
NORDEN AREA FORUM 
CUT LANE SUB-GROUP 

 

Thursday 19 February 2015 
 

MINUTES 
 

 

Present: N. Morrell (Chair), K.Sourbutts, A. Sourbutts, C. Moore, S. Moore, A. Davenport, 

G. Davenport, T. Mayne, G. Hamid, R. Beaumont, J. Jones, J. Jones, S. Hibbert, J. 

Johnson, I. Johnson, I. Gartside, K. Dullent, R. Downs, S. Drury, P. Drury, J. Sutcliffe, A. 

Sutcliffe, L. Dearden, T. Dearden, J. Roberts, S. Roberts, A.Thorpe, Mrs Moore, J. 

Wilkinson, G. Wilkinson, J.S White, P.White, P. Lord, D. Lord, A. Thorpe, M. Thompson, 

J.Thompson, M. Lord, D. Partington, R.Melech, K. Melech, T.Flynn, M.Hope, P. Dunning,  

M.Bull, B.Beaumont, S. Beaumont, J. Roberts, M.Ferns 

Officers:  K. Moore (Township Management) 

Councillors: Gartside, Holly & Winkler 

 
INTRODUCTIONS, APOLOGIES AND CODE OF CONDUCT  
The chair introduced himself to the forum and thanked everyone for attending. Attention was 
drawn to the code of conduct, a summary of which was read out. All attendees were asked 
to abide by the code for the duration of the meeting. 
 
BACKGROUND 
On the 5th November 2014, the Rochdale Township Committee was presented with a report 
to seek their approval for the release of a number of surplus plots of land in Rochdale for 
disposal. One of the sites included in the list was “Agenda Item a) Land at Cut 
Lane/Caldershaw Road, Rochdale”. 
 
The land was identified as part of a wider review of Council-owned assets as having 
potential for disposal for development and capital receipt, with the view of disposal through 
the open market. The planning brief highlighted within the report is residential development 
(approx. 6 dwellings) with the maintenance and enhancement of a greenspace corridor. If 
agreed the recommendation was for the plot of land to be sold through public auction for 
residential development.   
 
At the meeting the decision of the committee was for the land at Cut Lane/Caldershaw Road 
be released for disposal. Following the meeting, this agenda item was called in and 
presented to the Overview and Scrutiny Committee. Ward councillors and residents attended 
and raised objections to the proposals highlighted above. Considering the comments the 
item was deferred to a future meeting of the Committee. The current position is that it will 
now be presented to the Rochdale Township Committee on 4th March 2015, 6.15pm, 
Training and Conference Suite, First Floor, Number One Riverside, Smith Street, Rochdale, 
OL16 1XU. 
 
OPEN FORUM  
Residents were invited to comment on the proposals outlined. A summary of the comments 

were as follows: 



• There is a misconception that there is a lot of green open space that has public 

access. This is not the case, with land being fenced off. For example, school playing 

fields, private land. The plot at Cut Lane is a local space that is accessed on a daily 

basis. 

• Historically there have been proposals to develop the land and introduce retail units. 

This was later dismissed due to the provision already existing in the village.  

Action 1: Obtain minutes of meeting on decisions made on previous 

development proposals at Cut Lane/Caldershaw Road (Katie Moore). 

• Highway concerns were expressed around the planning brief highlighted within the 

report. Traffic is already a problem (particularly parking and general traffic flow to and 

from the surrounding houses, schools and church). Introducing more housing could 

add to the existing problem. This would include building works that would be required 

on site for at least 12 months. 

• The land has always been used for recreational purposes and should not be 

used/sold for the development of housing. 

• Norden has a sense of community and village feel. Residents want to keep this 

feeling and in some cases are reasons for moving to the area. The land is used for 

football either by families or by groups of young people, in addition to horse riding.  

• There is no other open space for children to play in the area. The nearest possibly 

being Denehurst Park which would involve the crossing of a busy main road which is 

not ideal for children and young people.  

• There are no facilities for young people; the play area only has toddler equipment. 

• Residents have noted visible changes in the lands infrastructure over the years, with 

reports of it dipping suggesting that it may not be fit for development without a 

substantial proportion of funding being ploughed into the site. It was advised that 

money had already been spent to prevent the land from sinking. 

• There is a fear that the land could be sold and left, leaving it open to problems of fly-

tipping and general area maintenance e.g. land becoming overgrown, boarded up.  

• It was felt that the selling of the land would not just affect a small minority but also 

neighbouring streets within the estate. 

• Questions were raised around the viability of building on the land. It was thought that 

it would not be profitable to build on the land as the cost of making it fit for purpose 

would outweigh any money made. Further comments raised included the value of the 

land. Councillor Winkler advised that this question around the value had been asked 

at the committee however no figure(s) were available.  

• The land has flooded in the past. 

• Ideas were put forward on how the land could be used. A suggestion was a football 

facility such as for football practice and local games. It was advised that parents have 

to take their children out of the ward to practice/play football. 

• Discussions were had about planning aspects. No comments were available other 

than those detailed in the Rochdale Township Committee report. 

• The land should be endorsed for recreational purposes. A definitive use does not 

need to be put forward as it is used naturally by the community. It is and should 

remain as an open green corridor. Therefore, cannot see the logistics of selling if 

there is a brief to also maintain and enhance the “greenspace corridor”. It is important 

to the community and would look at options to save it from sale through seeking legal 



advice or a community asset transfer. It was felt some of the content in para. 3.5.1 

sounded like a planning brief where it refers to “six in total”. 

• Residents felt they would like to be given the opportunity to buy the land if it was sent 

to auction. 

• Residents were concerned that they had only become aware of the proposals 

through this meeting when the report had originally been presented in November 

2014. 

• A resident asked how much land, of a similar size, had been sold for in the past. 

Action 2: Obtain figures from previous land sales. 

Residents were invited to sign a petition- objecting to the disposal of land at Cut 

Lane/Caldershaw Road. It was agreed that the sign in forms will form part of the petition to 

avoid the duplication of signatures already collected. 

CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE ACTIONS 
From discussions the chair presented 3 requisitions to be considered by the Rochdale 

Township Committee (note: all statements below were put to a public vote and majority vote 

obtained): 

• That the land at Cut Lane/Caldershaw Road be retained as recreational space and 

not for residential development. 

• Investigatory work be undertaken to allow the land to be awarded village green 

status. 

• Actively seek community use for the land. 

Discussions within the area forum included the creation of a friends group and looking at a 

community asset transfer. It was agreed that anyone wishing to be involved a meeting will be 

held on Saturday 28th February, 2pm, Norden Old Library, Edenfield Road, Norden, OL11 

5XE.   


