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Minutes of the meeting of the Community Services Committee held on 7 February 
2006 when there were present:- 
 

Chairman: Cllr S P Smith 
 
Cllr Mrs L A Butcher Cllr J M Pullen 
Cllr T G Cutmore Cllr J Thomass 
Cllr Mrs L Hungate Cllr Mrs M J Webster 
Cllr J R F Mason Cllr Mrs B J Wilkins 
 
 
APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE 
 
Apologies for absence were received from Cllrs R A Amner and Mrs J R Lumley. 
 
SUBSTITUTES 
 
Cllr C A Hungate 
 
OFFICERS PRESENT 
 
R Crofts  - Corporate Director (Finance & External Services) 
G Woolhouse - Head of Housing, Health & Community Care 
D Timson  - Property Maintenance & Highways Manager  
J Pritchard  - Housing Manager 
M Martin  - Committee Administrator 
 
ALSO ATTENDING 
 
Ms K Hall  Essex County Council 
 
27 MINUTES  
 

The Minutes of the meeting held on 1 December 2005 were approved as a 
correct record and signed by the Chairman. 

 
28  DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 
 
 Cllr T G Cutmore declared a personal interest in item 10 of the Agenda, by 
 virtue of being this Council’s representative on the East of England Regional 
 Assembly’s Health and Social Inclusion Panel. 
 
29 PROGRESS ON DECISIONS 
 
 The Committee received the Schedule relating to Progress on Decisions and 
 in response to Member questions the following was noted:- 
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 Catering Franchises on Open Spaces (Minute 37/05) 
 
 Although there had not been any cash costs associated with this, a loss had 
 been made in terms of the officer time involved.  Advertisements had been 
 placed in the local press.  Officers agreed to contact the Chambers of Trade 
 to see if any of their members were interested in a franchise opportunity.  
 Beyond that, it was agreed that no further action should be taken until the 
 Cherry Orchard Jubilee Park was extended. 
 

Sutton Court Playspace, Rochford  (Minute 42/05) 
 
It had been possible to gain agreement from Rochford Parish Council to fund 
50% of the cost of these works and it agreed that this should be a template for 
future resolutions of neighbourhood issues.  It would not necessarily be 
possible to achieve this type of agreement from all Parish Councils for the 
Playspace investment. 
 
Application by Rayleigh Police Division – Renewal of Dispersal Powers 

 (Minute 216/05) 
 

Members were extremely unhappy to be advised that there had still been no 
response from the Police, particularly in the light of the fact that residents in 
certain parts of the District would like the issues of dispersal powers to be 
reconsidered.  Officers agreed to keep Members informed. 
 

 Outstanding issues would be carried forward. 
 
30 CREATING SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES: SUPPORTING 

INDEPENDENCE – NATIONAL STRATEGY CONSULTATION 
 

The Committee considered the report of the Head of Housing, Health and 
Community Care seeking Members’ views on a strategy produced by the 
Office of the Deputy Prime Minister (ODPM) for the Supporting People 
programme. 

 
The Chairman welcomed Ms Hall, Deputy Head of Supporting People, to the 
meeting who presented the key issues to Members, as illustrated in the 
briefing paper which had been attached to the officer’s report. 
 
During Member discussion, the following comments were noted:- 
 

• A number of workshops and interviews with people had been 
conducted which, together with the views of local authorities, would be 
compiled into a single response from the County Council to the ODPM. 

 
• The Supporting People programme in Essex was very successful and 

was evaluated every third year. 
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• The funding structure would need to be looked at carefully before local 
authorities signed up to it, although it was pleasing to note that the 
ODPM had indicated that it formally recognised that a case remained 
for national funding of new national priorities. 

 
• The issue of ensuring continuity through change was of essential, 

particularly when dealing with people least able to deal with change. 
 

• National, regional and local priorities could best be addressed in 
delivering a user-focussed service, but whilst this was of paramount 
importance, Members were concerned that the suggestion that regional 
groups of authorities should adopt common processes was not 
necessarily the best way forward. 

 
• Whilst a better split had been achieved with the client groupings 

proposed, it was important that the concept of ‘support’ was not lost 
from the grouping of ‘People experiencing or at risk of social exclusion’.  

 
• This grouping was distinct from the other two, although of equal 

importance and it would add rather than detract from the heading if the 
word ‘support’ were included. 

 
• The Local Strategic Partnership (LSP), of which the Primary Care Trust 

was an active partner,  would be be used as a delivery vehicle within 
the Local Area Agreement (LAA) process.  The LAA’s had brought 
about a new way of allowing local authorities to pool different funding 
streams. 

 
• Partnership working was needed to identify people in need, for 

example, through faith groups, parish councils, voluntary and social 
services, housing officers and PCT.  A solid mechanism was needed to 
ensure that information was shared. 

 
• Members were pleased to note that emphasis had been placed on 

looking to the voluntary and community sector for valuable support. 
 

• It was important not to overlook the work that Housing Associations, for 
example, had done with assisted living programmes. 

 
• E-support should not be at the expense of some conventional methods 

of operation, although the current expectation was that this would be 
more about the better administration of services. 

 
• There was still much work to be done with publicising the work of 

Supporting People; the term itself was not widely recognised by the 
general public and more importantly by those with specific needs.  
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•  A marketing exercise was needed.  Easily understood literature should 
be made available widely, for example, in libraries, general practitioner 
surgeries, chemists, Post Offices.  A number of avenues should be 
explored. 

 
• It would be essential to ensure that a rigorous process was in place to 

ensure that out-sourcing support provision was not at the expense of 
choice.     

 
• The strategy appeared to go some way to addressing a range of 

complex issues and its implementation should raise the profile of the 
process. 

 
• Above all the Supporting People programme needed to be 

encouraged, recognised and supported. 
 

Resolved 
 

That Members’ comments be taken back to Essex County Council for 
inclusion in the response to the Office of the Deputy Prime Minister’s 
consultation on a draft strategy produced for the Supporting People 
programme.  (HHHCC) 
 

31 AIR AMBULANCE SERVICES 
 

The Committee considered the report of the Head of Housing, Health and 
Community Care inviting Members to consider a request from Staffordshire 
County Council to lobby for Government funding for air ambulance services. 
 
Members wished to applaud the excellent service/response times received 
from the service operated by the Essex Air Ambulance NHS Trust, particularly 
when reaching otherwise inaccessible areas and particularly because the 
service was entirely funded through voluntary donations. 
 
Members agreed that whilst wishing to support the request from Staffordshire 
County Council, it would be wise to communicate with the Essex Trust to gain 
their views before making the response to Staffordshire. 
 
A Member suggestion around whether standardising the type of helicopter  
used  across the country would be more cost effective in terms of training of 
personnel and running costs, should be fed back to the ambulance service. 

 
Resolved 

 
That officers communicate with the Essex Air Ambulance NHS Trust to gain 
their views before responding in support of the request from Staffordshire 
County Council to join them in urging the Government to fund the service from 
central resources.  (HHHCC) 
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32 REPORT OF THE SHELTERED HOUSING SUB-COMMITTEE –  
 13 DECEMBER 2005 
 

The Committee considered the report of the Head of Administrative and 
Member Services relating to an item of business referred to this Committee by 
the Sheltered Housing Sub-Committee from its meeting held on 13 December 
2005. 
 
The following additional points were noted:- 
 

• The term ‘Men with Access’ was misleading as this should apply to 
either sex with access to children following divorce or separation. 

 
• Those people in this category who decided to accept a 1-bedroom 

property rather than wait for a 2 -bedroom one would not normally then 
be entitled to transfer to a larger property. 

 
• The typographical error within the second paragraph of the introduction 

would be corrected. 
 

• Paragraph 13 within section 5.3 would be amended to indicate that a 
fine up to level 5 may be payable on summary conviction. 

 
• Points awarded under Domestic Violence would be 30. 

 
Members endorsed the adjustments identified and requested that the press 
release indicate that the Council had agreed these changes for the benefit of 
those residents in Rochford in need of social housing. 

 
Resolved 

 
 (1) That, subject to the additional adjustments identified in the officer’s  
  report, together with those listed above, the proposed amendments to 
  the Lettings Policy for Social Housing be agreed on the basis that the 
  Council must bring in an acceptance criteria policy change now  
  otherwise future housing within the District will not be financially viable 
  or supported financially by the Government. 
 
 (2) That a Press Release be issued setting out that the Council had taken 
  this decision for the  benefit of those residents in Rochford in need of 
  social housing.   (HRHM) 
 
33 APPOINTMENT OF DISTRICT COUNCIL MEMBERS OF THE RAYLEIGH 
 WINDMILL MANAGEMENT GROUP 
 
 The Committee considered the report of the Corporate Director (Finance and 
 External Services) seeking Members’ approval to appoint two Members to 
 serve on the Rayleigh Windmill Management Group for a period of one year. 
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 Members agreed that this appointment should be without the restriction of one 
 year placed upon it. 
 
 Resolved 
 

That Cllrs R A Amner and Mrs M J Webster be appointed to serve on the 
Rayleigh Windmill Management Group.  (CD(F&ES)) 

 
34 RAYLEIGH WINDMILL – ADDITIONAL COSTS 
 

The Committee considered the report of the Corporate Director (Finance and 
External Services) advising Members on the progress of the development of 
the sensory garden and  additional resources required to complete the project. 

 
Members noted that the sum of £23,500 being requested was not new money 
but would be met from savings on other budgets. 
 
In response to Members questions, the following was noted:- 
 

• The cost of £70,000 was for a competent design consultant, however, 
this item was subject to a bid which had been submitted to Thames 
Gateway South Essex. 

 
• It was anticipated that long term storage costs would not be incurred. 

 
• A number of tenders had been received in respect of the Sensory 

Gardens in line with Council procedures.   
 

• Sponsorship had been sought by contacting local nurseries, but to date 
no response had been received. 

 
• As an ongoing community project, sponsorship and/or offers of support 

should be sought from local schools and other organisations in the 
area to sustain the project.  Publicity should be pursued via the local 
media.  Sponsorship plaques could be awarded. 

 
Resolved 

 
That a bid for an additional budget of £23,500 be agreed, to be met from the 
Repairs and Maintenance savings.  (CD(F&ES)) 
 
EXCLUSION OF THE PRESS AND PUBLIC 

 
Resolved 

 
That the public and press be excluded from the meeting for the remaining 
item of business on the grounds that exempt information as disclosed in 
Paragraphs 3 and 9 of Part 1 of Schedule 12A of the Local Government Act 
1972 would be disclosed. 
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35 FUNDING FOR HOUSING ASSOCIATIONS FROM CAPITAL 

PROGRAMME 2005/06 
 

The Committee considered the exempt report of the Head of Housing, Health 
and Community Care relating to proposals to support the delivery of 
affordable housing in the District. 

 
Resolved 

 
 That the proposal from Estuary Housing Association, as outlined in the 
 exempt report, be supported.  (HHHCC) 
 
36 REPORT OF THE SHELTERED HOUSING SUB-COMMITTEE –  
 18 JANUARY 2006 
 
 The Committee considered the exempt report of the Sheltered Housing Sub-
 Committee relating to its meeting held on 18 January 2006. 
 
 The Committee concluded that the proposals within the report could be 
 endorsed.   
 
 Detail on the discussions and the agreed way forward are set out in the 
 exempt appendix to these Minutes. 

 
 Resolved 
 
 That the proposals contained within the exempt report be endorsed.  (HRHM) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The meeting closed at 8.33 pm. 
 
 
 
 
 Chairman ................................................ 
 
 
 Date ........................................................ 
 
 


