March 2014 
 
No questions or observations were raised on these Minutes. 
 
RESOLVED that: 
1. The Minutes of the Partnerships as detailed in the report be 
noted. 

16  CORPORATE PLAN 2014/15   

Consideration was given to a report of the Chief Executive which 
presented the updated Corporate Plan. 
 
RESOLVED that the updated Corporate Plan be approved. 

17  FINAL ACCOUNTS 2014/15   

Consideration was given to a report of the Borough Treasurer 
which informed Members that the Council’s accounts for 
2013/14 had been audited, approved and published, on 28th 
May 2014. Cabinet had recommended that the Final Accounts 
2013/14 and the external audit (Grant Thornton) reports for 
2013/14 be recommended to Council for noting. 
 
RESOLVED that the final accounts, the audit reports and the 
items referred to in the report be noted. 

18  CHANGES TO COMMITTEE, OUTSIDE BODY 
APPOINTMENTS AND MEETING DATES  

 

Consideration was given to a report of the Borough Solicitor 
informing Members that following approval of Committee 
Membership/Outside Bodies/Council Calendar at the Annual 
Council meeting held on 11th June 2014 a number of changes 
had been agreed/requested. 
 
RESOLVED that: 
1. The change to the Membership of the Licensing Committee, 
Councillor Azad to replace Councillor Roberts be noted. 
2. The change in membership to the Unity Partnership Board, 
the Leader of the Council to be replaced by Councillor Shah, be 
agreed. 



 

3. The appointment of Councillors McMahon, Stretton and 
Hibbert to the Foxdenton LLP be agreed. 
4. An extra Unity Partnership meeting take place on 23rd July 
2014 at 11.00am. 
5. Two further meeting dates of the Health and Well Being 
Board to take place on: 

• 20th January 2015 

• 17th March 2015 
6. The Membership of the Health and Wellbeing Board be 
increased to include the following appointments with voting 
rights: 

• Lay Chair of Oldham Clinical Commissioning 
Group  

• Chief Executive, Pennine Acute NHS Trust  

• Chief Executive, Penning Care NHS Trust (The 
director of Strategy to deputise if Chief Executive 
is unable to attend) 

7. A special meeting of PVFM be held on Thursday 31st July 
2014. 

19  UPDATE ON ACTIONS FROM COUNCIL   

Consideration was given to a report of the Borough Solicitor 
informing Members of actions that had been taken following 
previous Council meetings and providing feedback on other 
issues raised at the meeting. 
 
RESOLVED that the report be noted. 
 

The meeting started at 6.30 pm and ended at 9.13 pm 
 


