
Meeting of:  Rochdale Township Committee
Date: Wednesday, 6th December, 2017
Time: 6.15 pm.

Venue: Rochdale Town Hall, The Esplanade, Rochdale, OL16 
1AB

Item 
No.

AGENDA Page No

1.  APOLOGIES 

To receive any apologies for absence. 

2.  DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 

Members are required to declare any disclosable pecuniary, personal 
or personal and prejudicial interests they may have and the nature of 
those interests relating to items on this agenda and/or indicate if S106 
of the Local Government Finance Act 1992 applies to them.    

3.  URGENT ITEMS OF BUSINESS 

To determine whether there are any additional items of business 
which, by reason of special circumstances, the Chair decides should 
be considered at the meeting as a matter of urgency. 

4.  ITEMS FOR EXCLUSION OF PUBLIC AND PRESS 

To determine any items on the agenda, if any, where the public are to 
be excluded from the meeting. 

5.  OPEN FORUM (6.15-6.45PM) 

Half an hour has been set aside for members of the public to raise any 
issues relevant to the business of the Committee and the Township. 

6.  MINUTES 3 - 10

To consider the minutes of the meeting of Rochdale Township 
Committee held on 4th October 2017.  

7.  MINUTES OF ROCHDALE TOWNSHIP ACTION AND RESOURCES 
DELEGATED SUB-COMMITTEE 

11 - 17

To consider the minutes of meeting of the Rochdale Township Action 
and Resources Delegated Sub-Committee held on 19th October 2017 

8.  CATLEY LANE HEAD CONSERVATION AREA FOR FINAL 
DESIGNATION 

18 - 65

To consider the designation of Catley Lane Head as a conservation 

Public Document Pack



area and adoption of the Catley Lane Head Conservation Area 
Appraisal. 

9.  THE NEED FOR EXTRA PRIMARY SCHOOL PLACES 2017- 2020 66 - 79

To consider proposals to address the need for extra Reception and 
Year 1-6 places up to September 2020. 

10.  THE NEED FOR EXTRA YEAR 7 SCHOOL PLACES 2017- 2027 80 - 88

To consider proposals relating to the need for Extra Year 7 School 
places from 2017- 2027. 

Rochdale Township Committee Members
Councillor Ali Ahmed Councillor Iftikhar Ahmed
Councillor Shakil Ahmed Councillor Daalat Ali
Councillor Sultan Ali Councillor Cecile Biant
Councillor Surinder Biant Councillor Allen Brett
Councillor Lynne Brosnan Councillor Wendy Cocks
Councillor Ian Duckworth Councillor Richard Farnell
Councillor James Gartside Councillor Kieran Heakin
Councillor Michael Holly Councillor Jean Hornby
Councillor Jane Howard Councillor Daniel Meredith
Councillor Kathleen Nickson Councillor Shaun O'Neill
Councillor Aasim Rashid Councillor Billy Sheerin
Councillor Patricia Sullivan Councillor Shah Wazir
Councillor Peter Winkler Councillor Sameena Zaheer
Councillor Mohammed Zaman

For more information about this meeting, please contact 
Caroline Denyer, Governance & Committee Services Officer
Tel: 01706 924717
Email: caroline.denyer2@rochdale.gov.uk 



ROCHDALE TOWNSHIP COMMITTEE

MINUTES OF MEETING
Wednesday, 4th October 2017

PRESENT:  Councillor Shaun O'Neill (In the Chair); Councillors Ali Ahmed, 
Iftikhar Ahmed, Shakil Ahmed, Daalat Ali, Sultan Ali, Brett, Brosnan, Farnell, 
Heakin, Holly, Hornby, Howard, Meredith, Nickson, Rashid, Sheerin, Sullivan, 
Wazir, Zaheer and Zaman

OFFICERS: M Robinson (Assistant Director Planning), P Gregory (Economy 
Directorate) P Maynard, J Simpson and V White (Neighbourhoods 
Directorate), J Taylor and R Marrow (Children’s Directorate), M O’Keefe (Adult 
Directorate) S Smith and C Denyer (Resources Directorate)

ALSO IN ATTENDANCE:  5 Members of the public

APOLOGIES
24 Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Cecile Biant, 
Cocks, Gartside and Winkler.

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST
25 Further to the Council’s Code of Conduct, Councillors Heakin, O’Neill 
and Wazir declared a personal interest in respect of 8 - Definitive Footpath 
RocFp12 - Trestle Bridge Prickshaw Lane – as they had been appointed by 
the Council to the Healey Dell Joint Management Committee.

URGENT ITEMS OF BUSINESS
26 There were no urgent items of business.

ITEMS FOR EXCLUSION OF PUBLIC AND PRESS
27 It was noted that Agenda Item 15, CPO Programme, would be 
considered on the Private Agenda.

OPEN FORUM (6.15-6.45PM)
28 The following matter was raised during the Open Forum:

The Upgrade of Footpaths RocEFp43 and HeyFp11 to a Bridleway 

Mrs Brown and Mrs Morrell addressed the Township Committee on behalf of 
Rochdale and Bury Bridleways Association in support of the application to 
upgrade the footpath which provided an off-road link with Roods Lane in 
Norden and School Lane in Heywood for horse riders and cyclists.  

MINUTES
29 The Committee considered the minutes of the last meeting held 2nd 
August 2017. A Member referred to minute 18 (Minutes) and requested that 
Councillor Sultan Ali, the Rochdale Council representative on the Greater 
Manchester Police and Crime Panel, raise the Township Committee’s 
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concerns with regard to the delays in answering of 101 telephone calls with 
the Deputy Mayor for Policing and Crime at the earliest possible opportunity.

Further to Minute 20 (Township Planning Panels) the Township was updated 
with regard to the membership of the Panel with respect to the Bamford and 
Castleton Wards.

Councillor Sheerin remarked that his apologies had been omitted from the 
minutes meeting held on 2nd August 2017 and requested that these be 
recorded 

Decision:

1. That the minutes of the meeting held on 2nd August 2017 be approved and 
signed as a correct record;

2. Councillor Sultan Ali be requested raise the Township Committee’s 
concerns with regard to the delays in answering of 101 telephone calls with 
the Deputy Mayor for Policing and Crime at the earliest possible 
opportunity.

3. That Councillor Jane Howard (Bamford Ward) and Councillor Billy Sheerin 
(Castleton Ward) be appointed to the Rochdale Township Planning Panel.

CLAIM TO UPGRADE FOOTPATHS ROCEFP43 AND HEYFP11 TO 
BRIDLEWAY AND ADD A BRIDLEWAY TO THE DEFINITIVE MAP AND 
STATEMENT
30 The Township Committee were informed that the Council is required to 
maintain and keep under review a map, the Definitive map, and statement 
showing the public footpaths and bridleways in its area.

One of the circumstances in which the map can be modified is an application 
to upgrade existing definitive footpaths, following the route being brought into 
question, to bridleways or, to add a route if evidence can be provided to 
successfully show that the way has been used by horse and rider for a period 
of 20 years or more as of right and without interruption in accordance with 
s.31 Highways Act 1980

The Council had received an application to upgrade two legal footpaths 
RocEFp43 and HeyFp11 to bridleway and to add a bridleway, the full route 
claimed was shown on the map appended to the report.  The route provided 
an off-road link with Roods Lane and School Lane for horse riders and cyclist.

The applicant had provided sufficient evidence to comply with the legislation 
to enable the Council to proceed with the order following the legal procedure; 
Landowners had been consulted and had not raised any objections.

Alternatives Considered: The only alternative would be to decline to make the 
Order. This would mean that the Council was in breach of its duty and would 
entitle the applicant to appeal to the Secretary of State under paragraph 4 of 
Schedule 14 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981.
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The Committee were advised that Heywood Township Committee had 
supported the claim to upgrade the footpath to a bridleway at the meeting held 
on 25th September 2017. 

Decision:

1. That the Township Committee supports the claim to upgrade Footpaths 
RocEFp43 and HeyFp11 to Bridleway and add a Bridleway to the Definitive 
Map and Statement and the Council proceeding with a legal order to 
upgrade the footpaths and add the route to create a bridleway over the land 
as stated within the report;

2. That if no objections are received to the order that it be confirmed as an 
unopposed order under paragraph 6 of Schedule 15 to the Wildlife and 
Countryside Act 1981, and, if relevant objections are received that the 
order be referred to the Secretary of State for confirmation.

Reasons for the Decision:

Evidence had been provided to satisfy the Council and comply with s.31 
Highways Act 1980 that a route had been used by the public at large on 
horseback for the required 20 years or more period.

Only landowners may raise relevant objections and show how they have 
attempted to prohibit the use by horse riders.  Landowners had been 
consulted and had not raised any objection to the proposal.  One landowner 
supported the claim.

A successful completed order would create a safe off road route for horse 
riders and cyclists.

Whilst pedestrians are currently the only legitimate users of the footpaths and 
this would create a multi user route, it was accepted to create routes that 
legally allow access to other users, a national route of a similar nature is the 
Pennine Bridleway that allows use by horse riders, cyclists and pedestrians.

Eligible for call in - yes

DEFINITIVE FOOTPATH ROCFP12 - TRESTLE BRIDGE PRICKSHAW 
LANE
31 The Township Committee considered a report detailing the current 
position with regard to footpath RocCFp12 which was a definitive footpath 
recorded on Council records for use by the general public and ran from 
Prickshaw Lane over a trestle bridge in the Healey Dell area of Rochdale and 
continued over land to meet with footpath RocCFp14.
  
The Committee was advised that a Highways and Engineering Officer had 
assessed the trestle bridge and concluded that it was in a dilapidated 
condition and beyond economic repair as the beams carrying the deck were 
rotten and would need major work to ensure longevity. The Structural 
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Engineer had also advised that in order to ensure public safety the footpath 
should be closed and the bridge removed.  An emergency temporary order 
had been applied to close the footpath and barriers had been placed at either 
side of the bridge but a temporary closure order may only be applied by the 
Council for a period of 6 months and any additional orders would require 
agreement by the Secretary of State. 

Alternatives Considered: The alternative would be to replace the bridge with a 
new one; the capital cost of this was estimated to be £70,000 plus Officer time 
and would require additional maintenance going forward.

Decision:

1. That the demolition of the trestle bridge as recommended by the Highways 
and Engineering report be approved.

2. It is recommended that an alternative section of footpath be created at 
ground level to replace the footpath that currently runs over the bridge. 

3. It is recommended that a permanent closure and diversion under section 
119 Highways Act 1980 be carried out to legalise the new section of 
footpath and to ensure continuity of the network of rights of way.

Reasons for the Decision

Under section 130 Highways Act 1980 the Council has a duty to protect and 
assert the rights of the public to the use and enjoyment of any highway, 
definitive rights of way are highway, the public were unable to use this 
footpath because of the condition of the trestle bridge.

The land at Healey Dell is in Council ownership the Council were able to 
create a route or divert the existing route that currently runs over the bridge, to 
a more suitable usable location that would already have been constructed as 
the temporary route. 

Funding had already been identified for this scheme and all costs had been 
identified by Asset Management.

Eligible for call in - yes

SUDDEN BROOK POCKET PARK AND BURLINGTON STREET GARAGE 
SITE
32 The Township Committee considered a report from the Director of 
Economy which sought approval for the disposal of Council owned land at 
Sudden Brook Pocket Park, Burlington garage site and a separate but nearby 
site at Marcroft Place. 

Alternatives considered: 
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The report provided two alternative options for consideration, namely that the 
site could be retained for its current use and be tidied up using Council 
resources; or the site could be offered to a social housing provider.  This 
would see the site developed for housing but would not generate a capital 
receipt.  Initial discussions with housing associations had indicated that this 
was not a viable site for this type of development.

In considering the report members requested that planning conditions be 
included with regard to improved drainage of the site and the provision and 
maintenance of a footpath through the site together with the erection of a 
footbridge across the brook to ensure ease of access for the displaced garage 
tenants to the Platting Lane Garage site.

Decision:

1. That the garage tenancies on the Burlington garage site be terminated. 

2. The land identified within the submitted report be declared surplus to 
requirements and released for disposal either by sale on the open market 
at auction or by private treaty for residential development.

3. The Assistant Director Legal, Governance and Workforce be authorised to 
advise appropriate Council Services and to prepare the appropriate legal 
documents and execute such documents on behalf of the Council.

4. That planning permission for the site include suitable conditions to ensure a 
drainage scheme to reduce the risk of flooding on the site, the provision 
and maintenance of a footpath through the site and the erection of a 
footbridge across the brook.

5. The purchaser be required to pay the Council’s legal and surveyors costs.

Reasons for the Decision:

The Sudden Brook Pocket Park had been underutilised and had become a 
target for anti-social behaviour, the site at Marcroft Place was a vacant 
grassed area and the Burlington Street garage site provided the key to the 
development and productive re-use and regeneration of the park area. 

The development of the site for housing would help to regenerate the area 
and the sale of the land would generate a capital receipt for the Council.

Eligible for call in - yes

REVENUE BUDGET UPDATE 2018/19 TO 2020/21 AND SAVING 
PROGRAMME 2018/19 TO 2019/20
33 The Township Committee considered a report detailing the latest 
position regarding the Council’s Revenue Budget for 2018/19 to 2020/21.
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Alternatives considered:  None, this item is presented for information 
purposes.
 
Decision:

1.    That the Revenue Budget position for 2018/19 to 2020/21 and the 
potential risks around the Revenue Budget be noted;
 
Reason for decision:

The Council is required to set a balanced budget for 2018/19 by the by 11th 
March 2018.

Eligible for call in - No

DISCRETIONARY FEES & CHARGES 2018/19
34 The Township Committee considered a report seeking views on the 
proposed discretionary fees and charges for 2018/19. 
 
Alternatives considered:

The Township Committee were being consulted and could provide views 
accordingly.
 
Decision:

1. That the proposed discretionary fees and charges for 2018/19 be noted. 
 
Reason for decision:

The Authority carries out an annual review of discretionary fees and charges 
as part of the budget setting process. It is a requirement of this process that 
Members agree a general level of increase for all income streams taking into 
account the prevailing rate of inflation. 

Eligible for call in - no

CAPITAL PROGRAMME 2018/19 TO 2020/21
35 The Township Committee considered a report seeking views on the 
proposed Capital Programme 2018/19 – 2020/21.
 
Alternatives considered:

Consultation on the proposed Capital Programme is legally required.
 
Decision:

1. That the Capital Programme for for 2018/19 and provisional programmes 
for 2019/20 and 2020/21, be noted.

 

Page 8



Reasons for decision:

The Council is legally obliged to set a balanced budget.  Budgets are 
prepared in accordance with the approved guidelines.

Eligible for call in – no 

FUTURE CPO PROGRAMME - PRESENTATION
36 The Township Committee received a presentation from the Director of 
Neighbourhoods which detailed a new rolling programme of compulsory 
purchase actions involving largely high profile sites and buildings. The 
programme was anticipated to run for three years with one million pounds per 
annum included within the Capital Programme.

Alternatives considered: None – the presentation was designed to introduce 
Members of the Committee to the proposals.

Decision: 

1. That the presentation be noted.

 Reasons for the Decision: 

The presentation was for information purposes.

Eligible for call in - no

EXCLUSION OF PRESS AND PUBLIC
37 Decision:

1. That the Press and Public be excluded from the meeting during 
consideration of the following three items of business, in accordance with 
the provisions of Section 100A (4) of the Local Government Act 1972, as 
amended.

 
Reason for Decision:

Should the press and public remain during debate on these items there may 
be a disclosure of information that is deemed to be exempt under Parts 1 and 
4 of Schedule 12A of the Local Government Act 1972.

CPO PROGRAMME
38

The Director of Neighbourhoods requested that Members of the Committee 
identify potential sites within the boundaries of Rochdale Township that could 
be considered as a suitable site for a Compulsory Purchase Order.
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 Alternatives considered: None at this stage. Members may be requested to 
consider the merits of each application for Compulsory Purchase Order at a 
later stage.

Decision: 

1.  That the sites identified by the Township Committee Members be put 
forward as part of the Compulsory Purchase Order Programme;

2. Update reports on the development of sites for Compulsory Purchase 
Order be presented to future meetings of the Rochdale Township Members 
Regeneration Group. 

Reason for decision: There needed to be a legal justification for proceeding 
with a Compulsory Purchase Order, factors can include the number of 
complaints received by Members, loss of visual amenity, development 
requirements and gateway considerations.

Eligible for Call-in – no.
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ROCHDALE TOWNSHIP ACTION AND RESOURCES 
DELEGATED SUB-COMMITTEE

MINUTES OF MEETING
Thursday, 19th October 2017

PRESENT:  Councillor Cecile Biant (Chair); Councillors Shakil Ahmed, 
Sultan Ali, Heakin, Sheerin, Sullivan, Winkler, Zaheer and Zaman.

OFFICERS: N McKendrey and V White (Neighbourhoods Directorate) and 
C Denyer (Resources Directorate)

ALSO IN ATTENDANCE:  Councillor Shaun O’Neill and 2 members of the 
public

APOLOGIES
16 Apologies for absence were received from Councillor Nickson

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST
17 There were no declarations of interests.

URGENT ITEMS OF BUSINESS
18 There were no urgent items of business

MINUTES
19 DECISION; 
That the minutes of the Rochdale Township Action and Resources Delegated 
Sub-Committee held on 29th June 2017, be approved as a correct record

BALDERSTONE AND KIRKHOLT COMMUNITY MEETING
20 DECISION:
That the minutes of the Balderstone and Kirkholt Community Meetings held on 
20th June and 14th  September 2017, be noted.

BAMFORD AND OAKENROD AREA FORUM
21 DECISION:
That the minutes of meeting of Bamford and Oakenrod Area Forum held on 
4th September 2017 be noted

BRIMROD, MARLAND AND SUDDEN AREA FORUM
22 The Sub-Committee considered the minutes of the meeting of the 
Brimrod, Marland and Sudden Area Forum held on 22nd June and 14th 
September 2017.

Further to minute 3 of the meeting held on the 14th September 2017 - Minutes 
of the Last Meeting and Matters Arising - the Sub-Committee requested that 
the Director of Neighbourhoods be advised of the excellent work undertaken 
by officers to removal of the fly tipping and the clean-up of the area.
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Further to minute 4 – Police and Communities Together- the Committee were 
advised of the ‘Safe Drive Stay Alive’ Campaign for new drivers.  Details of 
the event scheduled to be held on Thursday 9th November 2017 from 7pm to 
8.30pm at the Middleton Arena are available on the website at 
www.SafeDriveGM.co.uk  

DECISION:
That the minutes of meetings of the Brimrod, Marland and Sudden Area 
Forum held on 22nd June and 14th September 2017 be noted.

CASTLETON AREA FORUM
23 DECISION:
That the minutes of meeting of the Castleton Area Forum held on 27th  June 
and 15th August 2017 be noted.

CENTRAL ROCHDALE AREA FORUM
24 DECISION:
That the minutes of the meetings of the Central Rochdale Area Forum held on 
the 24th July and the 18th September 2017 be noted.

HEALEY AREA FORUM
25
DECISION:
That the the minutes of the meeting of the Healey Area Forum held on 27th 
July 2017 be noted.

KINGSWAY AREA FORUM
26 DECISION:
That the minutes of the meetings of the Kingsway Area Forum held on 15th 
June and 31st August 2017 be noted.

MILKSTONE AND DEEPLISH AREA FORUM
27 DECISION:
That the minutes of meeting of the Milkstone and Deeplish Area Forum held 
on 17th July 2017 be noted.

NORDEN AREA FORUM
28 The Sub-Committee considered the minutes of the meetings of the 
Norden Area Forum 13th June and 12th September 2017. 

Further to minute 3 of the meeting held on the 12th September 2017 – Greater 
Manchester Police - the Sub-Committee requested that the Director of 
Neighbourhoods be advised of the excellent work undertaken by officers with 
regard to the their speedy response and management of the recent travellers’ 
encampment on Caldershaw Road, Rochdale

DECISION:
That the minutes of meetings of the Norden Area Forum held on 13th June 
and 12th September 2017 be noted.
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SPOTLAND AND FALINGE AREA FORUM
29 DECISION:
That the minutes of the meetings of the Spotland and Falinge Area Forum 
held on 13th July and 24th August 2017 be noted.

ROCHDALE TOWNSHIP CLEAN AND GREEN PRIORITY GROUP
30 DECISION:
That the minutes of meetings of the Rochdale Township Clean and Green 
Priority Group held on 20th July and 28th September 2017 be noted.

ROCHDALE TOWNSHIP COMMUNITIES AND ENGAGEMENT PRIORITY 
GROUP
31 DECISION:
That the minutes of meeting 9th August 2017 of Rochdale Township 
Communities and Engagement Priority Group be noted.

PRESENTATION - SECTION 106 AGREEMENTS/DEVELOPER 
CONTRIBUTIONS
32 The Sub-Committee received a report and a presentation, of the 
Assistant Director (Planning and Development) on Section 106 Planning 
Agreements and the suggested process for the Township to identify potential 
schemes for the funding that was available.

The Sub-Committees were informed that matters relating to formal sport and 
affordable housing Section 106 agreements would be considered by the 
Cabinet but that matters relating to the local open space agreements within 
Pennines Township were to be brought forward for consideration by future 
meetings of the Pennines Township Delegated Sub-Committee.

From 1st April 2015 the Community Infrastructure Levy Regulations had been 
tightened to restrict the pooling of more than five contributions to any specific 
piece of infrastructure. The Local Planning Authority were required to identify 
the use of any monies prior to planning permission being determined, with 
commuted sum payments limited to ‘major’ developments.  As a result Section 
106 discussions were now encouraged to form part of pre application process 
to provide greater developer certainty.

The Sub-Committee were advised of the section 106 formal sport projects 
compiled for the Township using the Playing Pitch strategy and other projects 
previously identified by Councillors and Sports Governing Bodies. Members of 
the Council had been requested to provide any comments they may have with 
regard to these schemes by no later than 30th October 2017.

Decision:
That the presentation be noted.

Eligible for Call-in: No.

OBJECTIONS TO TRAFFIC REGULATION ORDER - ASHWORTH 
STREET, MOUNT STREET AND LOWER SHERIFF STREET, ROCHDALE
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33 The Committee considered a report of the Director of Neighbourhoods 
that advised Members of objections and representations received in relation to 
a proposed introduction of a Traffic Regulation Order on Ashworth Street, 
Mount Street and Lower Sheriff Street, Rochdale.

The Sub-Committee was advised that the proposed Traffic Regulation order 
introduced prohibition of waiting restrictions on the south side of Ashworth 
Street from its junction with Mount Street for a distance of 10 metres in an 
easterly direction and from its junction with Lower Sheriff Street for a distance 
of 10 metres in a westerly direction. The proposed Traffic Regulation order 
also introduced prohibition of waiting restrictions on the east side of Mount 
Street from its junction with Ashworth Street for a distance of 10 metres in a 
southerly direction and on the west side of Lower Sheriff Street from the 
junction of Ashworth Street for a distance of 13 metres in a southerly direction, 
and the introduction of No Waiting restrictions from Monday to Friday from 
8am to 5pm on the south side of Ashworth Street from a point 10 metres west 
of its junction with Lower Sheriff Street to a point 10 metres east of its junction 
with Mount Street.

The proposed restrictions on Ashworth Street were proposed in order to 
remove parked vehicles from the south side of the street, the effect of which 
would be to increase the available carriageway width in order to enable 
vehicles to pass between Mount Street and Lower Sheriff Street and would 
allow refuse collection vehicles to service Falinge Mews. The proposed 
restrictions on Mount Street and Lower Sheriff Street would prevent parking 
near to the junction of Ashworth Street and would improve the traffic flow 
conditions in the area.

Alternatives considered: The Committee could consider recommending that 
the proposal be abandoned. Should the Committee decide to not introduce 
the restrictions proposed then the issues with parked vehicles, which were 
reported to Rochdale Township, would not be addressed.

The Committee considered the views of Mr Khan, a member of the Golden 
Mosque on Lower Sheriff Street, Rochdale, who addressed the Committee in 
relation to his objections to the proposed Traffic Regulation Order. 

In considering the report Members raised several concerns in relation to the 
proposed traffic regulation order.

Decision: 
That the proposed Traffic Regulation Order, Borough of Rochdale ((Civil 
Enforcement of Traffic Contraventions) (Various Streets) (Rochdale 
Township) Order 2008) (Amendment) (No.124) Order be implemented, as 
advertised.

Reasons for the Decision:
In order to address the issues outlined in the submitted report it was 
necessary to introduce the proposed Order as originally advertised
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Eligible for call in: yes

OBJECTIONS TO EXPERIMENTAL TRAFFIC REGULATION ORDER - 
SMITH STREET, ROCHDALE
34 The Committee considered a report of the Director of Neighbourhoods 
that advised Members of objections and representations received in relation to 
a proposed introduction of the proposed Traffic Regulation Order, Borough of 
Rochdale (Smith Street, Rochdale) Experimental (Prohibition of Motor 
Vehicles), Experimental (Prohibition of Motor Vehicles (Except Buses)), 
Experimental Suspension of the (Borough of Rochdale (Smith Street, 
Rochdale) (Prohibition of Motor Vehicles (Except Buses)) Order 2013), 
Experimental Suspension of Part of the (Borough of Rochdale ((Civil 
Enforcement of Traffic Contraventions) (Various Streets) (Rochdale 
Township) Order 2008)(Amendment)(No.99) Order 2015) and Experimental 
Prohibition of Waiting Order 2017.

The Sub-Committee was advised that concerns had been raised by members 
of the public when the new bus station opened relating to the safety of 
pedestrians wishing to cross Smith Street. Elected Members had requested 
that the Highways Service consider these concerns as at the time pedestrian 
desire lines between the town centre and Number One Riverside resulted in 
pedestrians conflicting with buses using the bus station. 

Removing the conflict between buses and pedestrians had required the 
introduction of a new Traffic Regulation Order (TRO) on Smith Street to 
prohibit its use by motor vehicles at its eastern end. Buses were required to 
use Water Street to access the bus station. In discussions with Transport for 
Greater Manchester, it was agreed that if a TRO were promoted, it would be 
in the form of an experimental order so that the impact on buses could be fully 
assessed over a period of time. An Experimental TRO had been introduced 
on 29th January 2017 and during the 6 month objection period, 4 objections 
had been received. The objectors main concerns were in relation to the 
potential for a delay to bus services which the order created.

Alternatives Considered: The experimental order could not be made 
permanent but this would not address the conflict between pedestrians and 
buses.

In considering the report Members of the Committee raised concerns in 
regard to the introduction of the proposed Traffic Regulation Order prior to the 
redevelopment of the town centre having taken place.

Decision: 
That the proposed Traffic Regulation Order, Borough of Rochdale (Smith 
Street, Rochdale) Experimental (Prohibition of Motor Vehicles), Experimental 
(Prohibition of Motor Vehicles (Except Buses)), Experimental Suspension of 
the (Borough of Rochdale (Smith Street, Rochdale) (Prohibition of Motor 
Vehicles (Except Buses)) Order 2013), Experimental Suspension of Part of 
the (Borough of Rochdale((Civil Enforcement of Traffic contraventions) 
(Various Streets) (Rochdale Township) Order 2008)(Amendment) (No.99) 
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Order 2015) and Experimental Prohibition of Waiting Order 2017 be 
implemented, as advertised.

Reasons for the Decision:
In order to address the issues outlined in the submitted report it was 
necessary to introduce the proposed Order as originally advertised

Eligible for call in: yes

ROCHDALE TOWNSHIP FUNDS 2017/18
35 The Committee considered a report of the Director of Neighbourhoods 
which updated the Sub-Committee on revenue and capital expenditure, 
commitments and balances of Rochdale Township Fund 2017/2018, to enable 
the Sub-Committee to allocate funds to proposed projects.

The Sub-Committee were asked to note the expenditure, commitments and 
balances of Rochdale Township Funds 2017/18 as detailed in Appendix 1 and 
2, the decisions made under delegated authority as detailed in Appendix 3 to 
the submitted report and to consider and approve, defer or refuse the 
allocation of funds to proposed projects detailed in Appendix 4. Members of 
the Rochdale Township Action and Resource Sub-Committee were requested 
to note that the projects had been identified for funding from Rochdale 
Township Funds 2017/18.  Members were asked to decide whether to 
approve, reject or defer the allocation of revenue and capital funds to the 
proposed projects listed in Appendix 4. 

In order to reduce the potential for carry forward of funds during 2017/18, 
Members were asked to agree to give delegated authority to make decisions 
on any deferred projects to the Townships & Communities Manager, in 
consultation with the Chair, Vice Chair and opposition spokesperson of the 
committee.

Alternatives considered - in considering the report, Members were asked to 
decide
whether or not to approve the allocation of funds to projects/schemes as 
appropriate.

DECISION: 
1. That the expenditure, commitments and balances of the Rochdale 

Township Funds 2017/18, as detailed in Appendices 1 and 2 of the 
submitted report be noted;

2. That the decisions made under delegated authority as detailed in 
Appendix 3 of the submitted report be noted;

3. That the Townships and Communities Manager, in consultation with the
         Chair, Vice Chair and opposition spokespersons of the Committee, be     

given delegated authority to make decisions on any deferred projects. 
4. That applications for Township Funds, (as outlined in Appendix 4 of the 

submitted report); and be dealt with as follows:-
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Applicant Project /Scheme Decision
RP/05/17 Rivington Street Car Parks 

Repairs
Approve an allocation of 
£7,510 from the Township 
Revenue Fund

Reason for decision:
The management of the Rochdale Township Fund is delegated to the 
Rochdale Township Action & Resources Delegated Sub Committee to 
determine. The Rochdale Township Funds are allocated to projects that 
benefit the Township’s community and environment, and realise the Township 
priorities. The Sub-Committee undertook monitoring and a review of the use 
of the Rochdale Township Funds to ensure continued efficient and effective 
use of those Funds.

Eligible for Call-in – Yes
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Report to Rochdale Township Committee

Date of Meeting 06/12/2017

Portfolio Cabinet Member for 
Housing & Environment

Report Author Kaija-Luisa Kurik

Public/Private Document Public Document

Catley Lane Head Conservation Area for final designation

Executive Summary

1.1

1.2

1.3

The Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 imposes a 
duty on local planning authorities to survey and keep under review their district 
for areas which are of special architectural or historic interest, the character of 
which it is desirable to preserve or enhance, and to designate those areas as 
conservation areas. This duty is an ongoing requirement of local authorities.
Conservation area appraisals are produced in order to identify the special 
architectural and historic character of significant areas, to guide development 
and to inform effective management plans. This report seeks Member 
approval for Catley Lane Head Conservation Area, taking into account the 
comments received as a result of consultation. 
Catley Lane Head is recommended for conservation area designation in order 
to provide a framework for controlled and positive change in the hamlet. 
Establishing a conservation area would help to protect the heritage of this well 
preserved and relatively sensitively restored hamlet by bringing attention to its 
unique landscape and architecture as well as provide the local community with 
strong sense of identity and pride. 

Recommendation

2.1 It is recommended that the Rochdale Township Committee:

 Designates Catley Lane Head as a conservation area and adopts the 
Catley Lane Head Conservation Area Appraisal 

 Notes the consultation responses outlined in Appendix 1
 Notes the change made in recommended conservation area border 

compared to the consultation document. In present form Hunger Hill 
farm and the industrial buildings next to Smallshaw farm have been left 
out from the conservation area. 
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Reason for Recommendation

3.1

3.2

Catley Lane Head is considered to be an area of historic and architectural 
interest worthy of preservation and enhancement. The production and 
consultation of a conservation area appraisal established the intrinsic heritage 
value of the area and its setting. Local feedback established that there are 
some questions about what the designation would mean to property owners, 
with both strong objections and strong support from the local community. 

Catley Lane Head demonstrates vernacular architecture which reflects the 
historic industries along the line of historic routes. The evolution of the hamlet 
is still evident in the built environment and landscape, including mill ponds and 
farmland. The general character of the suggested conservation area is typified 
by its use of vernacular architecture and materials and its rural setting. This 
applies not only to the buildings themselves, but also to the historic Cotton 
Famine Road. The conservation area designation was recommended by the 
Rooley Moor Neighbourhood Association. The attached Conservation Area 
Appraisal gives a detailed overview of reasons behind the recommendation for 
designation. 

Key Points for Consideration

4.1

4.2

The Council is required to designate conservation areas, keep them under 
review and if appropriate to designate further areas as conservation areas 
(s69 of The Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990). 
Once an area has been designated, the Council must formulate and publish 
from time to time proposals for the preservation and enhancement of the 
conservation area and submit them for consideration at a public meeting
(s71). In exercising its planning powers, the Council must pay special attention 
to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character of appearance of 
the conservation area (s72).

The new areas designated are thereafter subject to the following controls:
 The Council is under a duty to prepare proposals to ensure the 

preservation or enhancement of the area
 Consent must be obtained from the Council for the demolition of all 

unlisted (other than excepted) buildings in the area
 Special publicity through site and press notices must be given to 

planning applications for development in the area
 In carrying out any functions under the Planning Acts (and, in particular, 

in determining applications for planning permission and listed building 
consent), the Council and the Secretary of State are required to take 
into account the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character of 
appearance of the area

 Six weeks’ notice must be given to the Council before works are carried 
out to any tree in the area

 Permitted development rights are affected preventing the 
unsympathetic extension or alterations of buildings, hardstandings and 
enclosures.

 The display of advertisements is restricted.
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4.3

.

Alternatives Considered

 Not undertaking a detailed conservation area appraisal at this time 
would result in a lack of appreciation of the heritage value and leave the 
area vulnerable to further erosion of character by demolition and 
inappropriate development of its physical fabric and rural setting. 

Costs and Budget Summary

5. There are no financial implications arising from this report.

Risk and Policy Implications

The process of reviewing the condition and status of areas of architectural 
and historic interest mitigates the risk of loss of buildings and features of 
special interest.

There are no significant policy implications arising from this report.

6.1

6.2

Consultation

7.1

7.2

7.3

Consultation 

A 28 day consultation period took place from 13 July 2017- 9 August 2017:

• The consultation documents approved by the 29 June 2017 Township 
Committee were made available in Spotland Library, Rochdale Library in 
Number One Riverside and on the Council’s website.

• All properties within the proposed conservation area were sent a letter 
informing them where the relevant documents could be viewed and how to 
respond to the consultation. 

• A press release was issued.

The Council received 8 consultation responses out of which 5 were 
objections and 3 supporting or neutral. Letters with further explanations were 
sent to everyone who responded.  A full summary of consultation responses 
is included as Appendix 1. 

The Conservation Area Appraisal was amended taking into consideration the 
consultation responses. This includes the recommendation to reduce the 
boundary of the conservation area by excluding Hunger Hill Farm and 
modern storage units at Smallshaw Farm. 
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7.4 A guidance document was compiled that gives a practical overview of what it 
means to live in or own a property in a conservation area. This document has 
been added to this report as Appendix 2.

Background Papers Place of Inspection

8.  Catley Lane Head 
conservation Area 
Appraisal

 Appendix 1_ Consultation 
comments and responses

 Appendix 2_Living in a 
Conservation Area

Attached to the report

For Further Information Contact: Kaija-Luisa Kurik,
Kaija-luisa.Kurik@Rochdale.Gov.UK
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Appendix 1: Consultation Responses

Comment Response
Objection: 

 We already have the Green Belt 
restrictions and planning 
regulations.

 Lanehead has evolved and 
changed under strict Green Belt 
status and planning regulations 
and no doubt will under modern 
planning guidance.

 The local authority has designated 
this land within the Green Belt 
limiting the use and change of this 
land.

 It is already in Green Belt and 
under planning regulations.

Conservation area status identifies an 
area of special architectural or historical 
interest and gives specific protection 
which is not necessarily covered by other 
planning policies.  

There are restrictions on permitted 
development, which means that some 
work which may normally be carried out 
without consent will require planning 
permission in a conservation area.  
These restrictions include work in the 
following categories:

• The demolition or substantial 
demolition of a building within a 
conservation area will usually 
require planning permission.  
Where the building does not 
contribute to the significance of 
the conservation area consent 
demolition may be acceptable, 
and where it does contribute to the 
significance, justification for 
demolition will need to be robust.  

• The demolition of the whole or any 
part of any gate, fence, wall or 
other means of enclosure.

 Alterations and extensions to 
houses, including cladding 
materials, roof alterations, location 
of outbuildings etc.

 Location of chimneys and flues
 Location of microwave antennas 

and other telecommunications 
equipment including the 
installation of satellite dishes on 
walls, roof slopes and chimneys 
that face and are visible from 
highways

 Conversion of agricultural 
buildings to dwelling houses

 temporary use of buildings or land 
for film-making purposes

 Location of microgeneration 
equipment, including solar panels 
on buildings or stand alone, air 
source heat pumps, wind turbines
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 Advertisements 
 Alterations and extensions to 

commercial, retail, educational 
and hospital buildings 

 Work to any tree with a trunk of 
more than 7.5cm in diameter 
(measured 1.5m from the ground), 
including cutting them down or 
pruning

New development within conservation 
areas may be acceptable where it 
enhances or better reveals the 
significance of the conservation area.

The setting of a designated heritage 
asset, such as a listed building or 
conservation area, can contribute to its 
significance.  If a development is 
proposed within the setting of the 
conservation area the impact of this 
development should be justified for 
planning permission to be granted.  In 
the context of Catley Lane Head, the 
setting is the extensive rural area 
surrounding the settlement.

As well as the restrictions above, 
conservation areas are more likely to 
benefit from funding applications as their 
special interest is specifically identified.  
Conservation areas are generally valued 
by those living and working in them as 
special places.

Objection:
 The document is full of 

inaccuracies and tries to depict an 
unchanged hamlet.

There are numerous references in the 
appraisal to the changes in the hamlet 
(Page 5 states that the hamlet has 
developed.  Page 7 states that some 
public buildings were demolished.  The 
timeline in the draft Conservation Area 
Appraisal (pages 9-10) clearly state that 
there have been changes over the 
years.  Page 11 also identifies changes 
to the hamlet. Page 19 identifies the 
development of the hamlet).

Despite these changes over time, it is still 
considered that Catley Lane Head has 
buildings, areas and features of 
architectural merit which should be 
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protected.

Objection:
 The time to save the originality of 

the hamlet has been lost when the 
Pub, Church and possibly 15 
houses were demolished. 

The appraisal acknowledges changes in 
the area including the demolition of 
buildings over the years.  As the 
appraisal demonstrates, there is still 
significant character in the hamlet which 
merits protection.

Comment/question:
 Why is Fern hill excluded?
 I believe Fern Hill should be 

included in the designated 
conservation area. Fern Hill is 
very much part of the same 
community as Catley Lane Head 
and the two should be considered 
together. 

A large proportion of the buildings in Fern 
Hill are modern and have no heritage 
value, whereas the small cluster of 
historic buildings have a level of 
protection by either being listed or being 
within the setting of the listed buildings.  
As this hamlet is at the far end of Fern 
Hill Lane, with modern developments and 
little of heritage value along the lane, we 
considered that the Catley Lane Head 
Conservation Area should have a tight 
boundary so that its heritage value is not 
compromised.

Comment/question:
 Why was planning permission 

given to the new bungalow and 
dormers if they are picked out as 
being out of character?

These features are out of character with 
the vernacular of the area.  The 
vernacular material of the hamlet is 
sandstone, whereas the bungalow has 
been constructed from brick.  Although 
they may have planning permission this 
would have been less of a consideration 
while the area was not a conservation 
area.

Objections:
 Conservation Area designation will 

not further local authority’s power 
to protect the hamlet or turn back 
changes that have already 
happened

Conservation area status will help to 
reduce the erosion of character in the 
hamlet as it restricts permitted 
development. It also gives power to 
prevent the demolition of buildings and 
structures that contribute to the 
significance of the conservation area.  
Where the building does not contribute to 
the significance of the conservation area 
consent demolition may be acceptable, 
and where it does contribute to the 
significance, justification for demolition 
will need to be robust. This status gives 
the local authority power to ensure that 
any new developments are of a high 
quality and in keeping with the character 
of the area.
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Objection:
 This designation would be over 

stating the hamlet’s importance; 
the existing planning controls are 
sufficient to control further 
changes

The appraisal demonstrates that the area 
has special architectural or historical 
interest which is worthy of protection by 
specific legislation which is not 
necessarily covered by other planning 
policies. 

Objection:
 Conservation Area Designation 

doesn’t suit the future of the 
village. 

A common fear or view is that 
conservation area status will fossilise an 
area and not allow it to evolve with the 
modern world to the detriment of those 
living and working within the area. Whilst 
conservation area status does lead to 
additional planning constraints and 
considerations, it should be recognised 
that the purpose of conservation is not 
about preventing all change but about 
managing it in a way which preserves its 
special interest. 

Objection:
 We don’t appreciate being told 

what we can and cannot do with 
our property without pre-warning.

The public consultation has given 
property owners within the proposed 
conservation area the opportunity to 
comment on this proposal and the 
appraisal document. Consultation 
responses have been considered and 
amendments have been made to the 
appraisal document. The council has 
acknowledged that a further document 
that explains the implications of living in 
or owning a property in a conservation 
area is needed and this has been 
compiled. 

Comment/Question?
 Under the proposal to make 

Catley Lane Head a conservation 
area, would the application of the 
following measures on the ponds 
be deemed inappropriate in a 
conservation area:-

1. The application of lines across the 
pond to deter predatory birds from 
landing (see photo). This is done 
throughout the winter months when the 
birds are prevalent.
2. The use of Hawkeye, rotating bird 
scarers. One is positioned on each of the 
main ponds.
3. The use of dummies positioned on the 

Conservation area status is designed to 
protect the proposed area from harmful 
development so these temporary 
measures are not affected in any way.

The only item on the list that may be 
affected is the construction of the 
disabled toilet facility.  If this already 
exists it will not be affected, and if not it 
would ideally be designed not to harm 
the character of the conservation area.  

Note:  The disabled toilet facility is 
already in place so the status will not 
affect this structure.

Page 25



main pond and moved on a regular basis 
to look as though somebody is present.

4. The use of a net over the small stock 
pond. The net we currently have installed 
is suspended above the water and 
protects the new fish stock which we 
grow on before transferring to the larger 
pond.

5. The disabled toilet facility at the far 
end of the main pond (funded by a grant 
from Rochdale Council).

Support:
 As residents of Smallshaw Road 

we welcome and support the 
proposal.

 I am wholly supportive of the 
proposals to make the area 
proposed a conservation area.

Noted
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Appendix 2

A guide to living within a Conservation Area in Rochdale Borough

Conservation areas exist to protect the special architectural and historic interest of a 
place. This leaflet explains what it means to own or live in a building in a 
conservation area and answers most frequently asked questions. If you are in doubt 
over whether works to a property require planning permission or could be affected by 
conservation area status, you should contact the planning department at 
conservationand.design@rochdale.gov.uk  

What is a conservation area?

The legal definition of conservation area as stated in Section 69 of the Planning 
(Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 is: 

‘… area of special architectural or historical interest the character or 
appearance of which it is desirable to preserve or enhance.’

Conservation area designation is intended to protect important areas rather than 
individual buildings and the size and type can vary enormously. For example, the 
smallest conservation area might be a church and associated vicarage, while the 
largest conservation area might cover a substantial rural landscape.  Many 
conservation areas are town or village centres while others cover unique areas, such 
as model housing estates or hospital complexes. Designation along the line of 
canals or railways is common, as is the designation of exemplars of a particular 
urban type such as terraced housing or industrial buildings.

Most conservation areas support the social cohesion of the particular area through 
the encouragement of local pride and the care of the environment. Conservation 
area status is an official acknowledgement that an area has special heritage value 
and this eventually works its way through the developmental and ownership structure 
of a place and encourages a virtuous cycle of improvement. Conservation area 
designation can make it easier to achieve better design quality or successful grant 
applications from outside bodies.

Rochdale Borough Council, as the local planning authority, has a statutory duty to 
preserve and enhance the special character of conservation areas. It seeks to 
ensure that new development respects the character and setting of the conservation 
area and encourages good design.  Conservation area legislation only protects built 
up areas and not the natural environment.

How are Conservation Areas designated?

New conservation areas are designated by the local authority and are assessed 
from a local perspective where the aim is to conserve the familiar and cherished 
local scene. The Council is free to establish its own designation procedure and 
criteria, and the final designation will normally take place after a 28 day public 
consultation.

Page 27

mailto:conservationand.design@rochdale.gov.uk


 
Conservation areas should have a strong local flavour and interest and for this 
reason are designated by the Township Committees rather than a borough-wide 
committee. Nevertheless, it is important to see conservation areas as part of the 
wider planning of the Borough. 
How will Conservation Area status affect the area in which I live or work?

The main way in which the character of a conservation area is maintained is through 
the control of development. Conservation area legislation is one of the strongest 
methods available in the planning system to maintain the traditional, special and 
individual character of a place. It gives specific protection which is not necessarily 
covered by other planning legislation. In the majority of cases proposals are 
acceptable in principle, with conservation area controls being used to improve the 
design and form of the development. 

The local planning authority is under a general duty to ensure the preservation and 
enhancement of conservation areas and has a particular duty to prepare proposals 
to that end.

 The local authority may be able to take steps to ensure a building is kept in 
good repair

 From time to time, limited financial assistance may be available for the 
upkeep of buildings in the area

 The planning authority is to take into account the desirability of preserving 
and enhancing the character and appearance of the area when determining 
planning applications and there is extra publicity for applications to this effect

A common fear or view is that conservation area status will fossilise an area and not 
allow it to evolve with the modern world to the detriment of those living and working 
within the area. Whilst conservation area status does lead to additional planning 
constraints and considerations, it should be recognised that the purpose of 
conservation is not about preventing all change but about managing it in a way which 
protects its special interest. 

When is planning permission needed?

Planning permission is required where ‘development’ takes place. This is mostly for 
new buildings, demolition, extensions and building alterations but sometimes 
changing the use of a building can be classed as development. 

If you plan to undertake work to your property which requires planning permission, 
the impact of the proposal on the special architectural and historic character of that 
area will be taken into consideration. A development will be assessed on its own 
merits and whether it makes a positive, neutral or negative impact on the character 
of a conservation area. Modern designs and approaches are not automatically ruled 
out and, in fact, a good contemporary design that respects the character of an area 
can enhance a conservation area by adding to the evolution of a place. The success 
of any design relies on a good understanding of local style and materials and this is 
one of the main factors that a Conservation Officer will consider when assessing an 
application.
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Will conservation area designation bring any special restrictions?

Outside conservation areas, householders may undertake a variety of minor 
alterations to their property without the need for planning permission. Where these 
affect the external appearance of the building they are called ‘permitted development 
rights’. Within a conservation area some of these rights might be removed or 
restricted, meaning that planning permission will be required.  

This means that there might be restrictions to the following:

• The demolition or substantial demolition of a building within a conservation 
area will usually require planning permission.  Where the building does not 
contribute to the significance of the conservation area consent demolition may 
be acceptable, and where it does contribute to the significance, justification for 
demolition will need to be robust.  

• The demolition of the whole or any part of any gate, fence, wall or other 
means of enclosure

 Alterations and extensions to houses, including cladding materials, roof 
alterations, location of outbuildings etc

 Location of chimneys and flues
 Location of microwave antennas and other telecommunications equipment 

including the installation of satellite dishes on walls, roof slopes and chimneys 
that face and are visible from highways

 Conversion of agricultural buildings to dwelling houses
 Temporary use of buildings or land for film-making purposes
 Location of microgeneration equipment, including solar panels either on 

buildings or stand alone, air source heat pumps and wind turbines
 Advertisements 
 Alterations and extensions to commercial, retail, educational and hospital 

buildings 
 Work to any tree with a trunk of more than 7.5cm in diameter (measured 1.5m 

from the ground), including cutting them down or pruning

Although there are some limitations, other work such as replacement doors and 
windows in houses are unaffected by conservation area status unless an Article 4 
Direction is put in place.  An Article 4 direction is used to remove certain permitted 
development rights in certain cases (for example on extensions where a new 
development is restricted in terms of space and separation distances) and the Local 
Planning Authority can advise if an individual property is affected in this way.

These controls are not intended to prevent the changing needs of communities; 
instead they are put in place to make sure that any changes are sensitive to the 
character and heritage of the area.

Conservation areas are more likely to benefit from grant funding as their special 
interest is specifically identified.  Conservation areas are generally valued by those 
living and working in them as historically important and special places.
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INTRODUCTION 
 

Conservation area appraisals are produced in order to identify the special architectural and 

historic character of significant areas, to guide development and to inform effective 

management plans. This document gives an overview of the history and character of Catley 

Lane Head area in order to provide a framework for controlled and positive change in the 

hamlet. The settlement is located in north-west Rochdale and is situated in Green Belt; it is 

therefore already protected from harmful development to some extent. Conservation Area 

status helps to further protect the heritage of this well preserved and relatively sensitively 

restored hamlet by bringing attention to its unique landscape and architecture as well as 

providing the local community with strong sense of identity and pride.  

This conservation area appraisal is based on site visits, the Rooley Moor Neighbourhood Area 

Heritage Appraisal written by Jenny Wetton in 2015, archive materials, information from local 

residents and guidance documents provided by Historic England.  
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Planning policy context 
 

 

 

Section 69 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 imposes a duty 

on local planning authorities to survey and keep under review their district for areas which 

are of special architectural or historic interest, the character of which it is desirable to 

preserve or enhance, and to designate those areas as conservation areas. This duty is an on-

going requirement of local authorities.  

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) states that the local planning authority should 

“recognise that heritage assets are an irreplaceable resource and conserve them in a 

manner appropriate to their significance”. 

Rochdale Borough has conservation and design policies to sustain and enhance its heritage 

assets and to ensure new development respects the historic environment. These policies can 

be accessed on the Council’s website: www.rochdale.gov.uk/planning.   

 “Priority will be given to the practical conservation and enhancement of those features of 

the built environment which are the most valuable, in particular: Conservation Areas ... such 

buildings, areas and features of architectural and historic merit will be protected from 

adverse development or demolition and positive measures will be taken or supported, 

wherever possible, to facilitate their continual upkeep and beneficial use”  

Catley Lane Head has been identified as an area of architectural and historic significance. 

The designation of this area as a conservation area is proposed in order to protect its 

significance and character for the future.  

Conservation area designation gives the local planning authority extra controls to preserve 

the special character and appearance of the area, including: 

 

• The demolition of buildings and boundary walls 

• Alterations and extensions to dwelling houses 

• Alterations and extensions to commercial, retail, educational and hospital buildings 

• Advertisements 

• The installation of satellite dishes and microgeneration equipment on walls, roof slopes and 

chimneys that face and are visible from highways 

• Work to any tree with a trunk of more than 7.5cm in diameter (measured 1.5m from the 

ground) 

 

These controls are not intended to prevent the changing needs of communities; however it is 

important that any changes are sensitive to the character and heritage of the area.
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Brief overview of Catley Lane Head 

 

The historic Pennines hamlet Catley Lane Head sits within the rural landscape of north-west 

Rochdale and is the gateway to Rooley Moor. It contains one listed building (Smallshaw 

Farm) and a number of significant buildings that add to the character and show the 

development of the hamlet. The rural setting of the hamlet contributes to its unique 

character.  

 

The conservation area includes Brownhill Farm in the south, the listed Smallshaw Farm in the 

east and a significant section of Rooley Moor Road up to Knacks Lane in the north-west. The 

conservation area also includes three ponds, a stream, features such as setted roads and dry 

stone walls, and a number of vernacular houses. 

 

 

 

The conservation area border 
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LOCATION AND CONTEXT 
  

Historic development & significance 
 

The first record of housing in the Catley Lane Head area dates from the 16th century, but 

many houses that are still in existence today were built between the 17th to the 20th century. 

Historically the population consisted of miners, quarrymen, and factory operatives employed 

in the Smallshaw Mill. From 1845 onwards a Sunday School was active in the hamlet then 

known as Lanehead (Handley). A new chapel was built in 1857 and enlarged with an 

additional storey in 1872. 

 

 

 

The area faced economic decline during the late 19th and early 20th centuries and some 

public buildings, including the chapel, have been demolished (Wetton, 2015). It is difficult to 

give exact dates for these key transformations in the hamlet due to a lack of records, but 

many of these developments can be read from historic maps.  

Methodist Chapel and Sunday School visible on the right (now demolished). Source: Private collection.  

C.1910 
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1893.  The late 19th century layout is very similar to the present day. Fairly little has changed in Catley 

Lane Head.  Source: Touchstones 

Page 37



CATLEY LANE HEAD 
 
 

9 
 

 

 

  

Terraces on Rooley Moor Road in 1959 

(Source: Private Collection) and the 

same road in 2016 

 

Timeline of landmark events 

 

13th Century Likely construction of Rooley Moor 

Road. 

The road begins in Catley Lane and divides 

the hamlet in two. It appears to have been 

built to provide a route across the moors from 

Spotland to Rossendale, possibly in the 13th 

century (Wetton, 2015. Nevell, Ilradil, 2003). 

 

19th Century Smallshaw Mill  

This cotton mill was built by Jacob Tweedale & 

Sons in the nineteenth century (Handley). 

During the time the mill operated there were 

also two active coal pits in the area.  

 

1845 Lanehead Sunday School opened. 

 

1857 Construction of the Wesleyan Methodist 

Chapel and Sunday School. 

 

1860s Construction of the Cotton Famine Road 

 

1872 Extension of the chapel 

 

17th-20th Century Main housing development 

 

1960s Demolition of the Methodist Chapel 

The focal point of the hamlet, the Wesleyan 

Methodist Chapel was demolished around 

1960. Several cottages and the Black Dog pub 

have also been demolished over the years.  

 

 

 

 

731 and 733 Rooley Moor Road. Source: 

Touchstones 
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Construction of the bus turning circle in 

1982 and the circle in 2016 

25 Smallshaw Road 

A modern building on Rooley Moor Road 

1980s Highway improvements on Rooley Moor 

Road, including the bus turning circle. 

In the 1980s the Council improved Rooley Moor 

Road and constructed a bus turning circle just 

to the North of Catley Lane Head.  

Buildings were also altered, for example 

cottages 731 and 733 Rooley Moor Road were 

converted into one house (Wetton, 2015). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1990’s-2000’s New buildings 

There are only few modern buildings in the 

area. A modern dwelling on Rooley Moor 

Road uses traditional stone and is not seen as 

a negative development. 

25 Smallshaw Road stands out as the red brick 

walling is out of character with the local 

vernacular materials.  
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The area today 
 

Catley Lane Head is a quiet hamlet with the majority of buildings quite sensitively restored 

and in residential or agricultural use. The area is characterised by vernacular architecture 

and materials as well as its rural setting (Wetton, 2015).  Some harmful architectural elements 

have been added, such as uPVC windows and modern dormers. In some cases houses also 

include contemporary conservatories which are generally seen as neutral rather than 

detrimental to the heritage value of the area. Public functions such as the chapel, pubs and 

a local shop have disappeared and the buildings have either been demolished or 

converted into residential use. 

The landscape is diverse with former quarries, smallholdings and grazing land surrounding the 

settlement and leading to open moorland. Rooley Moor Road (also known as the Cotton 

Famine Road) leads across the moor to the north. There are three well maintained reservoirs 

surrounded by landscaping by private landowners. These once fed the former mills in the 

area (now demolished).  

Popular leisure activities in the area include fishing, hiking, ornithology, running, mountain 

biking and horse riding.  
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KEY CHARACTERISTICS 
 

The key assets of the conservation area are: 

 The rural setting 

 The use of sandstone as a building material including walling and roofing 

 Dry stone walls with details such as water troughs and openings 

 Vernacular buildings and detailing typical of the Pennine range 

 Stone setts, kerbs and flags 

 Evidence of the former industry including the mill ponds and workers cottages 

 Tangible evidence of a typical rural Pennine settlement, including the remains of the 

Methodist Chapel with a section of flagstone boundary wall, and architectural details 

of a local shop within one of the houses. 

 Rooley Moor Road, a former pack horse route well known as the Cotton Famine Road 
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SPATIAL ANALYSIS 

The relationship between spaces 

 
The relationship between the built environment and open spaces is critical to the character 

of the conservation area. Connections between public and private spaces, natural 

landscapes and farmland define the atmosphere of the hamlet. The moorland landscape is 

divided by historic dry stone walls that display a number of interesting details such as water 

troughs and stone gate posts. Reservoirs and the former quarry spoil give context to the 

former industry in the area. Private gardens and farmland are contrasted by natural spaces 

that are accessible for anglers, walkers and explorers. Historic pavements meet tarmac roads 

and the setted Cotton Famine Road leads up to the hills. Some spaces have a negative 

impact on the area including the concrete bus turning circle created in the 1980s which 

creates an eyesore in this vernacular rural landscape.  

Housing on Smallshaw Road, the reservoir and gardens demonstrate the mix of spaces 
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Topography and setting 

 

The close relationship between the surrounding landscape and the conservation area is 

critical to its particular character and significance. The dramatic setting of Catley Lane Head 

is integral to its uniqueness and sense of place. The open moorland rises away from the 

settlement to the north and the landscape falls to the south towards Rochdale and 

Manchester. To the west of the settlement is a gentle escarpment and to the east the 

Pennine range is visible for miles past the nature reserve and wooded valley Healey Dell. The 

geology of the area is carboniferous sandstone with a mixture of flags, sandstone, mudstone 

and siltstone overlaid in places with glacial deposits including clays, sand and gravel. The 

landscape is scattered with bogs and springs. Rooley Moor road crosses the moor and 

provides views across Rochdale and beyond.   
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Key views and vistas 

 

 

 

 

As Rooley Moor Road rises up the slope of 

the Moor, there are panoramic views 

above and below Catley Lane Head and 

from Fern Hill and Knacks Lane. It used to 

be said that you could see the fireworks at 

Belle Vue in Manchester on a clear night. 

From the road, there are also attractive 

views to East and West, towards 

vernacular farm buildings in the middle 

distance. The centre of the hamlet has 

quite an enclosed character although the 

gaps in development afford views across 

the fields (Wetton, 2015). 

 

 

A view from Knacks Lane down Rooley 

Moor Road towards Rochdale 
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Rochdale viewed from the Southern edge of the conservation area 

A view from the main fishing spot next to Smallshaw Farm 
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A view from Rooley Moor Road towards Hunger Hill Farm (outside the conservation area border) 

 

Smallshaw Farm viewed from Smallshaw Lane 
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View towards one of the reservoirs 
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Architectural character  

 

There is very little in the built environment which detracts from its distinctive local character. 

Typical building types are the vernacular stone terraced houses and farm buildings. Many 

have local stone slate roofs, although some have been replaced with Welsh slate or 

concrete tile roofs. The few 20th century additions are constructed in stone (with one 

exception of a brick detached house). Typical terraces in the hamlet are either built up to 

the street, fronting onto well-preserved historic stone pavements, or fronted by small gardens 

with low stone boundary walls with a variety of copings (Wetton, 2015).  Many of the unlisted 

buildings in Catley Lane Head are of architectural interest and would be regarded as 

undesignated heritage assets.  These buildings vary in age and show the development of the 

hamlet. 

 

Traditional building materials 

 

The vernacular building materials used in Catley Lane Head form a key component of its 

heritage and clearly show the local geology.  

 Stone slate roofs 

 Dry stone walls 

 Sandstone 

 Painted timber was traditionally used for windows 

 Stone setted roads 

 

  

Page 48



CATLEY LANE HEAD 
 
 

20 
 

Significant structures, roads, elements, buildings 

 

 

Cotton Famine Road 

To the north of the hamlet, beyond the cattle grid and bus turning circle, lays a long setted 

section of Rooley Moor Road with stone kerbs and drainage channels at the sides. The width 

of the setted road from the Ding Quarry entrance to Catley Lane Head varies from 4.5m to 

5.5m with the number of setts across the road varying from 12 along the narrow sections to 24 

at Catley Lane Head. By averaging the width of the road, the total number of setts has been 

estimated at 327,600.  

The first official mention of the road was in 1729, when Godman quotes the Lancashire 

Quarter Session as recording: ‘The Court doth enlarge the time to the inhabitants of Catley 

Lane for the repairs of the highway in Spotland from Spotland Bridge to Gorse Hill Leach ‘till 

the Midsummer sessions.’ (Wetton, 2015). The road is known as the ‘Cotton Famine Road’ 

because of its links the American civil war.  During this war the import of cotton ceased, 

resulting in many mills stopping production and workers becoming redundant. Many large 

public works projects, including the construction of this road, were commissioned to provide 

work for mill workers and ensure that they had an income.  

 

The Cotton Famine Road is an important part of the heritage of this hamlet, with important 

links both nationally and internationally.  

A section of the Cotton Famine Road 
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Smallshaw Farmhouse 

This Grade II listed building is built on a three unit plan with a projecting two storey porch, a 

rear wall fireplace and chimney stack and a 20th century lean-to addition to the left gable. It 

retains windows of 4 lights (now 2), 6 lights and 4 lights with recessed ovolo-moulded mullions, 

and hoodmoulds with spiral stops. The central window has a king mullion. The upper floor has 

flat-faced mullions of 3, 4 and 3-(with mullions removed) lights. The porch has a moulded 

door opening with inscribed lintel (1622 ICM…..H) and slightly overhanging upper storey 

separated by a moulded band. There is an attached barn with a full-height cart entry, stone 

paving in front of the house and associated farm buildings across the yard.  

 

 

  

Page 50



CATLEY LANE HEAD 
 
 

22 
 

Brownhill Farm 

Brown Hill Farm is a laithe house (barn and house under one long roof) with what appears to 

be an earlier wing which may date from the 18th century. This wing has two infilled 3-light 

mullioned windows and an infilled doorway with a stone surround of large blocks on the 

north elevation and a similar doorway on the south elevation. The wing has been converted 

to a barn and the house is now in the central section (Wetton, 2015).  

Brownhill Farm 
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Terraced houses 

The hamlet itself contains a number of short terraces. Numbers 725-733 Rooley Moor Road 

are partly constructed from narrow coursed stone and may date from the 18th century.  The 

rest are built of larger blocks and may be later; one retains a small stone outhouse built 

against the boundary wall. The short terrace opposite at 780-784 is dated 1848 and retains 

stone window and door surrounds and stone 

chimneys. To the north of number 784 is a two-

storey building with a monopitch roof which 

may be a former workshop and retains two 

stone window surrounds on the first floor, 

although a large doorway has been inserted 

under a modern steel joist. A local resident 

remembers this being used as a garage, 

although it is likely that it had a previous use. 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Barnside is a modern building constructed from stone in contemporary style, designed to 

complement the local vernacular.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

784 Rooley Moor Road 

 

Barnside, a modern dwelling in natural 

stone  

Terraces on Smallshaw Road 

 

725-733 Rooley Moor Road 
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The Doldrums, at 812-818 and Kings Bridge (dated 1885) at 761-765 are further examples of 

short 19th century terraces, with stone door surrounds and stone window lintels and sills; they 

are believed to have been built for quarry workers. There is a well in the wall opposite 

numbers 812-818 which is fed from the village well located behind Barnside and marked on 

the 1910 map. Number 1 Smallshaw Road is similar in style, although it is a detached house. 

Numbers 7-23 Smallshaw Road is another terrace, although built in two phases of which 9-23 

are earlier, lower in height and with simple stone detailing. Number 7 was originally 

constructed as two houses, of which one had a shop on the ground floor, and has corniced 

doorways with a taking-in door at the side converted to a window. Smallshaw Road is 

bordered by a stone wall with flat copings while the wall on the south side has two infilled 

stiles which would have provided access to the reservoir (Wetton, 2015). 
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Historic walls  

 

 

 

Traditional flag wall typical of the Rochdale 

area 

Dry stone walling showing half round tooled copings 

Infilled gateway A ginnel 

Stone Gate post with evidence of the former 

gate 

Water trough built into the wall 
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Paving

 

 

 

  

  

Wide pavements built using local stone flags 

Road quality and use of materials varies 

Paving on Smallshaw Road 

Paving on historic Cotton Famine Road 
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Gardens, green spaces and biodiversity 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

There are a variety of green spaces. A 

stream running through the hamlet, well 

kept private gardens and farmland create 

an interesting landscape. All these features 

contribute to the character of the hamlet. 

Page 56



CATLEY LANE HEAD 
 
 

28 
 

Farming 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Farming continues to be an important part of the hamlet’s daily life.  Smallholdings and allotments 

also feature within this area. 
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CHARACTER APPRAISAL 

 

General character and plan form 

 

 

The majority of buildings in Catley Lane Head are well restored using acceptable materials 

and elements, however there are some negative contemporary additions as well as ruins 

that can be seen as problematic and need improvement. One of the aims of creating a 

conservation area is to prevent further harmful development. 

Positive contribution 

Historic and contemporary elements 

Historic walls, footways and setted roads form an 

interesting relationship with contemporary gardens 

situated between terraced houses on Smallshaw 

Road and one of the ponds.  

 

Positive (blue) and negative contribution (pink) 
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Preservation of historic elements 

This historic shop (images below) has been converted into residential use but still retains 

several historic features such as the street sign, post box and stone detailing around the 

former shop window.  

A number of other historic details can still be found on buildings, such as the remains of a 

boot scraper and date stones 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Shop at 7 Smallshaw Road, 1958. Private 

Collection, and the same building in 2016 

 

A boot scraper on Smallshaw Road 
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Negative contribution 

 

 

Abandoned and deteriorating structures and 

roads 

Even though the majority of structures in the 

hamlet are in active use, there are some 

historic buildings that are deteriorating 

including the barn at the Grade II listed 

Smallshaw Farm which has a collapsing roof 

and the brick building above which appears 

to have been an electric substation.    

Some unadopted roads are poorly 

maintained and deteriorating.  
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Inappropriate materials and structures 

It is increasingly typical to see uPVC 

windows used on historic buildings. This 

modern material harms the character of a 

conservation area, particularly when the 

configuration is different to the original 

windows. 

 

A number of dormers have been built on 

terraces on Smallshaw Road. These 

detract from the historic character of the 

buildings.  

There are very few modern buildings in the 

settlement. The modern buildings on 

Rooley Moor Road are regarded as 

neutral as they use materials that 

complement the vernacular buildings 

within the hamlet.  

However, there is also one modern 

dwelling on Smallshaw Road constructed 

from red brick which is out of character 

with the vernacular of the hamlet. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Dormers on historic terraces 

 

Use of uPVC windows 

 

A modern red brick building 
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SWOT Analysis 
 

Buildings in Catley Lane Head are generally in good condition and well maintained but there 

are examples of the use of inappropriate materials. Weaknesses and opportunities for 

improvement should be identified.  

 

Strengths:  

 The rural character of the hamlet 

 Low vacancy rates 

 Survival of historic details 

 The historic Rooley Moor Road (setted Cotton Famine Road) 

 Well preserved vernacular architecture from the 17th to the 19th century 

 Rural landscape with the remains of local industry 

 Dry stone walls and other significant local features such as flag walling, stone setts 

and pavements and a historic street pattern 

 Views over Rochdale and the moors 

 

Weaknesses: 

 Use of UPVC windows: majority of windows have been replaced with modern 

examples, with designs out of keeping with the character of the historic buildings. 

 Some stone slate roofs have been replaced with concrete tiles, and dormers 

have also been inserted. In some places concrete walls have been built in a 

predominantly stone hamlet. 

 Some stone pavements and areas of stone setting on the historic roads have 

been replaced with asphalt and concrete (Wetton, 2015) 

 Concrete bus turning circle 

 Derelict structures, including the barn at Smallshaw Farm and former garage on 

Rooley Moor Road. 

 Clutter, particularly on the site of the smallholding east of Rooley Moor Road 

between Smallshaw Road and Knacks Lane, where a number of small derelict 

structures, small buildings, sheds and trailers create an eyesore   

 

Opportunities (reinstatement of historic materials, restoration of derelict buildings, removal of 

clutter): 

 Creating a bus stop/turning circle that uses traditional materials  

 Replacing patches of tarmac on the Cotton Famine Road with setts 

 Reinstatement of historic materials 

 Restoration of derelict buildings 
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 Removal of clutter 

 

Threats:  

 Inappropriate development within the conservation area 

 Inappropriate development within the setting of the conservation area.  Because of 

the extensive views from the hamlet the setting extends for some distance into the 

hills. 

 Further piecemeal alteration and removal of historic detailing such as roof coverings, 

windows, road surfaces and walling 
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CONCLUSION 
  

This appraisal determines that there is special architectural and historic interest in Catley 

Lane Head, the character or appearance of which it is desirable to preserve or enhance.  

The production of a conservation area appraisal has been necessary in order to guide the 

design and layout of future development projects within or in the valuable rural setting of the 

Conservation Area.  

Catley Lane Head demonstrates vernacular architecture which reflects the historic industries 

along the line of historic routes. The evolution of the hamlet is still evident in the built 

environment and landscape, with mill ponds, former workers housing and farmland.  The 

area is still evolving. The general character of the conservation area is typified by its use of 

vernacular architecture and materials, its rural setting and the historic Cotton Famine Road. 

The plan form of the settlement seen today is a direct result of this relationship between the 

development of industry in the area and built environment, with mill ponds forming a focal 

point of the hamlet. 
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The Need for Extra Primary School Places 2017- 2020

Executive Summary

1.

1.1

There is a need to keep under review the need for extra class places in each 
Township. The purpose of this report is to set out proposals to address the 
need for extra Reception and Year 1-6 places up to September 2020.

Pupil place planning seeks to ensure Townships are aware of school spaces 
and pupil numbers within their area and aids local government decision 
making processes.

Recommendation

2. To consider proposals to increase capacity at Schools within the Township 
based on expected future requirements.

Reason for Recommendation

3. Each Local Authority has a statutory duty to secure a sufficient number of 
school places in each of their regions.  

Key Points for Consideration

4.

4.1

4.2

The Borough has seen consistent growth in the Primary school cohorts. In 
2005 Reception numbers were 2450 and this year are predicted to be over 
3100. This is the equivalent of 19 additional Reception classes. Growth in 
cohort numbers has not been limited to Reception numbers but has occurred 
in all year groups with many families being new to the Borough. The 
equivalent of 5 additional classes of children has arrived in higher year groups 
to start schools this September. Full details are set out in Appendix One.

The following tables give a summary of available Reception year spaces and 
plans have been put in place to suggest ways forward where needed.

Heywood Township: Heywood saw a peak in its birth rate that caused large 
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4.3

4.4

4.5

cohorts in 2015/16.  However although the birth rate has since fallen, numbers 
in Reception cohorts continued to rise in 2016/17. Current predictions show 
birth rates increasing in the area causing a possible shortage of spaces in 
2019/20. Full details for Heywood are set out in Appendix Two.

2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21
Extra Places 
Needed

20 spare  21 spare 1 spare  11 places 
needed

Plans were St Lukes extra 30 (2015 – 
2017)
St Josephs expanded 
(PAN 45 to 60)

Woodland expanding 
(PAN 60 to 90)

Possible Ways 
Forward

Consult on St Lukes 
moving permanently PAN 
30 to 60

Middleton Township: Middleton has seen significant growth in Reception 
year pupil numbers over previous years and extra capacity building is still in 
progress. Current capacity is forecasted to be sufficient until 2020/21 but 
spare capacity is too low in 2018/19 to manage and bulge class is needed. Full 
details for Middleton are set out in Appendix Three. 

2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21
Extra Places 
Needed

57 spare  13 spare 76 spare  56 spare

Plans were Boarshaw extra 30
Bowlee expanded (PAN 
90 to 120) in 2016

Boarshaw expanding 
(PAN 30 to 60)

Possible Ways 
Forward

n/a Consult on Little Heaton 
(+30) bulge year

n/a n/a

Pennines Township: Pennines saw a peak in its birth rate that caused large 
cohorts in 2016/17. Although the birth rate has since fallen, numbers in 
Reception cohorts will continue to rise in 2017/18 before reducing. Current 
capacity is forecasted to be sufficient until 2020/21. The split between south 
and north Pennines regions shows limited spare capacity in south Pennines 
from 2018-2020. Full details for Pennines are set out in Appendix Four. 

2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21
Extra Places 
Needed

35 spare  53 spare 55 spare  49 spare

Plans were Moorhouse extra 30 for 
2017/18
Newhey extra 10 
permanently (PAN 30 to 
40)
Littleborough extra 30 for 1 
years (2017-2020)

Littleborough extra 15 
for 2 more years (2018-
2020)

Possible Ways 
Forward

n/a South Pennines: Consult 
on Moorhouse (+15) 
bulgewith PAN to 45 for 
3 years

n/a n/a

Rochdale Township: Rochdale township has had a rise in the number of 
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4.6

births of 90 within a two year period that sees a predicted 2017/18 cohort peak 
at 1462 pupils before dropping again to 1385 in 2018/19. Plans were put in 
place to enlarge two schools permanently, but this is still insufficient. From 
2019 extra capacity is needed in Rochdale Township. Full details for Rochdale 
are set out in Appendix Five.

2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21
Extra Places 
Needed

57spare  44 spare 7 spare  5 spaces 
needed

Plans were Sandbrook enlarged Permanently 
(PAN 60 to 90) from 2016
Whittaker Moss enlarged Perm- 
anently (PAN 45 to 60) from 2017

Possible Ways 
Forward

Bulge classes created at 
Greenbank (+30), Castleton (+15)

n/a Consult on Belfield 
moving to permanent 
PAN of 60 (+15) and 
Lowerplace moving to 
3FE (90 PAN)

Traditionally places have been created in Reception and capacity has been 
adequate for all year groups through the primary years.  We now find in- year 
transfers are so high that in some 1-6 year groups that there is no spare 
capacity and extra capacity, particularly in higher year groups is needed. 
Appendix 1 shows details of how many in-year admissions we have had over 
the last year with a breakdown of where the children have come from for the 
last 3 months. We currently have over-PAN classes in all year groups but 
there has been significant extra pressure in the current year 4 and 6 cohorts. 
Extra classes have been created in the central Rochdale Township for year 4 
at two schools. For the year 6 children moving into the borough a decision has 
been made to exceed the PAN where and when needed. This is not favoured 
by primary Headteachers 

The following table shows the current spaces by Township and highlights the 
Townships where extra classes are being requested.

Spaces Available (Sept 2017)

Rec Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5 Year 6
Heywood 20 5 14 4 14 3 20
Middleton 57 55 2 7 6 39 12

Pennines (South) 18 29 27 2 2 8 10

Pennines (North) 17 4 2 2 3 8 14
Rochdale (NE)
&Pennine (Central) 35 10 25 38 3 26 0

Rochdale (NW) 9 2 1 6 8 4 8
Rochdale S
South/Central 13 14 16 10 10 11 2

Total 169 119 87 69 46 99 66

Percentage 5% 4% 3% 2% 2% 3% 2%
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The following table shows the current number of children in classes that are 
over PAN.

Over PAN Capacity (Sept 2017)

Rec Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5 Year 6 No. of Schools in area
Heywood 2 2 1 2 3 2 0 10

Middleton 0 6 2 2 5 6 2 14

Pennines (South) 3 0 2 4 3 3 3 7

Pennines (North) 3 0 2 2 3 2 4 5
Rochdale (NE)
&Pennine (Central) 2 0 0 4 6 3 11 9

Rochdale (NW) 0 2 1 2 1 2 1 7
Rochdale S
South/central 0 5 4 4 5 8 8 17

Total 10 15 12 20 26 26 29 69

Alternatives Considered

In the last few years 24 of the 69 Primary Schools have taken bulge years or 
increased their PAN. The majority of these have had either internal 
restructuring or major building carried out. All extra classes are being 
discussed with Head teachers and Governing boards.

Costs and Budget Summary

5. The costs associated with co-ordinating admission arrangements are met from 
the Dedicated Schools Grant (DSG).  

The costs for refurbishment or new build accommodation at schools which are 
providing additional pupil places is funded by the EFA annual allocations of 
Basic Need capital budget.

Where a school and the LA agree to increase the school’s PAN to meet the 
LA’s statutory need a school receives additional funding from the growth fund. 
The growth fund is funded by DSG and the current policy has been agreed by 
Schools Forum.

Risk and Policy Implications

6. The Council has a statutory duty under the Education Act 1996 to ensure the
provision of sufficient schools for primary and secondary education in their
area. Under s.14 of the Education Act 1996, a local authority shall secure 
that sufficient schools for providing primary and secondary education  are 
available in their area. Sufficient means sufficient in number, character and 
equipment to provide for all pupils the opportunity of appropriate education. 
In meeting this duty, a local authority must do so with a view to securing 
diversity in the provision of schools and increasing opportunities for parental 
choice. 
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The application of pupil place planning arrangements contributes to the 
Council Business Plan in ensuring an effective allocation process for school 
admissions.

Consultation

7. All school expansions recommended by Cabinet will be taken forward 
through a formal consultation process.

Background Papers Place of Inspection

8. Consultation responses are held 
within the Schools Service 

4th Floor, Number  One Riverside, 
Rochdale

For Further Information Contact: Fay Davies, 01706 925846, 
fay.davies@rochdale.gov.uk
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Primary Borough Place Demand 18thSeptember2017.docx

APPENDIX 1
BOROUGH PLACE DEMAND 
(projected demand including housing)

PRIMARY - Reception
Reception numbers have continued to grow with more children in school than were born in the borough for the first time in 2016. 
September 2017 numbers in Reception are expected to rise.

Primary Intake for September 2017 had less than 3% surplus capacity but extra Reception classes have been put on at 
Littleborough (+30), Greenbank (+30), Castleton (+15) and Newhey PAN has increased (+10) to 40. Excess capacity is now 3.7% 
for this September.

2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21
Surplus Percentage 3.7%  4.2% 4.4%  2.9%
Areas of Concern Pennines Township - North 

(Littleborough)
Rochdale Township - Central

Possible Ways 
Forward

Bulge class at Littleborough 
Primary
Newhey to go to 40 PAN
Bulge classes at Greenbank 
(+30) and Castleton (+15)

Extra classes needed in 
Middleton, Heywood 
Townships and South 
Pennines as detailed in the 
Township summary 
documents.

Extra classes needed in 
Heywood and Rochdale 
Townships as detailed 
in the Township 
summary documents.

Extra classes needed 
in Heywood and 
Rochdale Townships 
as detailed in the 
Township summary 
documents.

PRIMARY – Within year admissions
Pupil numbers within the borough have been affected massively by pupils arriving after the start of the academic year. Of the 162 
additional children arriving in Primary schools last academic year after the October 2016 census, 60 were Reception year and 41 
were year 4 children. 
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The total primary number on roll at the 2017 July census was 20,712. As of 19th September 2017 there were 21,224 including 
those with offers of places. This is an increase of 512 children in the primary sector starting in Rochdale schools this september. Of 
these 137 extra children have taken up places in year 1 and above. The other 375 extra are the difference between the year 6 
cohort that has just moved up (NOR 2730) and the Reception cohort (NOR 3105) that has just started. The borough currently has 
3264 places available in Reception year. The graph below shows the total applications  to primary and secondary schools that 
have been received in the last 3 months.

The table below shows the status of spaces as of 19th September, by year group. The aim is to have 5% of excess spaces in 
Reception year with at least a surplus of 3% in other year groups. The 3% surplus borough-wide is to enable there to be enough 
places in all townships and enough capacity to enable siblings to be placed together. Currently year 3, year 4 and year 6 all have 
fewer spaces available than desired and there have been problems placing siblings in the same school because of lack of spaces. 
Year 1 and 

BOROUGH Rec Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5 Year 6
PAN 3264 3207 3107 3062 3075 3100 2941
NOR 3105 3103 3032 3013 3040 3027 2904
SPARE PLACES 169 119 87 69 61 99 66
% SPARE PLACES 5% 4% 3% 2% 2% 3% 2%
OVER CAPACITY* -10 -15 -12 -20 -26 -26 -29

In the transition from Primary to Secondary schools within the borough the 10 year averaged data shows 90% of children attending 
year 6 will attend a year 7 place in borough. In 2015 this was 95% and in 2016 it was 97%. Of the children arriving over the 
summer, 11 pupils arrived to take up a place in year 6. These children will be included in the secondary forecast when the October 
census numbers are collected.

*Over capacity counts are number of children in classrooms that are over their PAN number, not those over statutory 30 pupils per class limit 
(Key stage 1). 
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APPENDIX 2
HEYWOOD TOWNSHIP
RECEPTION CLASS PLACE DEMAND to September 2020 (projected demand including housing)

Heywood saw a peak in the birth rate for children entering Reception in 2015. The Number on Roll entering Reception year both in 
2016 and 2017 have been above the birth rate. Spare places are currently only available at Harwood Park. The birth rate is due to 
rise in 2019 with a deficit of places going forward.

2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21
Extra Places Needed 20 spare  21 spare 1 spare  11 places needed
Plans were St Lukes extra 30 (2015 – 2017)

St Josephs expanded (PAN 45 to 
60)

Woodland expanding (PAN 60 
to 90)

Possible Ways 
Forward

Consult on St Lukes moving 
permanently PAN 30 to 60.

Planned Admission Number (PAN) capacity for Heywood schools as at September 2017 is:
School PAN School PAN School PAN School PAN
Heap Bridge 25 Harwood Park 60
Our Lady&St Paul'sRC 30 St Luke's CE VC 60
St Margaret's CE VA 30 All Souls CE VC 30
Woodland  60 Hopwood 60
St Joseph's RC 60 St Michael's CE VA 30
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APPENDIX 3
MIDDLETON TOWNSHIP
RECEPTION CLASS PLACE DEMAND to September 2020 (projected demand including housing)

Currently births in the Middleton Township are on a slight downward trend. However house building is growing in the area with 
increasing number of builds due to come forward from 2021/22. Current forecast suggest extra places will be needed in 2018 for 1 
year only.

2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21
Extra Places Needed 57 spare  13 spare 76 spare  56 spare
Plans were Boarshaw extra 30

Bowlee expanded (PAN 90 to 120) 
in 2016

Boarshaw expanding (PAN 30 
to 60)

Possible Ways 
Forward

n/a Consult on Little Heaton (+30) 
bulge year

n/a n/a

Planned Admission Number (PAN) capacity for Middleton schools as at September 2017 is:
School PAN School PAN School PAN School PAN
St John Fisher RC 30 Elm Wood 60
Hollin  30 Little Heaton CE VC 30
Boarshaw  60 St Gabriel's CE VC 30
Bowlee Park 120 St Peter's RC 30
St Mary's RC  60 Alkrington 60
Middleton Parish CE 
VA

60 St Thomas More RC 45
Parkfield 30 St Michael's CE VA 30
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APPENDIX 4
PENNINES TOWNSHIP
RECEPTION CLASS PLACE DEMAND to September 2020 (projected demand including housing)

Pennines Township has seen a bulge in demand for this September (2017) with extra places being created at Littleborough 
Community Primary. The forecast is for demand for places to stay above the birth rate and the extra housing build plans for the 
area will increase this. However currently places in the north of the Pennines are sufficient, with places also being above 
forecasted demand in the South of the area.

2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21
Extra Places Needed 35 spare  53 spare 55 spare  49 spare
Plans were Moorhouse extra 30 for 2017/18

Newhey extra 10 permanently 
(PAN 30 to 40)
Littleborough extra 30 (extra 15 for 
2018 -19)

Littleborough extra 15 (extra 15 
for 2018 -19)

Littleborough 
extra 15 (extra 15 
for 2018 -19)

n/a

Possible Ways 
Forward

n/a South Pennines: Consult on 
Moorhouse (+15) bulge with 
PAN to 45 for 2 years

n/a

Planned Admission Number (PAN) capacity for Pennines schools as at September 2017 is:
School PAN School PAN School PAN School PAN
Moorhouse 60 Stansfield Hall CE VC 20 Hamer   45
Crossgates 45 Littleborough 75 Kentmere 45
Milnrow Parish CE 
VA

30 Holy Trinity CE VA 30 Alice Ingham RC 24
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Newhey 40 St Mary's RC 30
St Thomas' CE VA 21 St James' CE  F 30

St Andrew'sCE VC 60
Smithy Bridge 60

Pennines Forecast for North and South areas.

Pennines North Forecast:-

Pennines South Forecast:-

Page 76



Rochdale Reception Class Place Demand to Sept2020 6thJune2017.docx

APPENDIX 5
ROCHDALE TOWNSHIP
RECEPTION CLASS PLACE DEMAND to September 2020 (projected demand including housing)

Historically the numbers of children going into Reception classes within the Rochdale Township have not followed the local birth 
profile closely. In 2012/13 the number of births was over 1500 while the numbers in the Reception intake were 1370. It is believed 
that while previously growing families were more likely to move out of area when their children became school age, the current 
cohorts are staying put. All current Reception applicants for September 2017 have been offered a place within their locality, as 
extra capacity was provided at Greenbank (+30) and Castleton (+15) to meet the bulge in numbers. 

2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21
Extra Places Needed 57 spare  44 

spare
7 spare  5 spaces 

needed
Plans were Sandbrook enlarged Permanently (PAN 60 to 90) 

from 2016
Whittaker Moss enlarged Perm- anently (PAN 45 
to 60) from 2017
Bulge classes at Greenbank (+30), Castleton 
(+15)

Possible Ways Forward n/a n/a Consult on Belfield moving to 
permanent PAN of 60 (+15)
Consult on Lowerplace 
moving to 3FE

Planned Admission Number (PAN) capacity for Rochdale schools as at September 2017 is:
School PAN School PAN School PAN School PAN
Healey F 30 Meanwood 60 Belfield 45 St Peter's CE VC 60
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Shawclough 60 Norden 60 Holy Family RC 30 St Mary's CE VC 30
All Saints CE VA 30 Spotland 60 Sandbrook 90 St John's RC 30
Greenbank 60 Caldershaw 30 Brimrod 30 Sacred Heart RC 30
St Patrick's RC 45 Whittaker Moss 60 Broadfield 60 Castleton 30
Heybrook 90 St Vincent's RC 60 Deeplish 

Academy
60 St Edward's CE VC 52

Ashfield Valley 30 Bamford Academy 45 Lowerplace 60 St John'sCE VA 
T'ham

12
Marland Hill 60 St Gabriel's RC 30

Rochdale forecast by regions.

Rochdale NW Reception Forecast:-

Rochdale NE Reception Forecast:-

Rochdale South/Central Reception Forecast:-
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Report to Rochdale Township Committees

Date of Meeting 6th December 2017

Portfolio Cabinet Member for 
Children's Services

Report Author Fay Davies

Public/Private Document Public

The Need for Extra Year 7 School places 2017- 2027

Executive Summary

1.

1.1

This report presents information on the School Place Planning from 2017 to 
2027 for secondary places

In recent years there has been a continuing increase in the number of children 
born across the Borough, and who in turn will need Secondary School places. 
Data presented in the report at Borough and Township level shows there are 
different demand pressures in each township.

Recommendation

2. Consider the proposals to meet the additional demand for secondary school 
places in future years.

Reason for Recommendation

3. Each Local Authority has a statutory duty to secure a sufficient number of 
school places in each of their regions.  

Key Points for Consideration

4 The Borough has seen consistent growth in the Primary school cohorts. In 
2005 Reception numbers were 2450 and this year are predicted to be 3100. 
This is a 550 increase in Reception numbers. Secondary cohort sizes started 
to increase in 2012 and are expected to mirror and exceed the Primary 
increases until 2024. Secondary cohorts started at a low of 2200 pupils and 
are expected to increase to 3300, which is an increase of 1100. The disparity 
in increases in cohort sizes in Reception and Year 7 is due to both, the recent 
increases in cohort size that have occurred throughout the Primary years 
(55%), and the forecasted increase in housing builds (45%). Full details are 
set out in Appendix One.

Secondary provision has been hugely expanded over the last few years with 
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an extra 280 places having already been provided or currently being built. 
Building work has provided extra places at Holy Family RC &CE College, 
Cardinal Langley RC High School, Falinge Park High School and Hollingworth  
Academy  since September 2016. Additional extra places are in place for 
September 2017 at Kingsway Park High School and Falinge Park High 
School, and for September 2018 at Matthew Moss High School. Middleton 
Technology School had a major restructure in 2013/14 to accommodate an 
extra 60 children per year group. The following tables give a summary of year 
7 spaces and places needed up to 2027/28 for the two areas; Heywood and 
Middleton and Pennines and Rochdale. It also reviews what plans have been 
put into place and suggests possible ways forward where needed. 

Heywood and Middleton: There is consistently a net movement into this area 
with more children attending secondary schools in this area than attended 
primary schools. The table below shows that although we have  met the 
demand for places this September (2017), extra provision will need to be in 
place for September 2018 and every year beyond. Current forecasts show the 
existing large cohorts in primary years move through into secondary with the 
growth in numbers stabilising after 2023. A Free School bid is currently being 
put together by Hopwood Hall College, supported by the Altus Trust which is 
the Multi Academy Trust set up by Rochdale Sixth Form College, with the aim 
of it being submitted in September 2017. Without this new school in the area 
the pupils currently attending our primary schools will be without secondary 
places to go to. Full details are set out in Appendix Two.
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YEAR 7 
Places 1015 1015 1015 1015 1015 1015 1015 1015 1015 1015 1015

Year 7 
Expecte
d Pupils

1011 1058 1087 1124 1209 1278 1290 1259 1285 1231 1267

Year 6 
Pupils 940 983 1015 1046 1120 1187 1200 1171 1194 1152 1188

Extra 
Places 
Needed

-43 -72 -109 -194 -263 -275 -244 -270 -216 -252

Options

Proposal for 2018:
i) Provide an additional 30 places at Siddal Moor in existing accommodation.

Proposals for 2019 onwards:
ii) Consult on an additional 30 (60 total) places at Siddal Moor by extending school
iii) Establish a new 180 place Free school in the Middleton area by 2020.
iv) The shortfall in extra spaces will need to be sought through additional building at existing schools. Co-

operation from secondary Academies will be vital to the provision of sufficient school places as options at 
LA maintained schools have been fully utilised

Pennines and Rochdale: In this combined region there is significant net 
movement of children out of the area to attend secondary schools in other 
areas. A pupil deficit is expected to grow with a peak of an extra 227 spaces 
needed by 2024. Along with the extra need in the Heywood-Middleton area 
extra places will need to be put in place by 2019. Full details for are set out in 
Appendix Three.
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YEAR 7 
Places 1775 1830 1830 1830 1830 1830 1830 1830 1830 1830 1830

Year 7 
Expecte
d Pupils

1683 1814 1901 1959 1885 1898 2009 2057 1929 1953 1945

Year 6 
Pupils 1790 1929 2021 2081 2000 2012 2131 2185 2051 2080 2075

Extra 
Places 
Needed

-71 -129 -55 -68 -179 -227 -99 -123 -115

Options

Proposals for 2019 onwards:
i) Establish a new 180 place Free school in the area by 2022
ii) The shortfall in extra spaces will need to be sought through additional building at existing schools. Co-

operation from secondary Academies will be vital to the provision of sufficient school places as options at 
LA maintained schools have been fully utilised

Borough-wide: 

Boroug
h
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YEAR 7 
Places 2790 2845 2845 2845 2845 2845 2845 2845 2845 2845 2845

Year 7 
Expecte
d Pupils

2694 2873 2987 3083 3094 3176 3299 3315 3215 3185 3212

Year 6 
Pupils 2730 2912 3036 3127 3120 3199 3331 3356 3245 3231 3263

Extra 
Places 
Needed

-28 -142 -238 -249 -331 -454 -470 -370 -340 -367

Extra 
classes 
Needed

1 5 8 8 11 15 16 12 11 12

Options

Proposal for 2018:
i) Provide an additional 30 places at Siddal Moor in existing accommodation.

Proposals for 2019 onwards:
ii) Consult on an additional 30 (60 total) places at Siddal Moor by extending school

Proposals for 2020 onwards:
iii) Establish a new 180 place Free school in the Middleton area

Proposals for 2022 onwards:
iv) Establish a new 180 place Free School in the Rochdale area
v) The shortfall in extra spaces will need to be sought through additional building at existing schools. Co-

operation from secondary Academies will be vital to the provision of sufficient school places as options at 
LA maintained schools have been fully utilised.

Total 
extra 
places

30 60 240 240 420 420 420 420 420 420

Deficit (-) 
/ Surplus 
places

2 -82 2 -9 89 -34 -50 50 80 53

Classes 
needed* 3  1 2
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Alternatives Considered
The case is clear for the need of 2 extra secondary schools. Given the limited 
options the acceptance of a local trust is considered to be the preferred 
choice. The option is to go out to tender with Multi academy trusts nationwide. 
Extra capacity is definitely needed for 2019 and 2023/24 and will also be 
needed in the intervening years to enable in-year moves. Current spare 
capacity has been 4-6 FE across the borough and even with this spare local 
pressures have still be felt. Above the extra two schools all secondary schools 
will need to be approached to provide extra capacity. 

Costs and Budget Summary

5. The costs associated with co-ordinating admission arrangements are met from 
the Dedicated Schools Grant (DSG).  

The costs for refurbishment or new build accommodation at schools which are    
providing additional pupil places is funded by the EFA annual allocations of 
Basic Need capital budget.

Where a school and the LA agree to increase the school’s PAN to meet the 
LA’s statutory need a school receives additional funding from the growth fund. 
The growth fund is funded by DSG and the current policy has been agreed by 
Schools Forum.

Costs for the two Free Schools will be sought from the Department for 
Education by the Academy Trust as part of the bidding process. The bid 
monies will fund both capital and start-up costs.

Risk and Policy Implications

The Council has a statutory duty under the Education Act 1996 to ensure the
provision of sufficient schools for primary and secondary education in their
area. Under s.14 of the Education Act 1996, a local authority shall secure 
that sufficient schools for providing primary and secondary education are 
available in their area. Sufficient means sufficient in number, character and 
equipment to provide for all pupils the opportunity of appropriate education. 
In meeting this duty, a local authority must do so with a view to securing 
diversity in the provision of schools and increasing opportunities for parental 
choice.

The application of pupil place planning arrangements contributes to the 
Council Business Plan in ensuring an effective allocation process for school 
admissions.

6.

Consultation

7. All school expansions recommended by Cabinet will be taken forward 
through a formal consultation process.

The proposals for the new Free Schools have been discussed within the 
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Secondary Place Planning Working Group, the Pioneer Trust and a Meeting 
held for the Primary Heads in Heywood and Middleton.

A consultation process organised by the Altus Education Partnership trust 
about the new Middleton Free School will open shortly.

Background Papers Place of Inspection

8. Consultation responses are held 
within the Schools Service

4th Floor, Number One Riverside, 
Rochdale

For Further Information Contact: Fay Davies, 01706 925846, 
fay.davies@rochdale.gov.uk
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APPENDIX 1
BOROUGH PLACE DEMAND 
(projected demand including housing)

SECONDARY
The secondary school cohort has been increasing since 2012/13 and building work to increase the schools capacities has been 
ongoing since 2013/14. The current forecast indicates the borough will have insufficient year 7 places in September 2018.

After 4 years of building extra capacity 7 out of 12 of our secondary schools have had major building works, with Matthew Moss 
Secondary School extension currently in planning stage. This will have increased year 7 capacity by 280 pupils and raised the 
number of available spaces from 2550, in September 2013, to 2830 in 2018. A new Free School is in the planning stage and 
currently due to open 2020. A second new Free School will be needed by 2022. Places needed are still in deficit for 2018 , 2023-
2024.
Current year 7 forecasts and places needed with options for additional places are detailed in the table below. The bottom of the 
table shows places still required.
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YEAR 7 Places 2790 2845 2845 2845 2845 2845 2845 2845 2845 2845 2845

Year 7 Expected Pupils 2694 2873 2987 3083 3094 3176 3299 3315 3215 3185 3212
Year 6 Pupils 2730 2912 3036 3127 3120 3199 3331 3356 3245 3231 3263
Extra Places Needed -28 -142 -238 -249 -331 -454 -470 -370 -340 -367
Extra classes Needed 1 5 8 8 11 15 16 12 11 12

Options

Proposal for 2018:
i) Provide an additional 30 places at Siddal Moor in existing accommodation.

Proposals for 2019 onwards:
ii) Consult on an additional 30 (60 total) places at Siddal Moor by extending school

Proposals for 2020 onwards:
iii) Establish a new 180 place Free school in the Middleton area#

Proposals for 2022 onwards:
iv) Establish a new 180 place Free School in the Rochdale area

Total extra places in pipeline to be delivered 30 60 240 240 420 420 420 420 420 420
Deficit (-) / Surplus places 2 -82 2 -9 89 -34 -50 50 80 53
Classes still needed* 3  1 2

Page 85



Secondary Borough Place Demand 18thSeptember2017.docx

*The 2016 consultation process closed with 1 FE gap already identified for 2017 onwards and with the statement “it is … clear that the (new 
Free) school proposed for Middleton should be the priority and ideally should open in 2018 for Year 7 children”. The consultation also noted that 
the Secondary schools have requested an end to the recurring review of places and the ongoing requests for bulge classes or building works. 

#The new Free School bid is being submitted by the Altus Education Partnership in collaboration with Hopwood Hall College. The bid 
application is near complete and is awaiting the opening of the bidding process by the DfE. The DfE was due to give a date for the opening of 
the new Free School wave, due in September 2017, but has not yet done so. 

Additional Place Options for 2019

Further capacity could be sought at one or more of the following: Siddal Moor, Wardle, Academy, St Cuthberts, or St Annes Academy.

To meet the required extra need as highlighted above several of the schools have already been approached as detailed below. 

Middleton Tech The school is popular and does accept many out of borough pupils. However the extra 60 pupils they accommodated in 
2014 is still working its way through.

Wardle An old School building (swimming pool) was under consideration to be converted to extra accommodation previously. 
However it was considered too costly to convert. The school took two bulge years in 2014 and 2015. 

Siddal Moor The school has been approached and felt that for 2018 they could take an extra cohort in space already available. The 
school will now be consulted to expand by 2FE for 2019.

 
Schools approached in previous 2016 consultation:

Falinge Park 
and Kingsway 
Park

These schools are currently in the building process, are due to take extra cohorts this 
September (2017) before the work is complete.

Under expansion

Hollingworth Hollingworth had building work and took an extra 30 in 2015/16 so the extra children are only 
currently in year 7 and 8.

Previously expanded

Matthew Moss The redesign of the extra building is underway to increase the extra capacity and is due to 
be in place by September 2018.

Expansion plans underway 
for 2018

Holy Family 
and Cardinal 
Langley

The schools have had extension or builds and increased their PANS in September 2016, so 
have just started with their extra year groups. In the 2016 consultation Cardinal Langley 
noted they did not want a further expansion but did take extra (+15) children in 2017.

Previously expanded

St Cuthberts The school was consulted and agreed to discuss increasing the PAN but plans didn’t go 
forward. The school will be approached again.

Previously decided against

St Annes 
Academy

The school is in the process of being approached but was consulted previously in 2016. Previously decided against

Oulder Hill The school is already significantly larger than other schools in the borough and was a PFI 
build which has cost implications to any build.

Not approached

To note: The secondary schools across the borough have current spare capacity of 40 FE if all year groups are combined. The spare FE by 
year group are shown in the table below. It has been difficult for the Secondary Schools to appreciate the need for extra capacity when there are 
so many surplus places in the higher year groups.

Year 7 Year 8 Year 9 Year 10 Year 11
Spare capacity (Number of classes) 4 5 9 11 11
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APPENDIX 6 
HEYWOOD and MIDDLETON TOWNSHIPS
Year 7 Secondary School Places 2017 - 2027

18th Sept 2017

6% more children attend Secondaries than Primaries in the Heywood and Middleton region with more pupils commuting into 
the area. Currently forecasts suggest a deficit of places for next September (2018) with this demand rising until 2023/24. New A 
Free School will be needed by 2020.
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YEAR 7 Places 1015 1015 1015 1015 1015 1015 1015 1015 1015 1015 1015
Year 7 Expected Pupils 1011 1058 1087 1124 1209 1278 1290 1259 1285 1231 1267
Year 6 Pupils 940 983 1015 1046 1120 1187 1200 1171 1194 1152 1188
Extra Places Needed -43 -72 -109 -194 -263 -275 -244 -270 -216 -252

Options

Proposal for 2018:
i) Provide an additional 30 places at Siddal more in existing accommodation.

Proposals for 2019 onwards:
ii) Consult on an additional 30 (60 total) places at Siddal Moor by extending school
iii) Establish a new 180 place Free school in the Middleton area by 2020.

There are five secondary schools in Heywood and Middleton Townships. Already an extra 30 places have are to be 
available at each of Cardinal Langley RC and Holy Family RC CE College. An extra 15 extra places at Cardinal Langley 
RC was agreed for 2018. The places available in 2018 will be:
Siddal Moor 210 Middleton Technology 270 St.Anne’s CE Academy 150
Holy Family RC  CE College 150 Cardinal Langley RC 210 

(225)
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APPENDIX 7 
ROCHDALE AND PENNINES TOWNSHIPS
Year 7 Secondary School Places 2017 - 2027

18h Sept 2017

8% more children attend Primaries than Secondaries in the Rochdale and Pennines region with more  pupils commuting out of 
the area. Currently forecasts suggest a deficit of places for September 2019 with this demand peaking in 2021 and then 2024. 
New A Free School will be needed by 2022, but extra capacity is needed for 2019.
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YEAR 7 Places 1775 1830 1830 1830 1830 1830 1830 1830 1830 1830 1830
Year 7 Expected Pupils 1683 1814 1901 1959 1885 1898 2009 2057 1929 1953 1945
Year 6 Pupils 1790 1929 2021 2081 2000 2012 2131 2185 2051 2080 2075
Extra Places Needed -71 -129 -55 -68 -179 -227 -99 -123 -115

Options
Proposals for 2019 onwards:

i) Establish a new 180 place Free school in the Rochdale area by 2022

There are seven secondary schools in Pennines and Rochdale Townships. Already an extra 30 
places are available at Kingsway Park and Falinge Park from 2017. The places available in 2018 
are:
Hollingworth 270 Kingsway Park 270 Oulder Hill 300
Wardle 240 Falinge Park 270 Matthew Moss 240

St. Cuthbert’s RC 240
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