

Report of Sustainable Regeneration Overview and Scrutiny.

TITLE:  
Feedback from the special meeting to consider “call-in”





 held on Wednesday 16 February 2011.


RECOMMENDATIONS:– The Committee note that  the decision of the Lead Member was upheld 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

This report informs members on the outcome of matters considered by the Sustainable Regeneration Scrutiny on Wednesday 16 February, 2011 relating to The “Call-in” of the Lead Member for Property decision relating to the lease of the Willows Road car park, Weaste
BACKGROUND DOCUMENTS:  Background  documents exempt 

CONTACT OFFICER:  Karen Lucas, Senior Scrutiny Support Officer.


Tel: 793 3318   E-mail: karen.lucas@salford.gov.uk

WARD(S) TO WHICH REPORT RELATE(S):
Weaste and Seedley

KEY COUNCIL POLICIES:
 the Council Constitution 

DETAILS

Sustainable Regeneration Scrutiny Members in attendance

Councillor Dawson – Chair, Councillors R Garrido, Lindley, Jolley, Mold, Humphreys, Jones, and Taylor.
Invitees: Councillor Lancaster, John Spink, Kevin Brady, Tony Hatton, Mark Dauncey, Richard Wynne, Councillors Owen, K Garrido and Cheetham.
Other attendees: Councillors Hinds, Tope, Heywood, Bramer-Kelly, Ainsworth, Collinson, Drake, Turner and Davies.
1. Apologies: Councillor Dirir
2. Declarations of interest from members of the committee.

No declarations.

PART 2 ITEM – exclusion of the public.
3. Call-in of the Lead Member decision relating to the lease of the Willows Road car park, Weaste.
Sustainable Regeneration Scrutiny held a special meeting to consider a request to “call-in “ decision the lease of the Willows Road Car Park made by the Lead Member for Property on 24 January 2011.
In addition to the decision notice and the report on which the decision had been based, members received copies of the “call-in” request and supporting information in line with the principles set down in the constitution. 

The Chair invited Councillor K Garrido to submit the reasons for “call-in” of the decision 
4. Justification for the call-in.
Councillor K. Garrido proceeded to explain the reasons for the “call-in” of the decision in line with the principles as set out in the council’s constitution.
a) Proportionality - 

It was impossible to calculate the benefit to the residents without detailed information available.
b) Due Consultation and taking officer advice -

With regards to consultation, it stated in the decision notice that the Lead Member for Customer & Support Services noted the report; therefore Councillors questioning the decision feel there had been a lack of consultation. Secondly, the main report referred to two evaluations carried out by Urban Vision which the had been unable to access; therefore information informing this decision is missing.

e) Clarity of aims and desired outcomes -

It was unclear whether the aims of the process were to maximise return and develop the local area for residents, as there had been no opportunity for discussion, no alternatives had been given and members had not been given a  chance to suggest alternative options.
d) Presumption of Openness – 

Councillor K Garrido asked how it  can be said to be open when elected members could not get access to the report due to the report and decision being dealt with under part 2.
f) Due consideration to be given to alternative options –

Councillor K Garrido asked if other options had been considered before this decision was made?
Councillor K Garrido concluded by asking the committee to request the Lead Member to reconsider his decision, and refer the matter to council should the Lead Member be minded not to alter his decision.

Councillors Owen and Ainsworth conveyed their concerns regarding the lack of consultation with Ward Councillors. 
Councillor Ainsworth asked if consideration had been given to extending the open space facilities for the local school. 
Councillor Lindley and Cheetham supported the comments of Councillor K Garrido and others. 
5. Lead Member response.

The Chair then asked Councillor Lancaster, Lead Member for Property to respond.
Councillor Lancaster had circulated copies of his written response to the justification for the call-in. The following points were reiterated:

The report from which the decision was based was placed in part 2 due to it containing personal information relating to third parties.  Councillor Lancaster added that divulging or improperly leaking confidential information could have a detrimental impact upon the proposed development agreement and the securing of the Council fiscal position. 
How various factors are considered and weighted are matters for the Lead Member, taking into account the advice and recommendations of officers, whom seek to provide a balanced view by setting out advantages and disadvantages.

This decision creates the opportunity to regenerate an area of the city rather than leaving a derelict area of land. Councillor Lancaster added that if Ward Councillors had asked he would have willingly discussed the decision.
6. The Chair then welcomed questions, comments or observations from members of the Committee, and other members present.

Councillor Heywood stated her concerns at the lack of opportunity for Ward Councillors to have an input into the decision, or the chance to suggest any alternative options. 
Councillor Jolley and Jones expressed their support in respect of the decision made by the Lead Member; in there view such action was in the best interest of the Council 
7. Councillor K Garrido summed up on behalf of the signatories.
Councillor K Garrido restated her concerns about the viability of the Lead Member decision based on the information presented by signatories of the call-in.
Councillor Owen requested Councillor Lancaster reconsider his decision.
8. Councillor Lancaster - Lead Member for Property summed up.

Councillor Lancaster said it was the right decision and conveyed to Members that he saw no compelling reason to reconsider his decision based on the information put forward by signatories of the call-in. 

9. The Vote 

Five members voted to take no further action and upheld the lead member decision. 

Three members voted against.

There will be no further action by Sustainable Regeneration Scrutiny Committee the decision will be enacted,
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