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Notice has been received of the following motions from Members of the Council to 
be put to the Council meeting. 

1. Motion signed by Councillors M Rankin, W Samuel and N Craven

Since 2011 North Tyneside Council has seen budget cuts of £127M, which 
has placed a huge strain on our ability to deliver the services our residents 
need whilst also balancing our budgets.

 
Recent analysis by the Local Government Association has found that 
proposed changes to the Local Authority funding formula, due to open for 
consultation in the spring, will take around £350M from disadvantaged 
communities and give huge funding increases to some of the wealthiest parts 
of the country. This is being done by a change to the formula to remove the 
special weighting which rightly recognises the higher costs Local Authorities in 
poorer areas incur through their work in managing poverty and deprivation. 

 
The government proposals will have some irrational outcomes. Hampshire, 
which has 16 Conservative MP’s out of a possible 18, would gain an 
additional £35M per year. Surrey Council, home to a further 11 Conservative 
MP’s, would gain £25M. Northampton, which was bankrupted through years 
of financial mismanagement by the ruling Conservative administration, will get 
an additional £7.5M The Prime Ministers own constituency will gain around 
£8M.

 
Yet North Tyneside, with some Wards having the high levels of deprivation 
and poverty in the country, is set to lose another £2M.

 
The idea that this is a ‘fairer funding formula’ is absurd. The Conservative 
promise to ‘level up’ the country has lasted three months.

This Council asks the Elected Mayor to oppose the Government's proposed 
Fair Funding Formula and to write to the Chancellor expressing our 
opposition, in the strongest possible terms, to the proposed change away 
from "deprivation linked" funding.

Legal Implications
There are no direct legal implications for the Authority arising from this motion.

Financial Implications
There are no direct financial implications arising from this motion.
There will be opportunities for the Authority to engage with the Government 
during the consultation phases of the Fair Funding Review which is due to 
take place this year.  The Head of Resources will provide relevant information 
as appropriate, to ensure that the potential financial impact of funding 



changes to the Authority are understood, and subsequent consultation 
responses are evidence based.

2. Motion signed by Councillors B Pickard, M Thirlaway and D Drummond

This council is concerned at the findings in the recent “Marmot Review 10 
Years On report”. It states that life expectancy has failed to increase across 
the country for a decade and health inequalities have widened.

Since 2010 when the coalition government first put in place austerity policies, 
life expectancy has stalled. For the poorest people in the UK, it's starting to 
drop. The lowest life expectancy is in North East England. 

 
If we are to halt this decline and start to reverse the effects of austerity on life 
expectancy, we will need long term investment in Public Health. The Public 
Health grant to North Tyneside has been cut since 2014 and the whole issue 
of Public health funding is in a state of confusion regarding its future.

 
This council requests the Mayor and cabinet to write to the government to 
request that they should reverse the real terms cuts in North Tyneside’s 
Public Health grant, and provide additional funding in recognition of the gap in 
life expectancy between North and South and the gap between the deprived 
parts of the borough and the prosperous areas.

Legal Implications
There are no direct legal implications for the Authority arising from this motion.

Financial Implications
There are no direct financial implications arising from this motion.
The Authority is still waiting for confirmation of the Public Health funding for 
2020/21.

3. Motion signed by Councillors A Newman, M Thirlaway and B Burdis

The government’s policy of austerity has taken a significant toll on the 
residents of North Tyneside. Poverty rates have worsened across a number of 
measures, in response this council, at the previous council meeting, agreed to 
set up a poverty intervention fund with £1 million of funding to tackle poverty 
in North Tyneside. 

Whilst it is commendable that the Mayor and cabinet have set up a poverty 
intervention fund, this council feels that the government should also take 
steps to deal with the effects of austerity. 

We therefore request that the Mayor write to the Prime Minister and the 
Chancellor outlining the aims of the poverty intervention fund and ask that the 
Government matches our commitment and provides an additional 
£1million for the poverty intervention fund.

Legal Implications
There are no direct legal implications for the Authority arising from this motion.

Financial Implications
There are no direct financial implications arising from this motion.



4. Motion signed by Councillors C Davis, M Madden and G Madden

This Council: 
(a) notes that:

In North Tyneside, there are 297 people (at 17/01/2020) seeking asylum in 
receipt of Section 95 support (Home Office support for people who have 
ongoing asylum claim);

(ii) since 2002, people seeking asylum have only able to apply for the right to 
work after they have been waiting for a decision on their asylum claim for over 
a year, and only if they can be employed into one of the narrow, highly-skilled 
professions included on the Government’s Shortage Occupation List;

(iii) people seeking asylum are left to live on £5.39 per day, struggling to 
support themselves and their families, and left vulnerable to destitution, 
isolation, and exploitation.

(iv) the potential foregone economic gain for the UK economy of allowing 
people to work is estimated to be £42.4million via increased taxable income 
and reduced payments of accommodation/subsistence support.

(v) 71% of people polled agreed with the statement: “when people come to the 
UK seeking asylum it is important, they integrate, learn English and get to 
know people. It would help integration if asylum-seekers were allowed to work 
if their claim takes more than six months to process”.

(b) believes that:

(i) people seeking asylum want to be able to work so that they can use their 
skills and make the most of their potential, integrate into their communities, 
and provide for themselves and their families.

(ii) restrictions on right to work can lead to extremely poor mental health 
outcomes, and a waste of potentially invaluable talents and skills both for the 
economy of North Tyneside and the UK.
(iii) allowing people seeking asylum the right to work would therefore lead to 
positive outcomes for those seeking asylum in North Tyneside and for the 
local and national economy.

(c) resolves to request the Elected Mayor to agree that the Council:
(i) join the Lift the Ban Coalition, which is campaigning to restore the right to 
work for everyone waiting for more than 6 months for a decision on their 
asylum claim.

(ii) Call on the UK Government to give people seeking asylum the right to 
work unconstrained by the shortage occupation list after they have waited six 
months for a decision on their initial asylum claim or further submission.

Legal Implications
There are no direct legal implications for the Authority arising from this motion.

Financial Implications
There are no direct financial implications arising from this motion.


