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Salford City Council - Request for decision to be called-in 
 

The Council’s Constitution provides that all decisions in connection with the 

discharge of an executive function made by the City Mayor, a Member of the 
Cabinet, the Cabinet, a committee of the Cabinet, or a key decision is made by an 

officer with delegated authority from the City Mayor, or a Community Committee, or 
under joint arrangements, will be made in accordance with the following principles: 
 

(a) Proportionality (meaning the action must be proportionate to the results to 
be achieved) 

  
(b) Due consultation and the taking of appropriate advice from Officers. 
  

(c) Respect for human rights 
  

(d) Presumption in favour of openness 
  
(e) Clarity of aims and desired outcomes 

  
(f) Due consideration to be given to alternative options 

  
(g) Reasons for the decisions to be given provided there is no breach of 

confidentiality 

  
(h) Wednesbury reasonableness, i.e. the decisions must be reasonable, having 

regard to all relevant matters and in disregard of all non-relevant matters. 

 
All decisions in connection with the discharge of an executive function made by the  

City Mayor or a Member of the Cabinet, or the Cabinet, or a Committee of the 
Cabinet, are subject to the call-in procedure, unless deemed urgent as specified 
in paragraph 17.1 of Section D of Part 4 of the Council Constitution.  All decisions will  

be published at the offices of the Council and/or on the Council’s website.  The 
record of the decision will bear the date on which it is published and will specify that 

the decision will come into force, and may then be implemented, as from 4.00 pm on 
the fifth day after the day on which the decision is published, unless within this time it 
is called in for scrutiny. 

   
Within the five-day period from the publication of a decision, a request to call-in the 

decision may be initiated by: 
 

If it is within the remit of the Overview and Scrutiny Board may be called in 

for scrutiny if the Chair of the  Overview and Scrutiny Board, or any two 
Members of the Overview and Scrutiny Board or any three Members of the 

Council submit a notice in writing to the Monitoring Officer within the five day 
period giving reasons why the decision should be scrutinised. 
 

If it is within the remit of a Scrutiny Panel may be called in for scrutiny by the 
relevant Panel if the Chair of the Panel or any two Members of the Panel or 

any three Members of the Council submit a notice in writing to the Monitoring 
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Officer within the five day period giving reasons why the decision should be 
scrutinised. 

 

Call-in should only be used in exceptional circumstances,   
 

(A) Members requesting a “call-in” of a decision must provide written evidence at 
the time of submission identifying why that a decision was not taken in 
accordance with the principles set out in the first paragraph on this form. 

 
(B) the monitoring officer must be satisfied that the decision in question is more 

than “a day to day management or operational decision of the type normally 
taken by officers” such decisions should not normally be called in. 

 

(C) the delay that would ensue as a consequence of calling in the decision in 
question would not cause prejudice to the interests of the council or third 

parties.  
 
A decision may not be called-in if the Scrutiny Committee has already made 

recommendations to the decision-taker and those recommendations have been 
accepted by the decision-maker either in whole or without significant addition or 

modification 
 

 
WE Councillor Robin Garrido 

 

  

 

 

 Councillor Darren Ward 

 

  

 

 

Being Members of the Scrutiny Committee (Growth and Prosperity) to which the 
decision applies request that the decision by the City Mayor Paul Dennett in 

consultation with the Cabinet on the 8th February 2022 issued on the 14th February 
2022 in respect of Rent and Service Charge Increases for the Pendleton PFI Stock 
be called-in for reconsideration in accordance with the Rules of Procedure for 

decision making contained the council Constitution, in that such decision was not 
made in accordance with principles a,b,c,d,e,f and h as set out above. 
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Statement as to the reasons for ‘Call In’ in accordance with the first 
paragraph of this form in relation to the ‘Decision’ dated 14th February 

2022 specifically in relation to items 1,2 & 3 
 
SALFORD CITY COUNCIL - RECORD OF DECISION (CABINET) I, Paul Dennett, City 
Mayor, in consultation with the Cabinet and in exercise of the powers contained within the 
City Council Constitution do hereby approve: Rent and Services Charge Setting for 2022/23  
 
1. An increase of 4.1% for rents in 2022/23 for the Pendleton PFI stock  
 
2. Adjustments to Pendleton PFI service charges in line with the costs of providing those 
services as detailed in section 3 of the report  
 
3. The creation of a hardship fund for the PFI stock to support households who are in 
financial difficulties, utilising up to £216k from the additional income for 2022/23  
 
4. An increase of 4.9% for rents in 2022/23 for the Duchy Caravan Site  
 
5. The implementation of a service charge to tenants at Duchy Caravan Site during 2022/23, 
subject to a detailed further report for decision by the Lead Member for Housing, Property 
and Regeneration 
 

 
(a) Proportionality (meaning the action must be proportionate to the results to 

be achieved) 
 
The increased service charges and rent are not proportionate to the service 

received based on the reduced services and facilities received over the last 
five years. Since the refurbishment of these properties many have been left 

in a state of disrepair and detailed evidence in the form of a chartered 
surveyors report and statements from resident will be provided at the call in 
meeting but include badly fitting windows, fire doors with gaps, asbestos not 

removed in some floors, considerable delay in removing unsafe external 
cladding following which new cladding has not yet been installed 

together with appropriate heat installation. Given the increase costs of 

heating which has not been offset by additional payments this should have 
been taken into account when assessing whether an increase in rent and 

service charge was appropriate or indeed proportionate. 
  

(b) Due consultation and the taking of appropriate advice from Officers. 
  

We are not aware of what advice has been given by officers particularly in 

relation to the affect on the lives of tenants nor are we aware of with whom 
any consultation has taken place. 

 
(c) Respect for human rights 
  

The basic human rights of tenants has been affected and not taken into 
account bearing in mind that they have not been consultated regarding the 

increases at a time when their accommodation has not been fit for purpose. 
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(d) Presumption in favour of openness 
 
No consultation – no openness 

  
(e) Clarity of aims and desired outcomes 

 
The only clarity is the desire to increase income regardless of the quality of 
the product. 

  
(f) Due consideration to be given to alternative options 

  
No consideration appears to have been given to achieving any shortfall of 
income by making claims against those responsible for carrying out 

defective work. In respect of the hardship fund this is firstly inadequate and 
secondly is to be paid for from the increase in rents. It appears no other 

alternative method of raising the funds for the hardship fund were 
considered and it is totally unacceptable for tenants to fund their own 
hardship payments. 

 
(g) Reasons for the decisions to be given provided there is no breach of 

confidentiality 
  
(h) Wednesbury reasonableness, i.e. the decisions must be reasonable, having 

regard to all relevant matters and in disregard of all non-relevant matters. 
 
We would refer to paragraph (a) above which demonstrates that under the 

circumstances the decision cannot be construde as reasonable. 
 


