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Agenda Item 6.3

Councillor Malik moved as a procedural motion, seconded by Councillor Tissera:-
That all votes at Full Council meetings be conducted by roll call.

On a division, there voted:-
For the procedural motion (22) - Councillors Ali, Blake, Bonsell, Boulton, Brooks,

Crockett, Cross, Farquhar, Graham, Grant, Houghton, Kusznir, Lawrence, Macdonald,
McLeod, Malik, Massey, Nicoll, Mrs Stewart, Thomson, Tissera and Watson.

Against the procedural motion (23) - Lord Provost; Depute Provost; and Councillors
Al-Samarai, Allard, Alphonse, Bouse, Hazel Cameron, Clark, Cooke, Copland,
Cormie, Davidson, Fairfull, Greig, Henrickson, Hutchison, MacGregor, McLellan,
McRae, Mennie, Radley, van Sweeden and VYuill.

The Council resolved:-
to reject the procedural motion.

Councillor Tissera moved as a procedural motion, seconded by Councillor Malik:-
That the apology from Councillor Henrickson to Councillor Tissera be recorded
in the minute.

On a division, there voted:-
For the procedural motion (22) - Councillors Ali, Blake, Bonsell, Boulton, Brooks,

Crockett, Cross, Farquhar, Graham, Grant, Houghton, Kusznir, Lawrence, Macdonald,
McLeod, Malik, Massey, Nicoll, Mrs Stewart, Thomson, Tissera and Watson.

Against the procedural motion (23) - Lord Provost; Depute Provost; and Councillors
Al-Samarai, Allard, Alphonse, Bouse, Hazel Cameron, Clark, Cooke, Copland,
Cormie, Davidson, Fairfull, Greig, Henrickson, Hutchison, MacGregor, McLellan,
McRae, Mennie, Radley, van Sweeden and VYuill.

The Council resolved:-
to reject the procedural motion.

In terms of Standing Order 32.8, Councillor Tissera intimated her dissent
against the foregoing decision.
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Agenda Iltem 9.1

Councillor Yuill moved, seconded by Councillor Allard:-
That the Council approve the recommendations contained within the report.

Councillor Malik moved as an amendment, seconded by Councillor Watson:-
That the Council -
(1) agree to note the Council Delivery Plan Annual Review Report; and
(2) agree the key milestones noted in the report reflect the ongoing inability of
the SNP to deliver anything meaningful within their Council Delivery Plan
adopted at Council in May 2022 despite being 2% years into their term of
office.

Councillor Brooks moved as a further amendment, seconded by Councillor Kusznir:-

That the Council -

1. Notes the report and agrees that the council delivery plan broadly reflects
the manner in which the SNP-led Administration run the Council;

2. Notes from the report that a number of SNP-Liberal Democrat
Administration pledges have:

a. not been enacted, or

b. are no longer to be enacted, or

c. have been watered-down, such as Citizens Assemblies;
which is indicative of a third-rate council leadership, who are ‘managing’
rather than ‘leading’ Aberdeen City Council.

3. Furthermore, notes the most recent City Centre Masterplan and the City
Centre bus priority route correspondence with 3" party stakeholders, as
highlighted in a recent newspaper article.

4. Further notes that the council administration has favoured bus companies
over our business-rates paying, city centre businesses in the presentation
and consideration of the Experimental Traffic Regulation Order (also known
as Bus Gates).

5. Further notes that the Conservative Group Leader has written to the
Executive Director (City Regeneration & Environment) for assurance that
the Member-Officer Relations Protocol (MORP) was not breached by any
SNP-led Administration pressure, put on Council officers, to favour
permanency of the city centre bus priority measures over that of the
economic wellbeing of our city centre business-rate paying businesses.

6. Instructs the Executive Director (City Regeneration & Environment) that
should it not be possible to offer assurance that the MORP was not
breached (as per item 5) that the item is further investigated and reported
back to Full Council.

During the course of summing up, Councillor Malik agreed to incorporate Councillor
Brooks’ amendment into his amendment as a joint amendment. Councillor Brooks
therefore agreed to withdraw his amendment.

Councillor Tissera moved as a procedural motion, seconded by Councillor Malk:-
That the vote on this item be conducted by roll call.

On a division, there voted:-
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For the procedural motion (22) - Councillors Ali, Blake, Bonsell, Boulton, Brooks,
Crockett, Cross, Farquhar, Graham, Grant, Houghton, Kusznir, Lawrence, Macdonald,
McLeod, Malik, Massey, Nicoll, Mrs Stewart, Thomson, Tissera and Watson.

Against the procedural motion (23) - Lord Provost; Depute Provost; and Councillors
Al-Samarai, Allard, Alphonse, Bouse, Hazel Cameron, Clark, Cooke, Copland,
Cormie, Davidson, Fairfull, Greig, Henrickson, Hutchison, MacGregor, McLellan,
McRae, Mennie, Radley, van Sweeden and VYuill.

The Council resolved:-
to reject the procedural motion.

The Council then divided on the substantive item.
On a division, there voted:-

For the motion (23) - Lord Provost, Depute Provost, and Councillors Al-Samarai,
Allard, Alphonse, Bouse, Hazel Cameron, Clark, Cooke, Copland, Cormie, Davidson,
Fairfull, Greig, Henrickson, Hutchison, MacGregor, McLellan, McRae, Mennie,
Radley, van Sweeden and Yuill.

For the amendment (22) - Councillors Ali, Blake, Bonsell, Boulton, Brooks, Crockett,
Cross, Farquhar, Graham, Grant, Houghton, Kusznir, Lawrence, Macdonald, McLeod,
Malik, Massey, Nicoll, Mrs Stewart, Thomson, Tissera and Watson.

The Council resolved:-
to adopt the motion.
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Agenda Iltem 9.3

Councillor McLellan moved, seconded by the Depute Provost:-

That the Council -

(1) approves the recommendations;

(2) notes that the Scottish Government’'s proposed budget, presented to the
Scottish Parliament on 4 December 2024, provides an uplift to local
authority budgets in a continued context of financial challenge for public
services, and that this budget goes some way to meeting COSLA’s asks;
however, recognises it will take more than a single year's settlement to
restore the financial position of local authorities;

(3) notes that the Scottish Government estimates (published 20 November
2024) a £549m cost implication, including £265m cost to local government,
of employer National Insurance Contributions (NICs) changes to the directly
employed devolved Scottish public sector workforce as a result of UK
employer NICs policy;,

Workforce Increase in NICs bill infinancial year 2025 to 2026
(directly employed) as aresult of UK policy changes £ million
Local government 265

NHS boards 191

Police 25

Fire and Rescue Service 5

Prison Service 6

Transport Bodies (including rail) 12

Scottish Government 10

Other 34

Total 549

(the Scottish Government, 20 November 2024)

(4) agrees the UK Government must urgently clarify additional funding to
protect Scotland’s local government, including ALEOs and partners who
deliver statutory services, from additional costs arising from the rise in
employer NIC; and

(5) instructs the Chief Executive to write to the UK Government’'s Chancellor of
the Exchequer and Secretary of State for Scotland, and the Scottish
Government's Cabinet Secretary for Finance and Local Government,
setting out the costs of NIC to Aberdeen City Council, and Aberdeen City
Council's budget position if funding for NIC is not provided from the UK
Government in addition to the Local Government Financial Settlement for
2025/26

Councillor Malik moved as an amendment, seconded by Councillor Grant:-

That the Council -
(1) note the contents of the report;
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(2) agree, subject to any further clarification from Scottish Government, that the
General Fund budget model for 2025/26 will assume the Council receives
its fair share of funding from the Scottish Government, noting the Scottish
Government has received the biggest settlement from Westminster since
devolution which includes extra funding of £5.4 billion pounds;

(3) note that COSLA has written to Scottish Government seeking assurance
that local government in Scotland and the communities we serve will receive
our fair share of the additional funds announced in the UK Budget. Noting
Scottish Local Government has seen significant cuts to our core settlement
over time, and moving into 2025/26 we can begin to reverse these cuts and
ensure that there is sustainable investment in local public services;

(4) agree that the Chief Officer - Finance, working with the Extended Corporate
Management team, update the General Fund financial model for 2025/26
for the Local Government Financial Settlement for 2025/26 from Scottish
Government and to take account of the analysis work described in the
report;

(5) agree, due to the new financial risks, that updated financial modelling is
done in conjunction with NHS Grampian, for the Aberdeen City Integration
Joint Board and included in the General Fund budget report for 2025/26;
and

(6) note that the Council will be presented with the final budget position and the
request to approve a balanced General Fund Revenue and Capital Budget,
and set Council Tax for 2025/26 at the Budget meeting in March 2025.

Councillor Boulton moved as a further amendment, seconded by Councillor Nicoll:-
That the Council approve the recommendations contained within the report.

Councillor Watson moved as a procedural motion, seconded by Councillor Tissera:-
That the vote on this item be conducted by roll call.

On a division, there voted:-
For the procedural motion (22) - Councillors Ali, Blake, Bonsell, Boulton, Brooks,

Crockett, Cross, Farquhar, Graham, Grant, Houghton, Kusznir, Lawrence, Macdonald,
McLeod, Malik, Massey, Nicoll, Mrs Stewart, Thomson, Tissera and Watson.

Against the procedural motion (23) - Lord Provost; Depute Provost; and Councillors
Al-Samarai, Allard, Alphonse, Bouse, Hazel Cameron, Clark, Cooke, Copland,
Cormie, Davidson, Fairfull, Greig, Henrickson, Hutchison, MacGregor, McLellan,
McRae, Mennie, Radley, van Sweeden and Yuill.

The Council resolved:-
to reject the procedural motion.

The Council then voted on the substantive item.

There being a motion and two amendments, the Council first voted between the
amendment by Councillor Malik and the amendment by Councillor Boulton.

On a division, there voted:-
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For the amendment by Councillor Malik (11) - Councillors Ali, Blake, Bonsell,
Graham, Grant, Lawrence, Macdonald, Malik, Thomson, Tissera and Watson.

For the amendment by Councillor Boulton (10) - Councillors Boulton, Brooks, Cross,
Farguhar, Houghton, Kusznir, McLeod, Massey, Nicoll and Mrs Stewart.

Declined to vote (24) - Lord Provost; Depute Provost; and Councillors Al-Samarai,
Allard, Alphonse, Bouse, Hazel Cameron, Clark, Cooke, Copland, Cormie, Crockett,
Davidson, Fairfull, Greig, Henrickson, Hutchison, MacGregor, McLellan, McRae,
Mennie, Radley, van Sweeden and Yuill.

The Council then voted between the motion and the amendment by Councillor Malik.
On a division, there voted:-

For the motion (23) - Lord Provost; Depute Provost, and Councillors Al-Samarai,
Allard, Alphonse, Bouse, Hazel Cameron, Clark, Cooke, Copland, Cormie, Davidson,
Fairfull, Greig, Henrickson, Hutchison, MacGregor, McLellan, McRae, Mennie,
Radley, van Sweeden and VYuill.

For the amendment by Councillor Malik (14) - Councillors Ali, Blake, Bonsell,
Crockett, Graham, Grant, Lawrence, Macdonald, Malik, Nicoll, Mrs Stewart, Thomson,
Tissera and Watson.

Declined to vote (8) - Councillors Boulton, Brooks, Cross, Farquhar, Houghton,
Kusznir, McLeod and Massey.

The Council resolved:-
to adopt the motion.

In terms of the remaining business, the Council resolved to approve Councillor
Kusznir's notice of motion at item 10.1.

Councillor Allard moved as a procedural motion, seconded by Councillor Radley:-

That the Council -

(1) refer item 10.2 to the Communities, Housing and Public Protection
Committee;

(2) refer item 10.3 to the budget process;

(3) refer item 10.4 to the Finance and Resources Committee;

(4) refer item 10.5 to the Communities, Housing and Public Protection
Committee;

(5) defer items 7.1, 9.5, 9.6, 9.7 and 9.10 to the next Council meeting; and

(6) refer items 9.8 and 9.9 to the Finance and Resources Committee.

On a division, there voted:-
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For the procedural motion (23) - Lord Provost; Depute Provost; and Councillors Al-
Samarai, Allard, Alphonse, Bouse, Hazel Cameron, Clark, Cooke, Copland, Cormie,
Davidson, Fairfull, Greig, Henrickson, Hutchison, MacGregor, McLellan, McRae,
Mennie, Radley, van Sweeden and Yuill.

Against the procedural motion (21) - Councillors Ali, Blake, Bonsell, Boulton, Brooks,
Crockett, Farquhar, Graham, Grant, Houghton, Kusznir, Lawrence, Macdonald,
McLeod, Malik, Massey, Nicoll, Mrs Stewart, Thomson, Tissera and Watson.

Declined to vote (1) - Councillor Cross.

The Council resolved:-
to reject the procedural motion.

Councillor Houghton moved as a procedural motion, seconded by Councillor Malik:-
That the Council suspend Standing Order 40.2 to extend the length of the
meeting to consider item 9.4.

Councillor Watson moved as a procedural motion, seconded by Councillor Malik:-
That the vote on this item be conducted by roll call.

On a division, there voted:-
For the procedural motion (22) - Councillors Ali, Blake, Bonsell, Boulton, Brooks,

Crockett, Cross, Farquhar, Graham, Grant, Houghton, Kusznir, Lawrence, Macdonald,
McLeod, Malik, Massey, Nicoll, Mrs Stewart, Thomson, Tissera and Watson.

Against the procedural motion (23) - Lord Provost; Depute Provost; and Councillors
Al-Samarai, Allard, Alphonse, Bouse, Hazel Cameron, Clark, Cooke, Copland,
Cormie, Davidson, Fairfull, Greig, Henrickson, Hutchison, MacGregor, McLellan,
McRae, Mennie, Radley, van Sweeden and VYuill.

The Council resolved:-
to reject the procedural motion.

The Council then voted on the initial procedural motion by Councillor Houghton.
On a division, there voted:-
For the procedural motion (22) - Councillors Ali, Blake, Bonsell, Boulton, Brooks,

Crockett, Cross, Farquhar, Graham, Grant, Houghton, Kusznir, Lawrence, Macdonald,
McLeod, Malik, Massey, Nicoll, Mrs Stewart, Thomson, Tissera and Watson.

Against the procedural motion (23) - Lord Provost; Depute Provost; and Councillors
Al-Samarai, Allard, Alphonse, Bouse, Hazel Cameron, Clark, Cooke, Copland,
Cormie, Davidson, Fairfull, Greig, Henrickson, Hutchison, MacGregor, McLellan,
McRae, Mennie, Radley, van Sweeden and Yuill.

The Council resolved:-
to reject the procedural motion.
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