ITEM 9 - WHITE PAPER MOTION - WEST PARK CENTRE

THE LORD MAYOR: Right, into our final session. We are now on Item 9, White Paper Motion on the West Park Centre. I call on Councillor Illingworth.

COUNCILLOR ILLINGWORTH: Thank you, Lord Mayor. I rise to move the resolution in my name that this Council supports the continued use of the West Park Centre for youth and community work and resolves to remove it from the list of sites for disposal.

All members have heard the Deputation earlier today and received their document which explains the enormous range of people visiting the West Park Centre and the sheer variety of uses to which this building is put. It is, quite simply, one of the busiest community buildings in the whole of Leeds.

Lord Mayor, not only is this a heavily used building but it is also located in an area which considerable social needs. It is literally only a few yards from a super output area with the highest index of multiple deprivation for several miles around - a priority area, Lord Mayor, in terms of this Council’s objectives to narrow the gap. If we lose the West Park Centre it is very difficult to imagine where else the necessary services would be delivered.

Lord Mayor, members have heard how this centre is used for an enormous range of musical activities from full symphony orchestras to small chamber groups. The main hall has excellent acoustics and it is one of the largest rehearsal or performance spaces in Leeds. Several choirs use this space, which serves a huge range of tastes from classical and opera to the School of Rock and Pop.

The location of the centre on a bus route close to the ring road and a few yards from the A660 radial route means that it is ideally situated to serve a large area of Leeds.

Lord Mayor, far from closing this centre we should be looking for a huge expansion of musical activities and also the dance using the large and specially adapted gymnasia. Speaking of gyms, Lord Mayor, brings me to the second major activity that takes place at the West Park Centre, which is physical recreation and sport. The centre has showers and changing rooms and behind the school is a huge area of playing fields that residents fear might soon become development land.

In 2006, Lord Mayor, the Council valued the school buildings between £5.5m and £7m but if the playing fields were included, the price rose to £18m. To be fair, the report acknowledges the need for planning consent and assumes that there are no effective covenants on the land but, Lord Mayor, I have to ask Councillor Carter why this land was included in the valuation if there was no possibility of a sale? These prices were estimated over two years ago, near the peak of the property boom. It is unlikely to be worth anything like these sums today.

The land is subject to a restrictive covenant in favour of educational use. The valuation assumes that such covenant will be ineffective. Lord Mayor, does Councillor Carter intend to break this covenant or has he some secret understanding with Leeds Metropolitan University that would retain the land in nominal educational use while denying it to those communities that are in greater need? 

COUNCILLOR A CARTER: Here we go again.

COUNCILLOR: Speculation, speculation, speculation.

COUNCILLOR ILLINGWORTH: I am mystified by Councillor Carter’s amendment. To retain the green space is of little value if it is restricted to university students. As well as retention it must be available for community use. Why does it matter if the site has not being marketed? It is still in major occupation and cannot be marketed at the present time. What matters to us is its inclusion in the disposal list, a problem that my resolution seeks to address.

Lord Mayor, this Council is committed to deal with the obesity epidemic and the best medical and scientific advice is that this must involve a large increase in physical activity for the majority of the population. Current recommendations are for one hour of moderate to high activity every day. Lord Mayor, how are we to achieve this without adequate facilities for the masses, not merely for a privileged elite? What is the sense in demolishing first class recreational facilities in order to expensively recreate them elsewhere? We have already heard today from the Kirkstall Crusaders Junior Soccer Team, who are desperate for additional playing surfaces and a permanent home ground, but we also need to develop cricket and hockey, netball, rounders - in fact the full range of team and individual sports.

Lord Mayor, if the West Park Centre were redeveloped for housing or other high value uses, any replacement facilities would inevitably be located in the green belt, further from the city centre, more remote and inaccessible for those in greatest need.

We have heard today of the huge range of community groups who use these buildings and their enormous potential to develop a wide range of artistic and cultural activities. Where better to do this than a centre on the boundary between a settled and, I have to say, largely middle class community, and an area of considerable social need? If we are looking for expansion across the entire social spectrum, I cannot imagine a better location for such expansion to take place.

We want to see more youth work, aiming particularly at teenage boys and hard to reach groups. We need diversionary activities to combat drug use and under-aged drinking and to deal with behavioural problems that go with idle hands and empty minds. It worries us, Lord Mayor, that our youth service apparently prefers to work with largely middle class kids that belong to the YMCA. More work is needed with less biddable individuals from areas of greater social need.

We are encouraged by the news that the police would be interested in a permanent presence in this building. It is also ideal for expansion of the library service, which presently is restricted to a mobile unit. The extra footfall from the centre improves the viability of local services and shops. On Sundays hundreds of worshippers use this building when it serves as a local church. We strongly welcome the joint use of buildings for religious and community purposes and see no reason why this should not expand to serve a wider range of faiths.

Loneliness and depression among older people are serious social problems, yet here we have a centre that seems ideally suited to the economic expansion of elderly day care and social facilities that will certainly be needed to cater for an ageing population.

Usually on these occasions the debate is affected by some enormous repair bill hanging over the buildings, allowing the Council to argue that it has no alternative but to knock them down. Happily, Lord Mayor, for the West Park Centre, this is simply not the case. The buildings are generally fundamentally in good condition.

We are not facing enormous and unforeseen costs. A condition survey in 2004 identified the total repair bill of £1.7m but much of this was low priority work or, in fact, has already been done and the outstanding matters are a relatively small hill to climb.

Moreover, the centre breaks even in terms of running costs and the departure of Northern Ballet is not expected to cause a major financial crisis. Surely, Lord Mayor, there is everything to play for and the centre is well placed for a major expansion to youth and community work.

There is here a splendid opportunity for an enduring partnership between the Council and the local community. Instead of closing a fully functional building and then expensively recreating the same facilities elsewhere, I ask the council to support my motion which would remove this building from the disposal list. Thank you, Lord Mayor. (Applause) 

THE LORD MAYOR: Thank you. I call on Councillor Blake to second.

COUNCILLOR BLAKE: Thank you, Lord Mayor. I formally second and reserve the right to speak.

THE LORD MAYOR: An amendment in the name of Councillor Carter.

COUNCILLOR A CARTER: It is a pity that Councillor Illingworth, as is his wont, I am afraid, again implies there is some secret deal going on; this time it is not the officers, it is me, and it is with Leeds Met University. Nothing could be further from the truth. That is one of the reasons why some of us have such great difficulty, even when Councillor Illingworth makes some valid points, which he has actually just done, taking too seriously these incessant, unremitting conspiracy theories that apparently we are all guilty of.

Lord Mayor, I took the opportunity of actually going up to the West Park Centre a couple of weeks ago. I was attending a meeting of a voluntary group there so I had a little mooch around while I was up there, and certainly it is true a lot of voluntary groups - groups, full stop - are using the building.

The current situation is simply this. It is not vacant, it has not been declared surplus to requirements. It is on the list of sites for disposal but so are many other pieces of land and buildings which we will certainly not be disposing of and for some time we have got the opportunity now to see what we can do to keep community use on the site. I have had certainly two meetings with Councillor Bentley and a meeting with, I think, all three of the Weetwood Councillors present.

Actually it is very important for the statement we are making about the green area because, unlike yourselves, we have a very clear policy that we are not prepared to see development take place on greenfield areas wherever they are in the city if we can defend them against Government inspectors. That takes me back, really, to Leeds Girls’ High School. If we own the land we have a level of control there that we can completely keep that land green and open for people to use. There may even be an opportunity for it to be more available for people to use.

What I am prepared to say is that I think a lot of useful work goes on at the West Park Centre. One point I do take on board is it is ridiculous to reprovision services if you already have facilities there which are capable of use.

So in this ensuing couple of years, which is what we have got, we have got the opportunity to work up something that is really worthwhile for the community in that area and I shall be working very closely, as will Councillor Brett, with the Ward Councillors to ensure that what happens there is something that the local residents will welcome.

Let me re-emphasise, the building has not been declared surplus to requirements, it is not empty and therefore it is not for sale.

Just for Councillor Illingworth’s information, the last time the Development Department in its previous guise had correspondence with potential purchases, Councillor Illingworth, as ever with most of these things your Party was in control. It was in 2003 and I think the Executive Board member was Liz Minkin, but certainly Councillor Blake was a prominent member of your Group at the time and perhaps she might know who the developers were who the department had correspondence with because I certainly do not. I am reliably informed that since that time there has been no contact with potential developers, so I aim to reassure the Ward members we will have continuing discussions, we will meet with the users but I am not prepared to enter into another of Councillor Illingworth’s scaremongering campaigns.

(Applause)

COUNCILLOR M HAMILTON: I second, Lord Mayor, and reserve the right to speak.

COUNCILLOR YEADON: Lord Mayor, fellow Councillors, I wish to speak in support of the White Paper in the name of my Ward colleague, Councillor Illingworth.

You have already heard strong arguments as to why the retention the West Park Centre is vital, not just for the people who live in my Ward but the surrounding area and, as already clearly illustrated, the city.

I would like to touch on its importance as a centre of the community. Earlier we heard a deputation brought to us by six different resident and community organisations - six different communities coming together to save their shared home.

In these uncertain times in which we are currently living we cannot underestimate the importance of community - the importance of neighbours and strangers coming together to support each other when times are hard. For this to happen a home is needed and this is what the West Park Centre has been for the people young and old of Spen Hill, Hawksworth Wood, Moor Grange, Kirkstall, Weetwood and West Park.

Tenants, musicians, church groups, junior football teams and dancers - to these people the West Park Centre is indeed priceless. Today gives us the opportunity for us to do something positive, to tell this delegation and these communities that we, united as a Council, have listened and will save the Hyde Park Centre (sic) from the list of assets to be sold off.

Councillor Carter, with respect, the community that use the West Park Centre want reassurance, not an ambiguous amendment that clarifies nothing. You are committed to retain the green space following pressure from the Area Committee and we welcome that, but what we want is calling for a commitment to retain the West Park Centre echoing the cross party unanimous resolution that was passed at the North West Inner Area Committee.

Incidentally, that particular meeting was probably one of the best attended with standing room only and the majority of the people there were there for the West Park Centre, which shows how strongly the community feel about this.

This unique establishment is indeed an asset to this city - an asset that should be valued, an asset that should be protected, not an asset to be sold. We would like the clear guarantee that this will not happen.

Lord Mayor, I am not one to steal lines off anybody but a member of a similar delegation addressing the North West Inner Area Committee said, “You gave Headingley a heart - please do not take away our centre.” What I am asking is, have a heart and vote for this White Paper. Thank you. (Applause) 

COUNCILLOR MONAGHAN: Thank you, Lord Mayor, I would like to speak on Councillor Illingworth’s motion. I think we welcome the deputation from the West Park Community Association and the joint groups’ community associations. They made their point very clearly and articulately here and they made them very clearly and articulately at the Inner North West Area Committee, as Councillor Yeadon referred to, in which we have had several different groups from all across the area represented and all had their chance to speak.

I am very pleased to hear what Lucinda probably said when she said about them being non-political and I think this has been a very non-political issue so far and I think it will stay that way. I was worried that it might not at one point but I have been very impressed with how Councillors on both sides kept it non-political and everybody so far, so I hope that spirit continues.

This all reminds me of Headingley Development Trust and Councillor Yeadon referred to the HEART scheme that is in discussion at the moment, which probably has not yet been given the go-ahead but we are very supportive of it and a huge amount of good work has gone on in the past two years from Councillors, officers with again support from all sides of the Chamber and again not discussed in a political way.

We have spent the past two years looking at those proposals which should be at Executive Board soon where it will receive support. In those two years the building has been declared surplus to requirements and been on the asset disposal list and we have still been ale to work on those plans.

If the West Park Centre is declared surplus there are four conditions I see that should be met. One is that the sports pitches must be kept and must be kept for community use by all residents; two, that the community must have a chance to work with any proposals they could obviously have for the site before it is disposed of or marketed or anything like that; three, there must be a community centre facility there and there must be continued work for youth and community that site. Thank you, Lord Mayor. (Applause)

COUNCILLOR BENTLEY: Thank you, Lord Mayor. I am speaking in support of Councillor Andrew Carter’s amendment. We all know that the West Park Centre is a much loved and extremely well used community facility within the West Park area of Weetwood Ward. It not only provides for the local community but attracts a much broader city wide group of organisations. Indeed, one of my own daughters spent many hours playing instruments in the junior strings orchestra.

This centre, as has been alluded to, is used by something like 34 organisations and some 1,500 to 2,000 people use the centre each week. Therefore, it is not surplus to requirements. Therefore, it cannot be sold by the Council because the Council has procedures to deal with such buildings.

I am sure that Councillors Atha, Illingworth and Blake with their combined 80- odd (I am not too sure I that is correct but it is around that figure anyway) years’ service as Councillors are aware of the procedures, but they seem to have collective or maybe selective amnesia about them.

To be totally clear, a building can only be superfluous to requirements when it is empty and there are no users. Then the building will be considered by other departments to see if they wish to use it. For instance, Bentley Primary School, which closed in 2004, was used the following September, September 2004, by Shakespeare Primary School which relocated there whilst it had its new school built.

Once the new school was built in July 2006 the pupils moved back to their new school and Bentley Lane was vacated and declared surplus to requirements at that point and it remains on the disposal list to this day.

In fact on 31st October 2008 Councillor Atha was e-mailed by an officer of the Development Department and informed quite clearly that the West Park Centre was not declared surplus to requirements. No decision has yet been taken to sell any or all of the former school site. I think this is quite clear, don’t you? I have to say that I am disappointed in the way that there have been scaremongering stories about this centre. There have been rumours that a housing developer had submitted a bid to take over the site of the centre and the protected playing pitches for development of an extra care village of approximately 250 apartments or dwellings. On making enquiries about this developer, I drew, surprisingly, blank responses from within the community and the Council. No-one has made a bid to take over the site because, quite frankly, the site is not for sale.

Scaremongering is nothing new from Councillor Illingworth, who told residents at an Area Committee Meeting attended by one of our most senior legal officers over a year ago, that the pitches would be lost on Tinshill Recreation Ground during the improvement works. Of course, there was no loss of pitches. There are, always have been and always will be six pitches on that site.

Moving on to the West Park fields themselves, I am delighted but not surprised that the administration has made a firm commitment to retain the green space around the West Park Centre, as we highly value the green space which contributes to the local environment and general wellbeing of residents.

The Weetwood Councillors will continue to value the work of the different groups that uses the centre and will continue to work with the local residents, as we always do, to retain facilities for youth and community work on the West Park site.

Thank you very much, Lord Mayor. (Applause) 
COUNCILLOR ATHA: Lord Mayor, I am surprised really at that last contribution because it flies so much in the face of the attitude you adopted at the North West Area Committee and I find that very surprising and very disappointing because I really thought that you had more to you than that.

Can I just deal very briefly from the beginning? I am suspicious because of the secretiveness of this whole business. The sale of this, this is a document - Councillor Brett, just control yourself, you will get too excited - this is capital receipts, sites tabled for disposal 2007/08, 20.11.12. There are 251 pieces - this is a confidential document which is now in the public domain, Leslie, so you must not influence that either.

COUNCILLOR J L CARTER: Are you sure it is? 
COUNCILLOR ATHA: This has 251 sites for sale and locked in the middle of that is West Park Centre. This document schedule for disposal 2010 to 2012, that went to Executive Board and was accepted. Now then, are you saying that it is not on the list for disposal or not, because if you are then you are controverting the truth as known to the officers.

The second point, you referred to an e-mail from an officer, who was Mr Crocker, Area Manager for North West Area and therefore properly concerned with this issue. He wrote to me on 16th September 2009 and verbatim this is a quote from the e-mail, a copy of which I have got here: “I can confirm that West Park is not up for sale.” That is the statement made when he knew darned well, or should have known, that it was on the list for sale and had been agreed to be disposed of in that period.

He later wrote to me again when in fact I queried him on that point that as yet no consultation has taken place. Any final decision would be at least two or three years away. That is only assuming, that it was on the list for sale.

If we are all agreeing now to take it off the list, let us take it off the list and satisfy us all and then we can in fact sit down and get on with the next business, but you are not doing that and because you are not doing that it makes me frankly suspicious. Why are you not doing it? If as Councillor Carter says a lot of those things on the list we are not going to sell, why is it on the list? Get it off. It is as simple as that. If we can believe you, take if off now. Direct your colleagues to vote for that and we will sit down and say honour is satisfied, we are now sure. That is not the case and because you are being that bit devious it naturally raises suspicions.

Let me just tell you the kind of force of local people behind us rapidly. Moor Grange Action Group, Spen Hill Residents’ Association, West Park Residents’ Association, Supporting Elderly People, West Park Fields Group, Kirkstall Crusaders, Greg Mulholland MP - very strongly in favour of retaining this - John Battle MP - also very keen on saving this because, remember, this may be in one Ward but directly over that road, Spen Lane, is Kirkstall Ward. We have got the North West Inner Area Committee which unanimously - three Labour, nine Lib Dems - all agreed that we would vote to take this off the list. That was the vote, to take it off the list. Here just days later what are they doing? They are quibbling, “Oh no, we are going to rely on this, we are going to rely on that, the fields are safe” and so on. It is just not honest and that is why I am so disappointed in someone for whom I really have the highest regard that this is such a shame that this has to come to that.

The people who use this centre are ArtForms, Gypsy Roma Traveller, Attendance Strategy Team, Leeds NUT, Irish Arts Foundation, Theatre Co. Blah, Blah, Blah, Paper Birds Company, Musical Arc, Leeds Symphony Orchestra - a magnificent orchestra of amateurs - Leeds Festival Chorus - a first class chorus, one of the best in the country - the Central Youth Music Group, the Child Protection Training Officers and training team from Education Leeds, Country Dancing, Scottish Country Dancers, Leeds Ballroom Dance Group. You have already had mention of 500 people going on a Sunday to worship there. These are just some of those people who are prepared to carry on going there at a remarkable centre. The community groups, two or three community groups use it regularly for their meetings which you know perfectly well.

In the last nine or ten seconds I will tell you this. The condition survey in 2004 said about £1.75m of work to be done. Already the main hall has been rewired, the whole of the MBT wing has been rewired and the MBT wing, we have got a promise to be taken over by the Reformed Church and they are prepared at their own expense to run a massive youth development, sport and physical and also social regeneration project.

It would be lunacy to close this centre, real lunacy. We are not playing silly parties, let us just appeal for honest common sense. (interruption) 
THE LORD MAYOR: Thank you, Bernard. (Applause) 
COUNCILLOR DRIVER: Thank you, Lord Mayor. I rise to support the resolution in Councillor Illingworth’s name and first of all to congratulate him on a uniquely pithy piece of prose, quite unlike his usual offerings when they come on e- mails to me, but saying very much what is politically, I believe, the heart of the matter.

This is about communities and their continuity. This is not about buildings, it is about how you treat people with whom you are partners. If you look at the history of schools and school buildings in Leeds and anywhere else, it is very clear that those buildings become kind of uniquely a part of the heart and soul of the neighbourhoods in which they exist and it is not surprising, is it, that you have deputations like the one we had today saying the kind of things that it said today and uniting people of all sorts of different kinds of persuasions and views.

These things are not about party political division. They are about the fact that when communities grow and change the institutions within them are part of their ongoing life. What is obvious in North West Leeds is that there has been over the last few years quite a number of enterprises of this kind. Let me just take two or three in the Hyde Park to Weetwood corridor.

Royal Park. Royal Park was the school that was closed about the time when the Council changed hands.

COUNCILLOR: No, it was before.

COUNCILLOR A CARTER: By you.

COUNCILLOR DRIVER: What happened afterwards was that there was no clear view of just what could be done with it. This is not a party political thing, this was about what in fact then took place. There were then long discussions, painful discussions, as I recall, in which people of different ideas tried to persuade whoever it was what they really believed should be done with the site. None of those things ever happened. We have got today a building which is standing like a raw piece of tooth in a state that nobody would be pleased about. I think you can see in that example just how painful these things can be and people still today up and down Hyde Park Road, which I use very regularly, will talk about the fact that they do not have the school site.

A little further up the road, and Councillor Monaghan has mentioned it, there is the Bury Road site. That has been also the subject of a great deal of to-ing and fro-ing and arguing and trying to come to a view much more constructively, I have to say. It has not been the same sort of pain but it has been very difficult and it has been one of those things where there are very different views. That division can be the means of bringing people together but sometimes it is not, sometimes it drives people apart because they do not believe there is a place they belong to any longer.

What we have got in the West Park site is an opportunity and why I am suspicious too of Councillor Carter’s amendment is because it does not seem necessary. If in fact you have a community that is happily using the site, if that continuity is already built in, why try to do anything about it? What is it that you need to do? Is it that you in fact want to create smaller youth and community facilities? Is that what we read into it? Can you not tell us because those are the things that the community is asking about. Those are the things that worry me. Are they going to get less than they have had before and can they be part of a partner decision about the way forward? That seems to me the argument and I believe you should support the original resolution. If it ain’t broke, don’t fix it. (Applause) COUNCILLOR G HYDE: Thank you, Lord Mayor. Firstly can I declare an interest, Lord Mayor? My family use the centre and we use the music and dance facility and I would just urge the administration to reconsider taking it off the disposal list completely because it is a well used and very good centre and they know that. I used to take my daughter there on a regular basis, particularly for the music and dance, and my grandchildren use it at the moment.

While I am stood up, Lord Mayor, I would also like to rectify something that was said earlier in this Chamber, but I was stopped from giving a point of explanation.

COUNCILLOR: Diverting from the topic, Lord Mayor.

COUNCILLOR G HYDE: I have to say, Lord Mayor, that I was asked for a comment by a reporter from the Evening Post about the rumours and I have to actually cite the fact that in an EASEL document presented to the Ward members in East, St George’s playing fields at Fearnville were actually cited for a new high school and I have actually spoken, Lord Mayor, my point of explanation, so that members are aware in this Chamber.

THE LORD MAYOR: Are you actually speaking to this item? 
COUNCILLOR G HYDE: I am, Lord Mayor, but I am also using it to rectify additional. I will go back to the item now, Lord Mayor. (interruption) I can do that.

Going back to the centre, I have to say I have to support Councillor Illingworth in his motion because it does want taking off this list. It is a well used centre I know from experience. I have used it in the last 30 years with my children. My grandchildren use it at the moment to go to music, Bernard, and they do dance as well. It is an excellent centre and I think it is mischievous. If you cannot declare in this Chamber that it is going to come off this list, then it should come off this list. Let us be open and pragmatic and frank about it. It is valued by the community, loved by the community. It is not even in my Ward but I am speaking about it - that is how passionate I am about it - and I do use it as a grandparent and I did use it previously as a parent.

Can I suggest that you do take it off and you do have very good communication which has been suggested by you? Let us see if it happens, John, whether there is good, open, frank consultation. There are lots of rumours flying around. (inaudible) Can we just find out really what is going on and let us have it on the table properly. Thank you, Lord Mayor. (Applause) 
COUNCILLOR BLAKE: Thank you, Lord Mayor. In seconding the White Paper in the name of Councillor Illingworth I just want to start by saying how surprised I was to see the amendment in the name of Andrew Carter. We have heard the deputation that has actually come today representing a range of community and faith groups. The strength of feeling in both the communities of Weetwood and Kirkstall are backed up by all party support but it seems to me from today that the difference is that the Labour Councillors are calling for this site to be taken off the list and we not been supported in this request by either the Tories or the Liberals. (hear, hear) We heard today also that 2,000 people use the centre every week. Northern Ballet is going to move on into the city centre but it only has a relatively small use of the site at the moment. The Baptist Reformed Church that is actually in there want to actually expand their use into the week but they have been told at the current time that there is not space for them to do that. They would be waiting for space to be freed up.

I know about the Baptist Reformed Church because I was involved in the negotiations for them to go in in the first place. They are a very active church and draw from a very wide area and do tremendous work in the community.

I have to say, Andrew, if Liz was approached back in the mists of time, which you seem to enjoy bringing up in every speech you make, I can only say that she must have given them very short shrift.

I think the request today is clear. Remove the centre from the list of sites for sale. What could be more simple about that? It reminds me of the well-used phrase which bit of “No” don’t you understand? I have to say that all the groups that were represented today are very well organised, they do a tremendous amount in the community and I am sure that if the energy that they are having to put into this went into actually planning for future provision, then you could continue with the excellent provision there for many years to come.

We have heard about the extensive and growing use of the buildings but I do not think from what I have heard that Kirkstall members have been given the courtesy of being involved in the consultation you seem to have had with Weetwood members.

COUNCILLOR: It is in their Ward.

COUNCILLOR BLAKE: Surely they should have been included. Until very recently Moor Grange was a part of the Weetwood Ward and many of the users of the centre actually live there. I have to say rumours do spring up where there is a vacuum. It is part of life, that is what happens. It is not helped by the youth service talking to people in the community and saying actually their preferred interest in youth work in that community is, as Councillor Illingworth said, on the YMCA site, not in the West Park Centre.

Why not remove it from the list of sale, have a full consultation about the future use of the building and decide a proper worked out solution to all the matters that are raised? I will tell you what the suspicion is - it is because Andrew actually wants the money and it is as simple as that.

COUNCILLOR A CARTER: Rubbish.

COUNCILLOR BLAKE: I have to say we are asking what confidence do people have that once the building has gone, which you seem to be intent on doing in the future, that there will not be pressure on the fields? There is already talk openly that the covenant that was put on the field when it was given to the Council in 1947 is being undermined legally. You know, that is what is really upsetting people because they feel that this land was gifted to the city of Leeds in perpetuity for the future benefit of young people in our city.

It is a well used centre for both the local community, for arts, music and young people and adults coming from all over the city and it works well, as Councillor Driver said. It is thriving and has the potential to develop even further. These community facilities that work in this way are like gold dust. I believe we should be helping to protect and enhance such provision, not selling it off against the wishes of the people who gave it to the city.

I have to say the other aspect that has not been raised is the quality of particularly the hall in that building. It was built to a very high specification, the acoustics and certainly people wax lyrical about the state of the floor. It is a sprung floor, I think there are very few left in the city. It is an ideal opportunity to develop dance and all the activities that young people value. Thank you, Lord Mayor. (Applause) 
COUNCILLOR M HAMILTON: thank you, Lord Mayor. I have to say listening to the debate so far you almost feel as if members of the Opposition are trying to convince themselves that something is happening that most clearly is not.

(interruption) COUNCILLOR McKENNA: Please take it off.

COUNCILLOR M HAMILTON: It is a completely artificial debate, as far as I can see. Completely artificial.

Let me just say a little bit about what happened at the Area Committee because I think it is important to understand. The issue was raised quite rightly at the start of the meeting by a user of the West Park Centre, we had a very long discussion, a very good debate on the issue and then at the end I proposed a motion which was to keep community activity at the centre. Councillor Atha then proposed an amendment to that motion about removing it from this register. I actually spoke against that at the meeting. I explained why I did not think that was necessary and in the end we were actually big enough, Bernard, to support your amendment in the interests of unity. That is why we did it.

It is very clear that this issue about the Asset Register is a complete red herring to try to distract people from the real facts which are it is not being sold off, it is not being marketed, no-one is getting rid of it. Those are the facts.

If we look at the register, as has been said, Headingley Primary School has been on the register for two or three years. It has not been disposed of. I suspect Harehills School was on the register 15 years - it most certainly has not been disposed of because it is now the Shine Centre. There are some Crown Jewels on that list which will never be disposed of.

COUNCILLOR ATHA: Is the Civic Hall on that list? 
COUNCILLOR J C CARTER: I wish you were on it! 
COUNCILLOR M HAMILTON: It is on that basis that when it is foreseen, maybe a change of circumstances where someone is moving out, you need to look at the use of the building. It seems to me if you can do that successfully then the thing can be kept.

I have to say the debate started off in a fairly even handed manner, I thought - I though it was quite constructive - but then it has become more and more political. I think that is a real shame, actually, because I think we all agree on the same thing.

You have made it political, not us. We want to actually (interruption). All you ever do is raise red herring after red herring.

COUNCILLOR COUPAR: You have.

COUNCILLOR ATHA: You are cowardly, that is your trouble.

COUNCILLOR A CARTER: Oh give over, Bernard.

COUNCILLOR M HAMILTON: What makes me think this is actually quite a political issue is that this centre happens to be slap bang in the middle of two constituencies, Leeds North West, where the PPC for Leeds North West, the Labour PPC happens to be sitting right opposite and is seconding this motion, and the PPC for Leeds West, the new PPC who no doubt wants to get her voice heard, so is attended Area Committee meetings. It is a perfect issue to pick on to try to score some cheap political points and that is the reason, Lord Mayor, why this issue… (interruption) 
COUNCILLOR COUPAR: A load of rubbish.

COUNCILLOR M HAMILTON: It is nothing to do with the facts, it is purely about politics and it is a real shame. I think the people who use that centre need to be told about it. What we are going to do… 
COUNCILLOR COUPAR: There’s only you talking about politics.

COUNCILLOR M HAMILTON: …and the Council are happy to do this, we are going to put an end to this speculation, put an end to these rumours, gossip, these conspiracies and we are going to arrange to meet all the users to explain exactly what the situation is and spell it out in black and white so they all know what the situation is.

COUNCILLOR A CARTER: Absolutely.

COUNCILLOR M HAMILTON: It is not being sold, it is not being marketed.

COUNCILLOR A CARTER: And we shall do that and you can read it in the paper.

COUNCILLOR M HAMILTON: Those are the facts. We will tell the users of the centre those facts and then they will know which side of the bread is buttered. 

Thank you. Lord Mayor. (Applause) 
COUNCILLOR WAKEFIELD: Thank you, Lord Mayor. I was not really going to engage in this but I cannot help being rather suspicious of the debate unfolding. I have read Willie Wonka and the Chocolate Factory many times and I always think that Andrew Carter should read the one about the Fudge Factory because whenever you are involved in this you cannot help but think this is a massive fudge. If we are all agreed then there is one simple thing to do - you just take it off and say we all agree, it is non-political, we all agree it is a fantastic facility, we will do it today. End of debate. You can have the publicity, have the photograph, we do not have to come back.

What I found very interesting is that we have been saying, by James Monaghan, it is great because it is non-political. You saw the deputation today. Are you saying that that deputation is being deliberately misled, because they seem to me quite genuine. I do not know whether they were political or not but across the parties, for sure, and genuinely coming with, I think, a very good presentation, so I am always worried about whether you kind of are saying to that deputation, “You are making it up, you have been kidded” or not. There are genuine feelings like this.

Do you know, I was sitting thinking about the track record of the Lib Dems in the North West and it is quite a long serial list of Lib Dems saying one thing in here and, as Councillor Atha says, another thing in the community. I remember Royal Park. They led the troops up - they were going to have a community - up the hill, down again. I remember Beckett Park. They said three times Beckett Park was not going to close, Lib Dems did. I also remember the issue of the road just up here - suddenly they changed again. The classic one for me involves Councillors Bentley and Chapman because I know somebody who was listening to them and they came to me and I said, “How are you doing about the fence up in Tinshill?” and he said, “Oh, don’t worry, Councillor Bentley and Councillor Chapman came to our public meeting and said they were going to fight it every inch of the way, they were on our side.” They soon found out that when they came to this Chamber they voted the opposite way, so it is not as if you have not got form on this.

COUNCILLOR GRUEN: You have got form! 
COUNCILLOR WAKEFIELD: You have really got a long list of saying one thing in the community, one thing in here and I think the simple thing, Andrew, is just say - we will give you space to say - “That is it, we are withdrawing it from the asset list and we are going on”, because I was quite impressed with what Councillor Hyde said. This West Park does not just serve that small area. Andrew, you are wrong, there is a large number of people from Kirkstall… 
COUNCILLOR A CARTER: I am not wrong.

COUNCILLOR WAKEFIELD: … and I am surprised, genuinely surprised, because of the proximity that Kirkstall members were not involved. If you want to kill suspicion would it not have been better to involve Kirkstall members, reassuring them step by step? When you carve people out you can understand why people get suspicions.

I know about this facility and I am like Graham, I am from the far east of Leeds and this is a facility that is recognised not only locally but regionally to have those facilities that John - and, you know, we should not always demonise John Illingworth, I thought his presentation today was excellent.

COUNCILLOR J PROCTER: It is you lot who do it.

COUNCILLOR WAKEFIELD: What he talked about, let us stick to the argument, is some wonderful facilities for young people to participate in music and you only have to look at the evidence of the importance of music to young people actually in enhancing their status and skills and confidence.

So why are we debating this? The simple thing is now just withdraw it. I do not honestly trust the Liberal Dems in North West at all because they have got fudges all the way up the North West. Let us try and reassure the community, reassure the young people, we have got a fantastic facility we should be proud of promoting and reassuring them that it is there for ever. Thank you, Lord Mayor. (Applause) 
COUNCILLOR HARKER: We have had a lot said this afternoon, obviously, or this evening about community use of West Park. Education still delivers out of West Park. We do not need the whole of it. It is better that West Park for its structure sits with Asset Management than sitting in my portfolio. I have no plans, there are no plans for the delivering of educational services out of West Park to move anywhere else. That is all I have got to say.

COUNCILLOR ATHA: Very good. Very clear.

COUNCILLOR J L CARTER: Lord Mayor, I have sat reasonably quiet today and just listened from there. First of all I heard your attack on Peter, one of the most caring people we have got in this Council.

COUNCILLOR COUPAR: He did not say one caring thing. Is he speaking to the resolution, Lord Mayor? 
COUNCILLOR WAKEFIELD: Turn to the debate.

COUNCILLOR COUPAR: Like Councillor Hyde, he pulled him up.

COUNCILLOR LYONS: He pulled Councillor Hyde up.

COUNCILLOR COUPAR: Yes.

COUNCILLOR J L CARTER: Lord Mayor, are you going to shut them up or do I have to stand here till they shut up? 
COUNCILLOR McKENNA: Speak to the res.

COUNCILLOR J L CARTER: Lord Mayor, I hear Councillor Atha, they are all saying they are all suspicious. Do you know why they are suspicious? 
COUNCILLOR LYONS: Because we don’t trust you lot.

COUNCILLOR J L CARTER: I will tell you why they are suspicious, because they think that the people act the same way as they do. I will tell you a few things. Somebody said about breaking covenants. I can take you and your party to my Ward where two covenants were broken blatantly by you as a party. I will tell you about people breaking covenants.

They also talk about schools and Andrew preaching this and doing that.

Councillor Atha I did not hear stand up saying that he had closed the sister school of this and sold the land for development. Did anybody hear that? Because what they do is they always put their values on other people.

Andrew has made it absolutely crystal clear 
COUNCILLOR ATHA: Are you challenging my integrity, Councillor? 
COUNCILLOR: No more than you do ours.

COUNCILLOR ATHA: Answer the question. Are you challenging my integrity over the sale of Moor Grange? If that is what you are saying, say it out loud and we can all understand it because otherwise you are just smearing by implication. Now be honest and straight.

COUNCILLOR J L CARTER: Smearing by implication? Bernard, you should be - you do it every day, every week of your life, so don’t tell me that.

Lord Mayor, let us just come back to this issue. Andrew Carter has made it absolutely crystal clear. This land, this centre is not up for sale.

COUNCILLOR McKENNA: Well take it off the list then. Take it off the list.

COUNCILLOR J L CARTER: Never in 35 years have I ever heard a Leader of Council make something so clear, crystal clear, to Council. This land is not for sale.

COUNCILLOR GRUEN: This land is our land, this land is your land. Whose land is it? 
COUNCILLOR A CARTER: Ours. It is our land.

COUNCILLOR J C CARTER: I have never heard in 35 years in this Council any Leader say something that is as strong as that and then the Opposition have tried - who want exactly the same, who do not want it for sale - then start undermining what the Leader said.

Lord Mayor, I think we judge these people by their own poor standards. I will tell you this, the Leader says it is not for sale; let me assure you and everybody in this Council, it is not up for sale.

COUNCILLOR McKENNA: Then take it off the list.

COUNCILLOR COUPAR: Take it off the list.

THE LORD MAYOR: Thank you. Councillor Matthews.

COUNCILLOR MATTHEWS: Thank you, Lord Mayor. I am actually quite stunned by Councillor Wakefield’s… 
COUNCILLOR WAKEFIELD: Stop playing with yourself. Take your hand out of your pocket. (laughter) 
COUNCILLOR A CARTER: What was that? 
COUNCILLOR MATTHEWS: Shall we stop the party political broadcast now, Councillor Wakefield? 
COUNCILLOR A CARTER: You might think it is funny but I don’t.

COUNCILLOR WAKEFIELD: You earlier with Councillor (inaudible) 
COUNCILLOR A CARTER: Oh no I did not.

COUNCILLOR WAKEFIELD: That was really funny.

COUNCILLOR A CARTER: I did not.

COUNCILLOR MATTHEWS: You talk about the record of the Lib Dems in Leeds North West. Wake up because they vote for us. They vote for us in Leeds North West. They do not vote for your stupid party. You closed all the schools in our area and we have had to deal with the leftovers, because that is what he left us with.

You closed all the schools and that is part of our record, fighting your school closures with Royal Park School. I live on Royal Park Road… 
COUNCILLOR ATHA: Beckett Park.

COUNCILLOR WAKEFIELD: Miles Hill.

COUNCILLOR MATTHEWS: … a few doors down from Royal Park School and I have to live with your mess, the mess you created, so do not start with that.

On the West Park Centre, I welcome Councillor Carter meeting with the communities because he will sit down and dispel all this stupid scaremongering and this stupid whipping up these politically motivated conspiracies. You have convinced now yourselves that it is going to happen. All the speeches as if the thing is closing tomorrow. It is not closing, it is not for sale.

COUNCILLOR COUPAR: Then take it off the list.

COUNCILLOR McKenna: Take it off the list.

COUNCILLOR MATTHEWS: What part of that do you not understand? (Applause) 
THE LORD MAYOR: I call upon Councillor Illingworth to sum up.

COUNCILLOR ILLINGWORTH: Lord Mayor I have listened to this debate with increasing amazement because it seems that the council is all of one mind that it does not want to sell this centre and it should not go for sale but still half of them for some reason want to keep it on a public list of assets that are to be sold. I am just mystified as to why you continue with this attitude.

If you wanted to kill this rumour stone dead and make lots of people really happy in North West Leeds and part of the city, you have got a very simple way of doing it, which is to put a red line through a document which you published last year around this time on assets for sale. It is a public document in a public place and you could solve this problem in a second by getting your pen out and putting a line through it, crossing it off and now that we have all spoken, pass this unanimously and all go home.

For some reason or another instead of doing the obvious thing we have this tortuous, convoluted amendment that says it is not really for sale, even though you say it is not for sale but it is not going to be sold, it is going to be kept. Why are you doing this to us? Why are you doing it to the city? You have got in North West Leeds, as Councillor Driver pointed out, a succession of previous public buildings.

We start off in Hyde Park and Woodhouse, we run through Kirkstall Ward into Weetwood and all it does, you emptied for the last four years. Nothing happening at all - not able to sell them, not able to develop them, nothing moving and all the time they are on the list, they are not available for the community, doing nothing, nothing taking place. You can stop this by not putting buildings up for sale you cannot sell or which you do not intend to sell.

Lord Mayor, it is obvious how to solve this problem and the way to do is to vote for the resolution we have put down to remove the West Park Centre from the list of assets that are to be sold and I would like to move that, Lord Mayor. (Applause) 
THE LORD MAYOR: We will go to the vote then for the amendment by Councillor Andrew Carter.

COUNCILLOR BENTLEY: Can we have a recorded vote, please? COUNCILLOR GRUEN: Seconded.

(A recorded vote was taken on the amendment) THE LORD MAYOR: Present 88, “Yes 44; Abstain 2; “No” 42. The amendment is CARRIED.

COUNCILLOR J L CARTER: Lost again! THE LORD MAYOR: We now take that as the substantive motion.

COUNCILLOR BENTLEY: Recorded vote, please.

THE LORD MAYOR: We will take the vote, please.

(A recorded vote was taken on the substantive motion) 
THE LORD MAYOR: Again, present 88; “Yes” 88; Abstain 0; “No” 0. That is CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

COUNCILLOR GRUEN: Take it off the list.

COUNCILLOR ATHA: Now take it off the list.

