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Tel: 020 7364 4881, E-mail: antonella.burgio@towerhamlets.gov.uk 



 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 

LONDON BOROUGH OF TOWER HAMLETS 
 

GENERAL PURPOSES COMMITTEE  
 

Wednesday, 23 November 2011 
 

6.30 p.m. 
 

REASONS FOR LATENESS AND URGENCY:  These reports were not 
circulated with the Committee agenda as information required to complete the 
report at 3.1 was not available at that time and it was not possible to compile the 
information needed to complete the report 3.3 at that time  
 
The reports are nevertheless recommended for consideration at this meeting for 
the reasons given in each report. 
 

 
3 .1 Parliamentary Constituency Boundary Review 2013 - 

Council Response to Consultation   
 

1 - 10  

To agree the proposed response on behalf of the Council to the Boundary Commission. 
 
 

3 .3 Appointments to Outside Bodies   
 

11 - 16  

To consider the nominations made and agree appointments to the positions advised. 
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Committee 
 
General Purposes 
Committee 
 

Date 
 
23 November  
2011 

Classification 
 
Unrestricted 

Report No. 
 
 

Agenda 
Item No. 

 

Report of:  
 
Assistant Chief Executive (Legal 
Services) 
 
Originating Officer(s):   
Isabella Freeman    

 

Title: 
 
Parliamentary Constituency Boundary Review 
2013:  Council response 
 
Ward(s) affected:  All 

 
 

REASONS FOR LATENESS AND URGENCY:  This report was not circulated 
with the Committee agenda as information required to complete the report 
was not available at that time.  The report is nevertheless recommended for 
consideration at this meeting as the consultation period on the Boundary 
Commission for England’s proposals ends on 5th December 2011, before the 
next meeting of the General Purposes Committee.     

 
 
1. SUMMARY 
 
1.1 The Boundary Commission for England (BCE) on 13th September 2011 

published initial recommendations for the review of Parliamentary 
Constituency boundaries to take effect in 2013.  These initial 
recommendations are subject to consultation until 5th December 2011. 

 
1.2 Under the proposals England will have 502 constituencies, a reduction of 31 

from the current number.   Within London, there would be a reduction of five 
seats and the BCE’s proposals would leave just four of the 73 current 
constituencies unchanged, including the two constituencies in Tower Hamlets.   

 
1.3. The General Purposes Committee on 13th October noted the initial 

recommendations of the BCE together with a draft submission in response to 
those recommendations by the Mayor.  The Committee agreed that the 
proposed submission from the Mayor be circulated to the Political Group 
Leaders for comments and that the Committee meet again before the 5th 
December to agree the Council’s submission to the BCE in the light of any 
comments received.  

 
 
2. RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
2.1. That the Committee agree the proposed response on behalf of the Council to 

the Boundary Commission for England’s initial recommendations as set out at 
Appendix ‘A’. 

 
 

Agenda Item 3.1
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3. BACKGROUND 
 
3.1 The Parliamentary Voting System and Constituencies Act 2011 requires the 

total number of constituencies in the UK to be reduced from 650 to 600 and 
requires greater parity between the number of voters in each constituency.  
The Act states that each constituency must be within 5% of the UK Electoral 
Quota of 76,641 voters.  This means that every constituency in Great Britain 
(except those covering the Isle of Wight) must have an electorate no smaller 
than 72,810 and no larger than 80,473. 

 
3.2 The four Parliamentary Boundary Commissions announced the 

commencement of the Sixth Periodical Review on 4 March 2011.  The 
Boundary Commission for England (BCE) has stated that there are likely to be 
“very extensive and wide-ranging changes to be made to the existing pattern 
and composition of constituencies”.  The BCE published initial 
recommendations on 13th September 2011.  These initial recommendations 
are subject to consultation until 5th December 2011. 

 
3.3 Under the proposals England will have 502 constituencies, a reduction of 31 

from the current number.   The boundaries of most constituencies in England 
will be altered in some way by the proposals although 77 constituencies are 
unchanged by the recommendations; some seats have been abolished and 
the area they covered has been split up into several new constituencies.   

 
3.4 The proposed constituencies are all wholly contained within larger regional 

boundaries.  Wards are the smallest unit used when creating constituencies 
and the Commission has been able to avoid splitting them when drawing up 
the new boundaries.  To remain consistent with this methodology and achieve 
constituencies within 5% of the electoral quota, some proposed constituencies 
cross local authority boundaries or geographical features such as rivers. 

 
3.5 London as a whole has been allocated 68 constituencies, a reduction of 5 

seats.   the BCE’s proposals for London would leave just four of the 73 current 
constituencies unchanged including the two constituencies in Tower Hamlets, 
which would be one of only two London boroughs (the other is L B Bromley) 
where Parliamentary Constituencies remain coterminous with the borough 
boundaries.  38 of the new constituencies would cross London borough 
boundaries. 

 
3.6 The BCE's inital proposals in respect of London can be viewed on the BCE 

website at:- 
 http://rr-bce-static.s3.amazonaws.com/wp-

content/uploads/2011/09/2011_09_09_BCE_LondonIP_acc2.pdf?9d7bd4  
 
and a summary is available at:- 
http://rr-bce-static.s3.amazonaws.com/wp-
content/uploads/2011/08/BCE_LondonIPS_acc.pdf?9d7bd4  
 
The table at Appendix ‘B’ summarises the distribution of the proposed new 
constituencies across the London boroughs. 
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3.7 The General Purposes Committee on 13th October noted the Commission’s 
initial recommendations, together with the Mayor’s draft response (attached at 
Appendix ‘C’).  The Committee agreed that the proposed submission from the 
Mayor would be circulated to the Political Group Leaders for comments and 
that the Committee would meet again before the 5th December 2011 to agree 
the Council’s submission to the Boundary Commission for England in the light 
of any comments received. 

 
3.8 In accordance with these decisions, the Political Group Leaders were invited 

to submit comments on the Mayor’s proposed response by 18th November.  
The comments received are summarised below.    

 
 
4. COMMENTS RECEIVED  
 
4.1 In response to the above invitation, the political groups have commented as 
 follows:- 
 

Labour Group:-  No comments were received by 18th November but the 
Leader of the Labour Group’s subsequent comments have been reflected in 
the attached final draft of the Council’s submission.      

 
Conservative Group:-  “Whilst we cannot agree with the opening of the 
Mayor’s letter regarding the review, we fully support his submission that 
Tower Hamlets remain unpaired, returning two members for the borough in 
unchanged constituencies.  We believe this proposal supports cohesion and 
stability.   
 
As support, I should add that the commission is working to law as approved 
by Parliament and at hearings across the country commissioners are routinely 
dismissing objections to the reduction in size of Parliament as not relevant to 
the work that they are undertaking.” 
 
Respect Group:- No comments received at the time of printing 
 
Liberal Democrat (Councillor Stephanie Eaton):- “I do not agree with some of 
the comments in the Mayor’s letter, although I am pleased that there has been 
no change to the parliamentary constituency boundaries in LBTH.”   
 

4.2 No further comments have been submitted by other ungrouped Councillors. 
 
4.3 In view of the above, the Council’s proposed submission to the BCE 

consultation is set out at Appendix ‘A’ attached.  The Committee is asked to 
agree this submission on behalf of the Council.  Officers understand that the 
Mayor is likely also to submit his own response to the consultation on behalf 
of the Executive.       

 
5. COMMENTS OF THE CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 
 
5.1 There are no direct financial implications arising from this report. 

 
 

Page 3



 

6. CONCURRENT REPORT OF THE ASSISTANT CHIEF EXECUTIVE 
(LEGAL) 

 
6.1 There are no legal implications arising directly from this report 
 
7. IMPLICATIONS FOR ONE TOWER HAMLETS 
 
7.1 There are no immediate implications for One Tower Hamlets arising from this 

report. 
 
 
 
 
___________________________________________________________________ 
 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 2000 (SECTION 97) 
 

LIST OF “BACKGROUND PAPERS” USED IN THE PREPARATION OF THIS REPORT 

 
Brief description of “background paper”  Name and telephone number of 

holder and address where open to 
inspection 

 
None Louise Stamp 
 020 7364 3139 
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APPENDIX A 
 
BOUNDARY COMMISSION FOR ENGLAND INITIAL RECOMMENDATIONS:   
 
L B TOWER HAMLETS:  COUNCIL’S PROPOSED SUBMISSION  
 
 
 
 
Dear Commissioners, 
 
I write on behalf of the Tower Hamlets Council with regard to your 2013 Review of 
Parliamentary constituency boundaries.   
 
The Council notes that the criteria against which the Commission is required to 
undertake the Sixth Periodical Review do not require any changes to the 
Parliamentary constituency boundaries in Tower Hamlets and that the Commission’s 
initial recommendations are for no change to both the Bethnal Green and Bow; and 
the Poplar and Limehouse constituencies.   
 
The Council welcomes your proposal to retain the two current Parliamentary 
constituencies that cover our borough and to leave untouched the boundaries of 
these constituencies resulting in our borough being served, as at present, by two 
Members of Parliament whose constituencies are wholly contained within the 
borough.    
 
We consider that this proposal supports consistency, cohesion and stability.  
 
The Council is aware that the elected Mayor of Tower Hamlets has made his own 
submission to your consultation and that he is also strongly supportive of the 
proposal for no change. 
 
I look forward to confirmation of your final recommendations in relation to the review. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
  
  
Aman Dalvi, 
Interim Chief Executive 
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APPENDIX ‘B’   

 
BOUNDARY COMMISSION FOR ENGLAND INITIAL RECOMMENDATIONS FOR 
LONDON 
 

Local 
Authority 

Previous 
Constit-
uencies 

Total New 
Constit-
uencies 

Whole 
(contained 
within 
borough) 

Part 
(adjoining 
other 
boroughs) 

Lead 
(borough 
has 
responsibi
lity) 

Local 
Authorities 
(no. of 
LA's to 
cross-
work with) 

Barking & 
Dagenham 2 2 0 2 2 2 

Barnet 3 3 2 1 3 1 

Bexley 3 3 2 1 2 1 

Brent 3 (1 part) 5 0 5 2 4 

Bromley 3 3 3 0 3 0 

Camden 2 4 0 4 2 4 

City 1 1 0 1 0 1 

Croydon 3 4 2 2 4 1 

Ealing 3 5 1 4 2 4 

Enfield 3 5 2 3 2 2 

Greenwich 2 3 1 2 2 2 

Hackney 2 2 1 1 2 1 

H'mith & 
Fulham 2 (1 part) 3 0 3 2 3 

Haringey 2 3 0 3 2 2 

Harrow 2 3 0 3 2 1 

Havering 3 3 2 1 2 1 

Hillingdon 3 4 1 3 3 3 

Hounslow 2 4 1 3 2 3 

Islington 2 2 1 1 2 2 

Kensington & 
Chelsea 2 3 0 3 0 2 

Kingston 2 2 1 1 1 1 

Lambeth 3 6 1 5 2 2 

Lewisham 3 3 1 2 3 2 

Merton 2 4 0 4 2 4 

Newham 2 3 1 2 3 2 

Redbridge 4 (2 part) 4 2 2 2 2 

Richmond 2 2 1 1 2 1 

Southwark 3 3 1 2 2 2 

Sutton 2 3 0 3 1 2 

Tower Hamlets 2 2 2 0 2 0 

Waltham 
Forest 3 3 1 2 2 2 

Wandsworth 3 4 0 4 4 2 

Westminster 2 (1 part) 3 0 3 2 2 
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APPENDIX C 
 
BOUNDARY COMMISSION FOR ENGLAND INITIAL RECOMMENDATIONS:   
 
MAYOR’S PROPOSED SUBMISSION  
 
Dear Commissioners, 
 
I write on behalf of the London Borough of Tower Hamlets with regard to your 2013 
Review of Parliamentary constituency boundaries. 
 
I would first like to place on record my thoughts on the wider review taking place in  
London and across the country. 
 
I have to admit that I am not convinced by the initial premise behind this review, 
namely that it was desirable to reduce by 50 the number of representatives in 
Parliament. In an age in which we frequently bemoan how parliamentarians are too 
distant from their constituents, I cannot see how having fewer representatives to 
constituents can be helpful. 
 
This exercise appears to be justified on the grounds of cost savings, which in my 
view sets a dangerous precedent. Matters as important as the democratic process – 
effectively altering our uncodified constitution – should be motivated solely by the 
desire improve upon the process. 
 
Furthermore, I believe that the reduction by five in London constituencies will have a 
negative effect on representation. Given that London is home to the most diverse 
community in England, particularly with its large BME population, it appears likely 
that having fewer representatives for London will result in a Parliament that is less 
representative of modern Britain. 
 
The proposed boundaries have been drawn up based on numbers of electors, not 
numbers of constituents – and so the much-cited principle of making representation 
more fair and equal neglects the fact that many constituents have not registered to 
vote. Given that statistically, non-registration is overrepresented in areas of poverty 
and deprivation, those most in need of political support will be underrepresented in 
Parliament. 
 
These worries go hand in hand with the work my borough is doing around the 
Government’s PREVENT initiative – aimed at tackling violent extremism in Britain. A 
major part of this is by encouraging engagement with the democratic process. It 
goes without saying that the groups this work focuses on are primarily BME 
communities and those in abject poverty. Anything that could be interpreted as 
moving these groups further away from the reach of democracy would be a major 
step backwards in this regard, and thoroughly detrimental to all that has been 
achieved in this sphere. 
 
I now move onto your proposals for this locality. I strongly welcome your proposal to 
retain the two current parliamentary constituencies that cover our borough. You will 
be aware that our boundaries changed in the last realignment and I feel strongly that 
further alterations would jeopardise the relationship between our residents and their 
parliamentary representatives. 
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Tower Hamlets has a unique identity as a borough. Its boundaries encompass some 
of the largest groups of ethnic minority residents in London, as well as the economic 
powerhouse of Canary Wharf, the second most important financial centre in Europe. 
In addition, the borough has a rich cultural history as somewhere that has welcomed 
generations of immigrants, beginning with the French Huguenots in the seventeenth-
century, followed by the Irish, the Jewish and most recently the Bangladeshi 
communities. 
 
You may be aware that the borough has submitted a bid for city-status, as part of the 
competition recently announced, in which the Cabinet office will advise Her Majesty 
on which local authority is most deserving of this status which she will confer as part 
of the celebrations of her Diamond Jubilee next year. 
 
Our bid is centred heavily on the borough’s distinct identity. Any move that would 
break up the borough as such, grouping wards with those of neighbouring boroughs 
would seriously throw into doubt our definitive borders and undermine the integrity of 
Tower Hamlets Hamlets as a place, as a community. This in turn would run a 
significant risk of jeopardising our bid for city status. This would be a terrible blow. 
 
When asked where they live, our residents, from Shoreditch to Milwall, and from 
Spitalfields to Bow will commonly reply 'Tower Hamlets'. Our communities identify 
strongly with their political representation. Any moves to disrupt these well-forged 
links would be notably detrimental to representation. It would take decades for local 
residents, many of whom are from very deprived backgrounds in which such an 
impressive level of political engagement is very rare, to accustom themselves once 
again to new structures of representation - and they do not identify with neighbouring 
Hackney or Newham, for example.  
 
I do hope you will take this all into account when finalising your work. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
  
  
 
Lutfur Rahman 
Mayor of Tower Hamlets 
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Committee 
 
General Purposes 
Committee 
 

Date 
 
23 November 
2011 

Classification 
 
Unrestricted 

Report No. 
 
 

Agenda 
Item No. 

    

Report of:  
 
Service Head, Democratic Services 
 
Originating Officer(s):   
John S. Williams    

 

Title: 
 
APPOINTMENTS TO OUTSIDE BODIES AND 
POSITIONS OF RESPONSIBILITY 
 
Ward(s) affected:  All 
 

 
REASONS FOR LATENESS AND URGENCY:  This report was not circulated 
with the Committee agenda as it was not possible to compile the information 
needed to complete the report at that time.  The report is nevertheless 
recommended for consideration at this meeting in order to avoid delay in making 
the appointments proposed and ensure continuity of the Council’s representation 
on outside bodies.      

 
1. SUMMARY 
 
1.1 The General Purposes Committee has responsibility for appointing, on behalf of 

the Council, Councillors, officers or other nominees as appropriate to positions of 
responsibility and to represent the authority on outside bodies.  On 22nd June 
2011 the Committee received nominations from the political groups and agreed 
the Council’s appointments to a range of external bodies for the municipal year 
2011/12.  

 
1.2 This report sets out further appointments which now fall to be made where 

vacancies have arisen since the June 2011 meeting.    
 
1.3 The appended table lists the outstanding appointments/decisions required and 

any nominations received at the time of printing.  The respective political groups 
have been notified of the vacancies listed and any further nominations or 
amendments received prior to the Committee will be reported at the meeting. 

 
2. RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
2.1 That the Committee consider the nominations made and agree appointments to 

the positions as set out in the table attached at Appendix A to this report. 
 
3. BACKGROUND 
 
3.1 The General Purposes Committee has been established by Council to enable the 

efficient determination of non-executive matters, including appointments to 
committees, panels, positions of responsibility and external bodies. 

 

Agenda Item 3.3
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3.2 The Committee is requested to consider the appointments attached.  
Appointments are made until the end of the current municipal year unless 
otherwise indicated.    

 
4. VACANCIES AND NOMINATIONS RECEIVED 
 
4.1 The table at Appendix A sets out current vacancies for the Committee’s 

consideration.  Any nominations received from the political groups by the time of 
printing are listed in the Appendix and any further nominations received prior to 
the Committee will be tabled at the meeting.  

 
5. COMMENTS OF THE CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 
 
5.1 There are no financial implications arising directly from this report. 
 
6. CONCURRENT REPORT OF THE ASSISTANT CHIEF EXECUTIVE (LEGAL 

SERVICES) 
 
6.1 There are no legal implications arising directly from this report.   Representatives 

to outside bodies are provided with guidance notes, as previously agreed by the 
Committee, addressing the legal issues and duties relating to their role.     

 
7. IMPLICATIONS FOR ONE TOWER HAMLETS 
 
7.1 The appointment of representatives to external bodies enables the Council to 

strengthen links with community.  The appointment of representatives to external 
bodies also contributes to the Council’s leadership role in the community.    

 
8. ANTI POVERTY IMPLICATIONS 
 
8.1 There are no immediate anti-poverty implications arising from this report. 
 
9. SUSTAINABLE ACTION FOR A GREENER ENVIRONMENT (SAGE) 
 
9.1 There are no immediate SAGE implications arising from this report. 
 
 
______________________________________________________________________ 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 2000 (SECTION 97) 
 

LIST OF “BACKGROUND PAPERS” USED IN THE PREPARATION OF THIS REPORT 

 
Brief description of “background paper” Name and telephone number of holder 
 and address where open to inspection 

External Bodies File John S. Williams 
 020 7364 4204 
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Name of  
organisation  
and number of 
places  
 

Information on 
organisation 

Reason for vacancy/other 
information 

Recommendations Nominations 
received (where 
applicable) 
 

London City 
Airport 
Consultative 
Committee 
 
1 + 1 Deputy 
(Appointees may be 
Members, officers or 
lay persons) 
 

An independent 
Consultative Committee 
established by London City 
Airport to discuss Airport 
issues, keep people 
informed and monitor the 
local environment.   
 
The Consultative 
Committee meets quarterly.  
Forthcoming meetings are 
scheduled for 10th January, 
3rd April, 3rd July and 2nd 
October 2012 (4.30 p.m.) 
 
 

General Purposes Committee on 22nd 
June 2012 appointed Councillor 
Joshua Peck as the Council’s 
representative.   
 
However, it was not clear at that 
meeting that the Consultative 
Committee meetings are scheduled to 
commence at 4.30 p.m. and 
Councillor Peck has unfortunately 
therefore had to stand down due to 
work commitments. 

That the Committee 
appoint one Member 
to serve as the 
Council’s 
representative to the 
London City Airport 
Consultative 
Committee; and one 
Deputy Member to 
attend in the event 
that the appointment 
Member cannot. 

t.b.c. 

London Councils 
Health and Adult 
Services Forum 
 
1 (Member) - 
normally the lead 
member for 
health/social 
services - plus 1 
deputy. 
 

London Councils is the pan-
London representative body 
for the 32 London borough 
councils and the City of 
London Corporation.   
 
London Councils has 
established a number of 
committees and forums 
covering specific policy and 
service areas. 
 
 
 
 

Councillor Ohid Ahmed was appointed 
in May 2011 as the Council’s 
representative to the Forum.   
 
Following the subsequent 
appointment by the Mayor of 
Councillor Abdul Asad as Cabinet 
Member for Health and Wellbeing, it is 
proposed that Cllr Asad should 
replace Cllr Ahmed as the authority’s 
nominee to the Forum     

That the Committee 
appoint one Member 
to serve as the 
Council’s 
representative to the 
London Councils 
Health and Adult 
Services Forum 

Cllr Abdul Asad 
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Name of  
organisation  
and number of 
places  
 

Information on 
organisation 

Reason for vacancy/other 
information 

Recommendations Nominations 
received (where 
applicable) 
 

Local Government 
Group Urban 
Commission 
 
2 (Members, or 1 
Member plus 1 
officer) 
 
 
 

A forum for urban 
authorities to discuss 
matters of common concern 
and exchange good 
practice.  The Annual 
Meeting of the Urban 
Commission took place on 
5th October 2011 and further 
meetings of the 
Commission are scheduled 
on 26th October 2011 and 
22nd February 2012 (11.00); 
and of the Steering Group 
on 14th December 2011 and 
5th July 2012 (1.00)  
 
 

The General Purposes Committee on 
13th October appointed Cllr David 
Edgar as one of the Council’s 
representatives to the Urban 
Commission for 2011/12 but the 
second position remains unfilled. 
 
 

That the Committee 
appoint a second 
person to represent 
the Council on the 
Local Government 
Group Urban 
Commission 
alongside Cllr David 
Edgar. 

Cllr Stephanie 
Eaton 

London Youth 
Games Ltd 
 
2 (Members) 
 

London Youth games are a 
free season of youth sports 
events involving all 33 
London boroughs. 
 
The games are organised 
by LYG Ltd, a registered 
charity made up of 
representatives from the 
boroughs, major funding 
partners and independent 
trustees. 
 
 

General Purposes Committee on 22nd 
June 2011 appointed Cllr Kabir 
Ahmed as one of the Council’s two 
representatives (the other is Cllr Abdal 
Ullah)     
 
Following changes to the political 
composition of the authority the 
Labour Group have asked that the 
Committee consider this appointment 
again and have nominated Councillor 
Cllr Lesley Pavitt. 
 

That the Committee 
appoint a Member to 
serve as one of the 
Council’s 
representatives on 
London Youth Games 
Ltd, alongside Cllr 
Abdal Ullah.   

Cllr Lesley Pavitt 

P
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Name of  
organisation  
and number of 
places  
 

Information on 
organisation 

Reason for vacancy/other 
information 

Recommendations Nominations 
received (where 
applicable) 
 

Olympics 
Ambassador 
 
1 (Member) 
 

Cllr Anna Lynch was 
appointed as the Council’s 
Olympics Ambassador at 
the Annual Council Meeting 
on 18th May 2011.  
 
 

Cllr Lynch has subsequently indicated 
that she wishes to step down from this 
position.  The Majority Group has 
nominated Cllr Lesley Pavitt to take 
Cllr Lynch’s place.  

That the Committee 
appoint a Councillor 
to serve as the 
Council’s Olympics 
Ambassador for the 
remainder of the 
municipal year 
2011/12. 

Cllr Lesley Pavitt 

Tower Hamlets 
College Board 
 
2 (May be Members, 
officers or lay 
persons) 
 
Term: 3 years 
 

To govern the concerns and 
aims of the College. 
 
Information on frequency 
and time of meetings 
unavailable at time of 
printing. 

General Purposes Committee on 22nd 
June 2011 appointed Cllr Kabir 
Ahmed as one of the Council’s two 
representatives (the other is Cllr Bill 
Turner).   Following changes to the 
political composition of the authority 
the Labour Group have asked that the 
Committee consider this appointment 
again and have nominated Councillor 
Cllr Mizan Chaudhury. 
 

That the Committee 
appoint a Member to 
serve as one of the 
Council’s 
representatives on 
the Tower Hamlets 
College Board, 
alongside Cllr Bill 
Turner. 

Cllr Mizan 
Chaudhury 

Tower Hamlets 
Community 
Housing 
 
4 (Members) 
 

Registered Social Landlord 
and Registered Charity 
operating exclusively in 
Tower Hamlets. 
 
Four meetings a year are 
held at 285 Commercial 
Road. 

General Purposes Committee on 22nd 
June 2011 appointed Cllr Kabir 
Ahmed as one of the Council’s four 
representatives (the others are Cllr 
Helal Abbas, Cllr Carlo Gibbs and Cllr 
Sirajul Islam).  Following changes to 
the political composition of the 
authority the Labour Group have 
asked that the Committee consider 
this appointment again and have 
nominated Councillor Cllr Helal Uddin. 
 

That the Committee 
appoint a Member to 
serve as one of the 
Council’s 
representatives on 
Tower Hamlets 
Community Housing, 
alongside Cllrs 
Abbas, Gibbs and 
Islam. 

Cllr Helal Uddin 

P
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Name of  
organisation  
and number of 
places  
 

Information on 
organisation 

Reason for vacancy/other 
information 

Recommendations Nominations 
received (where 
applicable) 
 

Tower Hamlets 
Homes Board 
 
5 (Members) 
 

Manages homes and 
estates owned by Tower 
Hamlets Council.  
Responsible for the day to 
day running of the estates. 
 
Board meetings/forum held 
approx. monthly at the Toby 
Club. 
 
Committee meetings also 
held monthly in the 
evenings. 
 

General Purposes Committee on 22nd 
June 2011 appointed Cllr Kabir 
Ahmed as one of the Council’s five 
representatives (the others are Cllrs 
Marc Francis, Judith Gardiner, Sirajul 
Islam and Amy Whitelock).     
 
Following changes to the political 
composition of the authority the 
Labour Group have asked that the 
Committee consider this appointment 
again and have nominated Councillor 
Cllr Helal Uddin. 
 

That the Committee 
appoint a Member to 
serve as one of the 
Council’s 
representatives on 
the Tower Hamlets 
Homes Board, 
alongside Cllrs 
Francis, Gardiner, 
Islam and Whitelock. 

Cllr Helal Uddin 
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