
CABINET

MINUTES OF MEETING
Tuesday 25th September 2018

PRESENT: Councillor  Brett (Chair); Councillors Iftikhar Ahmed, Daalat Ali, 
Blundell, Neil Emmott, Emsley, Hartley (for Councillor O'Rourke), Heakin and 
Rowbotham

OFFICERS:  Neil Thornton (Director of Resources), John Searle (Director of 
Economy), Mark Widdup (Director of Neighbourhoods), David Wilcock 
(Assistant Director – Legal Governance and Workforce), Victoria Bradshaw 
(Chief Finance Officer), Robert Scott, Peter Maynard (Neighbourhoods 
Directorate), Nick Barton, Andrew Bradwell, Peter Gregory (Economy 
Directorate), John Holmes and Alison James (Resources Directorate)

ALSO IN ATTENDANCE:  Councillor Robinson; approximately 20 members 
of the public.

APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE: Councillor O'Rourke

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST
34 There were no declarations of interest.

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

MINUTES
36 Decision: 

That the minutes of the meeting of Cabinet held on 24th July 2018 be 
approved and signed as a correct record.

APPLICATION FOR REGISTRATION AS A VILLAGE GREEN - 
APPLICATION VG/O1/15 LAND AT CUT LANE NORDEN ROCHDALE
37 Cabinet considered the report of the Head of Legal which advised that 
the Council was the statutory Commons Registration Authority for the area of 
the application site at Cut Lane, Norden (shown coloured red on the Plan 
appended to the report, ‘the Application Site’) made by the Friends of Heritage 
Green by way of an application under the Commons Registration Act 2006 
and validated on the 9th October 2015 (‘the Application’). 

Council was being asked to approve the determination of the matter as 
Commons Registration Authority on already submitted evidence and settled 
case law as advised, without the need for a public inquiry on the basis that the 
view of officers was that a public inquiry was unnecessary and in light of court 
decisions in the area of commons registration.



Alternatives considered:

The alternative would be a public inquiry with associated additional delay and 
cost.

Decision:

That the recommendation that the Assistant Director of Resources Legal 
Governance and Workforce enter the Application Site on the Register of Town 
and Village Greens maintained by the Council  as a statutory Commons 
Registration Authority be supported.

Reason for the decision:

The Application can be determined by the Council as Commons Registration 
Authority without the need for a public inquiry.

It was the view of Officers that a public inquiry was unnecessary and in light of 
court decisions in the area of commons registration the application was one 
that could be determined on already submitted evidence and settled case law 
as advised.

FINANCE UPDATE REPORT 2018/19
38 Cabinet considered the report of the Chief Finance Officer which 
provided an update on the Council’s forecast 2018/19 financial position as at 
the end of July 2018.

Alternatives considered:

Not reporting on financial performance puts at risk the achievement of the 
Council’s Medium Term Financial Plan. Effective budget management is 
critical to ensuring financial resources are spent in line with the budget and 
are targeted towards the Council’s priorities. Monitoring enables the early 
identification of variations against the plan and facilitates timely corrective 
action.

Decision:

1. That the forecast 2018/19 budget positions for Revenue, Savings and 
Capital as at the end of July 2018 be noted;

2. That the Revenue Budget Pressure Fund request totalling £0.058m as 
detailed in section 4.1.6. of the report be approved;

3. That the Health & Social Care Pool Budget position detailed in section 
4.3. of the report be noted;

4. That the use of £4.8m of the Equalisation Fund to increase the 
contribution to the Pooled Fund in 2018/19 be noted;



5. That the net Capital budget increases of £1.016m shown in section 
4.5.2. of the report be noted;

6. That the Capital scheme reductions approved by Leadership Team 
totalling £1.411m as detailed in section 4.5.3. of the report be noted;

7. That the Capital re-phasing of £14.711m detailed in section 4.5.4. of 
the report be noted.

Reason for the decision:

Cabinet should be kept updated on the financial position of the authority, as 
effective budget management is critical to ensuring financial resources are 
spent in line with the budget and are targeted towards the Council’s priorities. 
Monitoring enables the early identification of variations against the plan and 
facilitates timely corrective action.

COLLECTION FUND 2018/19
39 Cabinet considered the report of the Chief Finance Officer provided an 
update on the forecast Collection Fund outturn position for 2018/19.

The Collection Fund Position for 2018/19 is a forecast surplus of £5.679m, 
comprising:

 £2.901m surplus relating to Business Rates;
 £2.778m surplus relating to Council Tax.

The Council’s share of the forecast 2018/19 Collection Fund outturn surplus is 
£5.268m.

Alternatives considered:

Not reporting on financial performance puts at risk the achievement of the 
Authority’s Medium Term Financial Strategy. Effective financial management 
is critical to ensuring that financial resources are received in line with the 
budget, which enables them to be targeted towards the Council’s priorities. 
Monitoring enables the early identification of variations against the plan and 
facilitates timely corrective action.

Decision:

1. That the forecast 2018/19 Collection Fund outturn position be noted.

Reason for the decision:

The Collection Fund outturn report for 2018/19 was presented to Cabinet as 
part of the budget monitoring process.



REVENUE BUDGET UPDATE 2019/20 TO 2021/22
40 Cabinet considered the report of the Chief Finance Officer which 
provided an update on the latest position regarding the Council’s Revenue 
Budget for 2019/20 to 2021/22.

Alternatives considered:

The Council is legally obliged to set a balanced revenue 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.

Decision:

1. That the Revenue Budget position for 2019/20 to 2021/22 and the 
potential risks around the Revenue Budget be noted.

Reason for the decision:

Cabinet was required to recommend a balanced Revenue Budget and Capital 
Programme 2019/20 to Budget Council and provisional budgets for 2020/21 to 
2021/22. The Council was required to set a balanced budget for 2019/20 by 
11th March 2019.

DISCRETIONARY FEES & CHARGES
41 Cabinet considered the report of the Chief Finance Officer which 
provided:-

 The proposed fee and charge levels, by service, for 2019/20;
 Highlighted proposed fees and charges not in line with the 2% general 

uplift; 
 Highlighted a proposed change in the Adult Care charging policy.

Alternatives considered:

The alternative was not to review or increase fees and charges. This would 
potentially reduce the income available to the Council and make it more 
difficult to achieve a balanced budget.

Decision:

1. That the proposed discretionary fees and charges as detailed in the 
report be approved for consultation;

2. That the amendment to the Adult Care charging policy detailed in 
paragraph 5.4 of the report be approved for consultation.



Reason for the decision:

The fees and charges in the report had been proposed by each Directorate, 
taking into account the 2% general uplift in Discretionary Fees and Charges 
agreed at Cabinet on the 26th June. Any uplifts that were not in line with the 
2% proposal, with the exception of rounding, were highlighted in section 5.4. 
of the report.

MEDIUM TERM FINANCIAL STRATEGY 2019/20 TO 2023/24
42 Cabinet considered the report of the Chief Finance Officer which 
provided an update of the Council’s Medium Term Financial Strategy 2019/20 
to 2023/24.

The Medium Term Financial Strategy (MTFS) provided a robust, consistent 
and sustainable approach to establishing and maintaining a stable and 
prudent financial basis on which the Council’s services were delivered.

The MTFS was one of the key strategic plans of the Council and was a five 
year plan which set out the Council’s commitment to provide services that 
meet the needs of people locally and that represent good value for money.

Alternatives considered:

The Council is legally obliged to set a balanced revenue 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.

Decision:

1. That the updated Medium Term Financial Strategy for 2019/20 to 
2023/24 be noted.

Reason for the decision:

Cabinet are required to recommend a balanced Revenue Budget and Capital 
Programme for 2019/20 to Budget Council. The Council is required to set a 
balanced budget for 2019/20 by the by 11th March 2018. The Medium Term 
Financial Strategy provides a key part of the budget setting process.

THE BOROUGH OF ROCHDALE (1072-1074 MANCHESTER ROAD, 
CASTLETON) COMPULSORY PURCHASE ORDER 2018
43 Cabinet considered the report of the Director of Neighbourhoods which 
proposed that the council acquired 1072-1074 Manchester Road, Castleton 
through the use of Compulsory Purchase Order powers available under 
Sections 17 and 18 of the Housing Act, 1985, for retention and improvement 
for use as housing.



The private property 1072-1074 Manchester Road, Castleton, Rochdale, 
shown edged red on the plan appended to the report, was an unoccupied 
property which had been allowed to fall into a dilapidated condition by its 
owner. 

By virtue of being a sizeable and prominent empty property, the dereliction 
was a deterrent to investment in the area and caused significant harm to 
neighbouring properties through its visual impact, in addition to the potential 
for crime and anti-social behaviour caused by a lack of surveillance and 
opportunity for unauthorised access.

Alternatives considered:

The Council could wait for the owner to facilitate repairs and renovate the 
property to a liveable standard, or to find a buyer able to carry out the same. 
Given the length of time the property had been vacant and dilapidated, this 
was not considered to be acceptable given the likelihood of it not happening.

Decision:

1. That the making of the Borough of Rochdale (1072-1074 Manchester 
Road, Castleton) Compulsory Purchase Order 2018 utilising powers 
granted within Sections 17 and 18 of the Housing Act, 1985 be 
approved;

2. That the Assistant  Director of Resources (Legal, Governance and 
Workforce), and the Director of Economy be authorised to undertake 
the necessary legal procedures and associated action in relation to the 
Order;

3. That Cabinet has considered the implications of the Human Rights Act 
1998 and does not consider that there is a breach of the Act if 
compulsory acquisition of the land within the Order is authorised.

Reason for the decision:

The Council should only make a CPO if it is satisfied that there was an 
overwhelming case in the public interest. The making of the proposed CPO 
was in the public interest because:

• The proposed intervention was likely to bring the property back into 
use.

• The provision of housing would contribute towards meeting housing 
need in the Borough on a brownfield site.

• a refurbished property would contribute to meeting housing need, 
improve energy efficiency and reduce fuel poverty, help to reduce 
crime and anti-social behaviour through passive surveillance from the 
new residents, and generally improve the attractiveness and vitality of a 
main road into the town centre. 



The property had been allowed to fall into a dilapidated condition by its owner. 
It was understood that offers had been made to purchase the property from 
interested parties who would be capable of renovating or redeveloping the 
property to bring it back into active use. The council had invited the owner to 
participate in discussions for the council to purchase the property, but no 
response had been received to date. Negotiations could continue to purchase 
by agreement in parallel to the making of the CPO, and officers would 
continue to make efforts to this end.

THE BOROUGH OF ROCHDALE (THE CASTLE INN, ROCHDALE) 
COMPULSORY PURCHASE ORDER 2018
44 Cabinet considered the report of the Director of Neighbourhoods which 
proposed that the council acquired The Castle Inn, Rochdale through the use 
of Compulsory Purchase Order powers.

The Castle Inn public house on Manchester Road, Rochdale, was an 
unoccupied property which was in a severely dilapidated condition. There was 
a Prohibition Order under the Housing Act 2004 preventing its occupation due 
to the poor internal conditions, and the property had been unsuccessfully 
advertised to let since 2014. 

The property by virtue of its derelict and dilapidated condition caused 
significant visual harm to the local area. There had been reported thefts of 
roof materials and unauthorised intrusion into the building. If acquired, the 
council intended to redevelop the site to bring it back into use as housing, 
various options existed for renovation or demolition and redevelopment, 
pending a thorough options appraisal.

Alternatives considered:

To continue to try to influence the owner to repair the property – this was not 
considered feasible for the reasons detailed within the report.

Decision:

1. That the making of the ‘Borough of Rochdale (Castle Inn Public House, 
Rochdale) Compulsory Purchase Order 2018’ utilising powers 
contained in Section 226, 1(a) of the Town and Country Planning Act 
1990 be approved;

2. That the Assistant Director of Resources (Legal, Governance and 
Workforce), and the Director of Economy be authorised to undertake 
the necessary legal procedures and associated action in relation to the 
Order;

3. That Cabinet has considered the implications of the Human Rights Act 
1998 and does not consider that there is a breach of the Act if 
compulsory acquisition of the land within the Order is authorised.



Reason for the decision:

The Council should only make a CPO if it was satisfied that there was an 
overwhelming case in the public interest. The making of the proposed CPO 
was in the public interest because:

The proposed intervention would bring the property back into use and deliver 
beneficial development. The Castle Inn Public House on Manchester Road, 
Rochdale, was vacant and in a severely dilapidated condition. The property 
had been unsuccessfully advertised to let since 2014.  In its current condition, 
sitting on a gateway site on a main approach to the town centre, the property 
was a deterrent to investment and caused significant amenity impact to the 
surrounding area, due to the level of disrepair and lack of active use.

THE BOROUGH OF ROCHDALE (206 – 208 DRAKE STREET, 
ROCHDALE) COMPULSORY PURCHASE ORDER 2018
45 Cabinet considered the report of the Director of Neighbourhoods which 
proposed that the council acquired 206 – 208 Drake Street, Rochdale through 
the use of Compulsory Purchase Order powers.

The area of vacant land at the former 206-208 Drake Street, Rochdale DVLA 
test centre was shown edged red on the plan appended to the report. The site 
was in a prominent position on one of the main routes into the town centre 
which had been vacant for approximately ten years. It was overgrown with 
vegetation, had been subject to fly tipping and unauthorised encampment by 
travellers and was in an unattractive, untidy condition. 

The previous owner secured planning permission for 17 houses in 2010 but 
the consent was never implemented. Prior to this there had been a number of 
unimplemented planning permissions. The council had long sought to see 
development on the site in order that it made a positive contribution to the 
local environment. The council had made attempts to acquire the site 
throughout 2018 through contact with the current owner. 

The current owner had put the site on the market but the valuation was above 
what the Council considered to be a more realistic value of the site.  It was 
considered that there was a significant risk of the site remaining unsold due to 
overvaluation. 

Given the previous problems of unauthorised traveller encampments, the poor 
maintenance and condition of the site, its long-term vacancy due to owner 
inactivity and its prominence on one of the main routes into the town centre, it 
was considered that waiting for a third party to purchase and develop the site 
was no longer acceptable.

Therefore it was proposed to make a Compulsory Purchase Order (CPO) 
utilising the powers contained in s226 (1) (a) of the Town and Country 
Planning Act 1990 to acquire the land in order to facilitate timely development 
of the site.



Alternatives considered:

Officers could continue with discussions to acquire the site by agreement. 
However the gap in valuation was considered too large to bridge at the 
present time. 

The council could monitor other potential purchasers’ interest in the site and 
wait for another party to develop the site, but this was not considered to be an 
acceptable course of action due to the uncertainty over how quickly the site 
would be developed by another interest. There was a significant risk that the 
site could remain vacant for several years under this scenario. 

The council could meet the owner’s asking price, but it was considered that 
this would not be a prudent use of public money, as the price was significantly 
above the council’s valuation, which was based on market values of 
comparable sites.
Decision:

1. That the making of the “Borough of Rochdale (206-208 Drake Street, 
Rochdale) Compulsory Purchase Order 2018” utilising powers 
contained in Section 226 (1)(a) of the Town and Country Planning Act 
1990 be approved;

2. That the Assistant Director of Resources (Legal, Governance and 
Workforce), and the Director of Economy be authorised to undertake 
the necessary legal procedures and associated action in relation to the 
Order;

3. That Cabinet has considered the implications of the Human Rights Act 
1998 and does not consider that there is a breach of the Act if 
compulsory acquisition of the land within the Order is authorised.

Reason for the decision:

The Council should only make a CPO if it was satisfied that there was an 
overwhelming case in the public interest. 

The Compulsory acquisition power in s226 (1) (a) of the Town and Country 
Planning Act 1990 must not be exercised unless the acquiring authority thinks 
that the proposed development, redevelopment or improvement was likely to 
contribute to achieving the promotion or improvement of the economic, social 
or environmental wellbeing of the area for which the acquiring authority had 
administrative responsibility.
             
The site had lain vacant for approximately ten years, since the former DVLA 
test centre buildings were demolished. Various planning permissions had 
been secured, most recently for 17 houses in November 2010, but none had 
been implemented. The site had changed ownership since then. 



The council had made efforts to purchase the site by agreement, but the 
council’s valuation and that of the current site owner were too far apart to 
enter into meaningful negotiations. 

It was considered a significant risk that the site owner may wait for a 
prolonged period for a purchaser to meet his desired price, thereby frustrating 
development. 

DRAKE STREET STRATEGY
46 Cabinet considered the report of the Director of Economy which 
provided an update on the progress of the Drake Street Strategy, including the 
Heritage Action Zone.

The report sought approval for the re-profiling of Capital Programme 
allocations to align with the Heritage Action Zone programme, approval to 
offer a peppercorn rent in relation to 14 Drake Street and that the acceptance 
of grants and allocation of grants be delegated to the Director of Economy in 
consultation with the Cabinet Member for Regeneration, Business, and Skills 
& Employment.

Alternatives considered:

Previous attempts to regenerate Drake Street had focused on retaining it as a 
shopping street and providing direct support to shop keepers and landlords, 
primarily through shopfront improvement schemes. Whilst there was still some 
scope for shopfront improvement, it was clear that these schemes had not 
addressed the fundamentals of the decline of the traditional high street and 
the need to diversify town centre land use.

Decision:

1. That the progress made in achieving the objectives of the Drake Street 
Strategy, including the Heritage Action Zone be noted;

2. That the re-profiling of Drake Street Capital Programme allocations to 
align with the Heritage Action Zone, which ends in March 2013 be 
approved;

3. That the leasing of 14 Drake Street to the Co-operative College at 
below market value be approved;

4. That decisions relating to the acceptance of grants and the future 
allocation of grants be delegated to the Director of Economy in 
consultation with the Cabinet Member for Regeneration, Business, and 
Skills & Employment.



Reason for the decision:

The Council had committed resources through the Capital Programme to the 
regeneration of Drake Street; the report outlined the progress made to date 
transforming the future of an important part of the town centre.

The awarding by Historic England of Heritage Action Zone status increased 
the resources available to the Council to regenerate the Drake Street area 
and also provided additional expertise to capitalise on the heritage, 
complementing the success in attracting Heritage Lottery Fund grants for 
Greater Manchester Fire Service Museum and Rochdale Town Hall. However, 
this included a commitment to match fund grant programmes beyond the 
current Drake Street Strategy timetable.
The Co-operative College had received funding from the Co-operative 
Foundation to provide a “Together Enterprise” programme in Rochdale. The 
focal point of this would be the Co-operative Enterprise Hub, which would be a 
base for young people to develop new businesses, providing teaching, 
workshop, office and retail space. The Council’s contribution to this 
programme would be to provide the accommodation.

To deliver the Drake Street Strategy and Heritage Action Zone, it would be 
required to accept grants, particularly from Historic England and also offer 
grants to facilitate the repair and reuse of buildings within the strategy area. 
There would be a requirement to respond quickly to opportunities and ensure 
that the strategy and Heritage Action Zone progresses efficiently.

BALDERSTONE PARK DEVELOPMENT
47 Cabinet considered the report of the Director of Economy which sought 
approval to allocate funds totalling £872,932 for the upgrading of open 
spaces, including the creation of new sports pitches and associated changing 
and community facilities at Balderstone Park, plus the upgrading of open 
space between Rhodes Crescent and Mornington Road and the upgrading of 
right of way (MiFp328), which ran from Broad Lane to Hurst Meadow.  This 
funding had been received by the Council following the grant of planning 
permission for housing development on land at Broad Lane and the former 
Balderstone School.  

The funds related to Section 106 and other legal agreements already in place 
for development of land at Broad Lane and Balderstone School. The principle 
that development on land at Broad Lane should support improvements to 
Balderstone Park was established by the Planning Inspectorate following a 
Public Inquiry into planning refusals for residential development at Ginnell 
Farm, Broad Lane.

The Chief Finance Officer advised Cabinet on the need to monitor the future 
revenue costs of the project to be either funded from redesign of the project or 
from identified Section 106 funding.



Alternatives considered:

The Council is required to spend s.106 Formal Sport contributions in 
accordance with legal agreements and local and national planning policy. Not 
delivering projects as set out in s.106 legal agreements would result in 
contributions being returned to developers and a loss of facilities for residents 
of the Borough.

Decision:

1. That the allocation of £872,932 to develop new sports pitches and 
associated changing and community facilities at Balderstone Park, to 
upgrade land between Rhodes Crescent and Mornington Road and 
upgrade right of way MiFp328 be approved.

2. That authority be delegated to the Chief Finance Officer and Director of 
Neighbourhoods to monitor and authorise the future revenue costs of 
the project.

Reason for the decision:

Section 106 agreements which were completed as part of the Planning 
Inspectors decision relating to Ginnell Farm, Broad Lane identify that 
subsequent S106 commuted sums received from development on the land 
were ring fenced to upgrade Balderstone Park, open space between Rhodes 
Crescent and Mornington Road and right of way MiFp328. Failure to spend 
the funds on these works would require the money to be returned to the 
developer.

Working with Sport England, Lancashire FA and local sports clubs, a demand 
had been demonstrated for the requirement for additional youth football 
facilities in this part of the borough, a demand that would be increased by the 
housing developments from which the contributions that had been received.

LAND AT LEIGHTON AVENUE, MIDDLETON
48 Cabinet considered the report of the Director of Economy which 
recommended the disposal of a site at Leighton Avenue, Middleton. The site 
was considered to be surplus to the Council’s operational requirements.

The sale of the site would generate a capital receipt for the Council and 
reduce its maintenance liabilities.

The site was considered by Middleton Township at its meeting in June where 
Members determined that the site should not be released but returned to 
beneficial use as a playing field.

In view of the decision by Middleton Township, Cabinet was requested to 
consider the future of the site by using its powers to release the site for 
disposal.



Alternatives considered:

The site could be retained in its current use. Retention of the site would not 
secure capital receipts or beneficial development, nor reduce the Council’s 
financial and/or environmental liabilities. Retaining the site in its current use 
carried the risk of liabilities such as fly-tipping, anti-social behaviour and 
regular or ad hoc maintenance obligations

The site could be returned to playing pitch use. This was the preference for 
the site expressed by Middleton Township in June 2018. However, there was 
currently no budget in place to do this and the Playing Pitch Strategy 
suggested that there was sufficient playing pitch capacity in Middleton.

Decision:

1. That the site at Leighton Avenue as detailed in the report be declared 
surplus to requirements and released for disposal on the open market.

2. That the Head of Legal Service be authorised to prepare the 
appropriate legal documents and execute such documents on behalf of 
the Council.

3. That the purchaser be required to pay the Council’s legal and 
surveyor’s costs.

Reason for decision:

The Director of Economy was charged with the continual review of the 
Council’s land and property holdings to identify those that were surplus to 
requirements and could be sold. The Director of Economy was aiming to 
expose 25 sites to the market during 2018/19.

The Playing Pitch Strategy suggested that there was sufficient playing pitch 
capacity in Middleton.
The site at Leighton Avenue was the former Alkrington Moss Primary School 
playing field.  The land had been unused since the school closed in July 2008.  
The release of the site would generate a capital receipt for the Council.

EXCLUSION OF PRESS AND PUBLIC
49 Decision:

That the Press and Public be excluded from the meeting during consideration 
of the following item 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 the following item of business as 
there may be a disclosure of information that is deemed to be exempt under 
Part 3 of Schedule 12A of the Local Government Act 1972.



BUSINESS IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT - ROCHDALE TOWN CENTRE
50 Cabinet considered the report of the Director of Economy presented 
details of the proposed Business Improvement District (BID) for Rochdale 
Town Centre and sought consideration of the associated implications for the 
Council should the ballot result in a positive majority outcome.

Alternatives considered:

Should the Council vote not to support the proposal, there could be risks, 
including loss of revenue which would support the promotion and economic 
development of the Town Centre and the loss of additional leverage and 
match-funding. 

Decision:

1. That the provisional boundary of the proposed Rochdale Town Centre 
BID be noted;

2. That in the event of a “yes‟ vote that financial provision be made for the 
proposed BID levy in respect of the Council’s estate within the BID area 
as detailed within the report.  

3. That it be noted that formal notice of the Ballot has been sent to the 
Chief Executive and Returning Officer and that correspondence has 
been sent to the Department for Housing, Communities and Local 
Government to advise them of the intention to pursue a Business 
Improvement District in Rochdale Town centre.

4. That in the event of a “yes‟ vote  that the recommendation to charge 
the BID delivery mechanism an annual cost for the duration of the BID 
to contribute to Council costs associated with the collection of the BID 
levy be approved;

5. That in the event of a “yes‟ vote that interest free, conditional up-front 
financial support be offered in April 2019 to enable the BID team to 
mitigate the risks against start up failure by enabling them to start 
delivery of BID projects and services without delay. The financial 
support would be redeemed in full by the Council upon receipt of BID 
levies;

6. That in the event of a “yes‟ vote that authority be delegated to the Head 
of Legal Services in consultation with the Leader of the Council to sign 
the necessary operating agreement that would exist between the 
Council and the BID delivery mechanism;

7. That the Director of Economy in consultation with the Leader and 
Cabinet Member for Regeneration, Business and Skills be authorised 
to exercise the Council’s vote in accordance with Cabinet’s 
recommendation for the qualifying properties in the BID area for which 
Rochdale Council will be the voter and eligible BID Levy payer.



Reason for the decision:

The benefits of a BID come from the ability to deliver projects and services 
from a guaranteed budget and the collective involvement of the businesses in 
the BID area. 

The BID proposal does not conflict to a material extent with the Council’s 
adopted, published policies, nor does it warrant the use of veto for any other 
reason under regulation 12 of the BID Regulations 2004 (England) and could 
therefore be supported.


