
PENNINES TOWNSHIP COMMITTEE

MINUTES OF MEETING
24th November 2015

PRESENT:  Councillor Aftab Hussain (Chair); Councillors Blundell, Brett, 
Butterworth, Clegg, Dearnley, Emsley, Hartley, Kelly, Mir, Paolucci and Stott

OFFICERS:  W. Poole, I. Jolley and T. Knight (Neighbourhoods Directorate); V. 
Crossland and M. Garraway (Resources Directorate) 

ALSO IN ATTENDANCE:  3 members of public

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST
40 There were no declarations of interest.

OPEN FORUM
41 Mr D. Hannalt addressed the Township Committee questioning if action could 
be taken to address flooding in Milnrow Centre between the precinct and the nursing 
home.

The Director for Neighbourhoods undertook to respond directly to Mr Hannalt’s 
concerns and provide the response to Ward Councillors.   

CORPORATE SETTING PRIORITY PROCESS 2016-19
42 The Township Committee received a presentation from the Director for 
Neighbourhoods to raise awareness of on-going consultation with residents and 
other stakeholders on the corporate priorities for 2016-19.  

The presentation sought views on the listed key areas of focus under each defined 
corporate priority of people, place and prosperity. Members were asked to consider if 
these are still of primary importance and to rank those that are in order of 
importance. Surveys can be competed online on the Council’s Consultation Hub or 
by returning the questionnaire contained within the presentation to the Freepost 
address shown on the last page of the presentation. The consultation is open until 
11th December.  

In responding to the presentation Members of the Committee expressed views that 
more needs to be done to encourage individual responsibility around littering and dog 
fouling in the Borough.  Members requested a focus on promoting Healthier lifestyles 
and requested the inclusion of methods to tackle use of drugs, tobacco and sugar.  
Members requested support for Township Centres such as Littleborough be included 
as a priority.

DECIDED – That the presentation be noted.

PENNINES TOWNSHIP COMMITTEE
43 DECIDED – That the minutes of the meeting held on 15th September be 
approved as a correct record.

PENNINES TOWNSHIP PLANNING SUB COMMITTEE
44 DECIDED – That the minutes of the Pennies Township Planning Sub-
Committee meeting held on 28th October be noted. 

PENNINES TOWNSHIP DELEGATED AND FUNDING SUB COMMITTEE



45 Further to minute 5 (a) of the meeting of the Pennines Township Delegated 
and Funding Sub-Committee held on 7th October 2015 Members were informed that 
the Rochdale Township Action and Resources Sub-Committee had not supported the 
request for a 50 % contribution.  Members of the Committee expressed concern that 
Firgrove Pavilion is expected to be funded by the Township alone although it is a 
Boroughwide facility that should be funded Corporately. A Member expressed 
concern that the grant awarded to Early Break may have been to replace a budget 
that had been cut.

DECIDED – That the minutes of the Pennines Township Delegated and Funding 
Sub-Committee meeting held on 7th October 2015 be noted.

GREATER MANCHESTER SPATIAL FRAMEWORK
46 The Committee considered the report of the Director of Economy which 
outlined the current progress in the joint preparation by the Association of Greater 
Manchester Authorities (AGMA) of the Greater Manchester Spatial Framework (the 
GMSF) as a new statutory development planning document to guide spatial planning 
across the city region until 2035.  

The report also informed Members of the current consultation which is taking place 
on a draft vision, strategic objectives and growth options for the GMSF and the 
opportunities for communities, businesses and elected Members to engage in this 
process.   

DECIDED – that (1) the progress being made in the preparation of the Greater 
Manchester Spatial Framework as a statutory planning document which will 
guide future spatial planning and decision making across the Borough and 
wider city region be noted.

(2) the consultation presently taking place across Greater Manchester to 
inform the publication of a draft Greater Manchester Spatial Framework during 
the autumn of 2016 be noted.

PROPOSED DISCRETIONARY FEES AND CHARGES 2016/2017
47 The Committee considered proposed discretionary fee and charge levels for 
Finance Services, Legal and Human Resources; Early Help and Schools; Adult Care; 
Economy and Environment; Libraries; and Registrars and Celebrant Services to 
apply to transactions carried out within the 2016/17 financial year.   

The recommendations were presented further the annual review of discretionary fees 
and charges carried out by the Council each year as part of the budget setting 
process.  

Alternatives considered – None, as the Council needed to consider fees and charges 
as part of the process to ensure that the Authority set a balanced budget for 2016/17.

The Township Committee requested the Hollingworth Lake Car Park charges be ring-
fenced for the required improvements to the barrier and other amenities at the Car 
Park.

DECIDED – That (1) the proposed changes to discretionary fee and charge 
levels within Finance Services, Legal and Human Resources; Early Help and 
Schools; Adult Care; Economy and Environment; Libraries; and Registrars and 
Celebrant Services for 2016/17 be noted;



(2) Council be requested to ring-fence the Hollingworth Lake Car Park 
charges for the required improvements to the barrier and other amenities at the 
Car Park. 

REVENUE BUDGET UPDATE 2016/17 TO 2017/18 & CAPITAL PROGRAMME 
2016/17 TO 2018/19
48 The Township Committee was updated on the proposed Revenue budget 
2016/17 to 2017/18 and presented a proposed Capital Programme 2016/17.   

The recommendations were presented to ensure the Committee were aware of 
issues and risks impacting on the development of revenue and capital budgets for 
2016/17 and beyond. 

Alternatives considered: None, the Council being legally obliged to set a balanced 
budget. The budget setting process is complex and must be undertaken in a planned 
way. Whilst budgets are prepared in accordance with the approved guidelines a 
number of alternative options relating to savings proposals and budget pressures are 
considered as part of the overall budget setting process.

Further to minute 38 of the Pennines Township Delegated and Funding Sub-
Committee, the Township Committee sought confirmation that the Council’s Senior 
Property Manager had submitted a capital bid for pedestrian segregation works at 
Rakewood Road.

DECIDED – That (1) the revenue budget position for 2016/17 and 2017/18 and 
the proposed Capital Programme 2016/17 be noted;

(2) confirmation be sought that the Council’s Senior Property Manager 
had submitted a capital bid for pedestrian segregation works at Rakewood 
Road.

SAVINGS PROGRAMME 2016/17 AND 2017/18
49 The Township Committee considered a report of the Director of Resources 
consulting on proposals for consideration in relation to the Savings Programme 
2016/17 and 2017/18. The individual proposals and recommendations were 
presented in as those proposals will have an impact on service delivery.

The recommendations were put forward as, based on current assumptions, the 
Council needed to make savings of £37m over the next two years to set a balanced 
budget and the proposals presented were intended to reduce the estimated funding 
gap.

In terms of alternatives considered, consideration had been given to a number of 
options in developing proposals and within each individual proposal report any 
alternatives considered were noted. To do nothing was not considered to be an 
option as the Council is required to set a lawful budget. Cabinet Members could 
decide not to implement the proposals and provide alternative options to enable a 
balanced budget to be achieved.

The report formed part of consultation being undertaken with the public, stakeholder 
groups, staff and service users as appropriate.  The proposals represented ‘Group 2’ 
savings proposals with consultation commencing on 24 November 2015 and will 
complete on 8 January 2016, the consultations following a process outlined in 
paragraph 3.2 to the submitted report. 



DECIDED – That the savings proposals as detailed within the submitted report 
be noted.

PRESENTATION - DALE CO-OPERATIVE
50 The Township Committee received a presentation from Mr M. Birkett seeking 
contributions to a project to start a catering and entertainment establishment on the 
site of the former Lloyds Bank on Yorkshire Street, Rochdale.

In responding to Members questions on the validity of the Co-operative status of the 
project Mr Birkett confirmed that the project was not a registered Co-operative but 
was registered as a Limited Company. 

Members of the Committee expressed concerns over the tone of correspondents 
received by Mr Birkett in relation to seeking their involvement in the project.

DECIDED – That the presentation be noted.


