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RCCHFORDDISTRICI’COUNCL 


Minutes of the Fmauce& GeneralPqosea Comrmttee 

At a Meeting held on 2nd February 1999. Present:Councillors Mrs. J Helson 
(Chauman),R Adams, CL Black, D.F. Flack, G. Fox, Mrs. J.M. Gdes, 
Mrs H.L.A. Glynn, N. Hams, D.R. H&on, V.D Hutchings, V.H. Loach, 
Mrs. S J Lemon, C R. Morgan, R.E. Vmgoa, P.F.A. Webster,D A. Weir and 
Mrs M.A.Weu. 

Apologies CoonciUorsDE Barnes,R.A Pearsonand D J. Sutton 

Substitutes:CouncilIors D.M Ford andMrs. M.J. Webster. 

43 

Resolved 

That the Minutes of t.he’Meetlng held on 1st December 1998 be approved’as a correct 
record and slgnedby the Chairman. 

a 44. MmBERsINTERBm 

The interestsrecordedIII the Mum& to be recwwi andconsideredwere taken asread 

Councillor Mrs. H.L.A. Glyon declared a non-pecuniary interest in the item relating to 
Members’ aUowances199912000. 

45. RE!COMMBNDATIONS OF PARENT CO-

The Conumttee consideredthe recommendationsof the ParentCommittees. 

committee Date 

coMMuNlTysBRvlm 21st January1999 

Minute 14 -Budget 1999/ZMO 

RECOMMENDED. 

(1) That the revisedestimatesfor 1998/1999be agreed. 

(2) That the virement request m respect of 1998/99 be agreed and those m excessof 
UO,OoObe submittedto the Fmance& GeneralPurposesComrmttee 

(3)Tbat the scheduleof chargesfor 1999/2OOD,beagreed. 

(4) That the salariesand those 1999/2000 estimatesshowing an mcreaseup to 3% over 
1998/99be agreed,ulth all other mattersreferredto Council. (CD(F&JZS)) 

Minute 16 - Housing RevenueAccolmt 1999/2ooo 

RECOMMENDED 

(1) That rentsbe mcreasedby an averageof 89p per week for 1999/2000. 

(2) That serYlCechargesbe mcreasedby a total of El.00 per week 

a (3) That garagerents be mcreasedby 3Opto f5.50 per week 

(4) That the rentsfor Dutch Cottagebe increasedby 8% per week. -
- ,; 



(6) That a timetable be presented to the first Commumty Services Connruttee after the 
recess m 1999 setting out the key stages for a comprehensrve review (CD(P&ES)) 

Minute 17 - Play Space RoRing Programme 

REcoMMENDln 

(l)That the play space rolling programme sites for 199U99 be approved as Pooles 
Lane, Doggetts and Hartford Close, although the letting of the contract should be 
deferred. 

(2) That the sites identrfied in pnonhes 1 - 6 are further investigated and be the sub@ 
of a further report to the CCT Panel on tire way forward. (HLCS) 

Mime 18 - Options for Refbrbisbment and Cleansing of Put&c Conveniences 

REcokiMJwDErl 

(1) That the carrymg out of extensive refurbishment of Crown Hdl Public Conveniences 
at an esnmated cost of up to ~lCO,lXKl be agreed. 

(2) That Back Lane Public Convemences be refurbrshed at an estnmned cost of up to 
E100,000 and that any shortfall be met from the Capital Prograrmne. 

(3)That exemption to Contract Standing Order 32(a) to penmt the appointment of a 
specrabst contractor be agreed. 

(4) That the changes to the Cleansing Specification be endorsed and that the Finance & 
General Purposes Committee be requested to agree the prowsron of E27,500 proposed 
within the budget submissrons for 1999/2ooO. 

(5) That a rolbng programme for the refurbishment of the other pubbc conveniences in 
the Drsmct be budgeted for in the Caprtal Programme for future years. (HLCS) 

TRANSPORTATJON & RNVJRO-AL SERVfCP.S 28th January 1999 

Minute 39 -Budget 1999/Mao 

RECOMMENDFD 

(1) That the revrsed e&mates for 1998/99 be agreed 

(2) That the virement requests in respect of 1998/99 be agreed and those m excess of 
ElO,OODbe submitted to Fmance & General Purposes Conmuttee. 

(3) That the schedule of charges for 1999/2000 be agreed 

(4) That the salary estimates and those 1999/2000 estnnate items showmg an mcrease 
up to 3% over 1998/99 be agreed, with all other matters referred to CounclL 
avow) 

46. hfUWTES OF WORKJNGPARTES/P~/SUB COMMITEES 

The Committee considered the appended Mmutes and recommendations contained 
therem 

87 
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Meeting Date 
L 

MILL HALL COMFTEX WORKING PARTY 9th December 1998 

COMPULSORY COMPETITIVE TENDERING 11th December 1998 
PANEL 

coRPoRATEREsouRcl3ssuBcoMMrrIm 15th December1998 

hbmte 192 - Envko~~~~tal Rnbancementsiu Hcckley Town Qntm and R&ford 
District Town Centre’s Publicity 

Resolved 

(1) That El,500 be used to provrde a wrap round advertrsementin February 1999, to be 
produced in cons&anon wrth the RayleIgh Chamber of Trade, the Hockley Traders 
Assocmtion andthe R&ford Chamberof Trade (TP) (HEPI) 

(2) That E3.500be used to provide street furniture and other enhancementsin Hockley 
Town Centre, the nature of whrch is to be determmed in consultatron with Hockley 
Parish Council and Hockley Traders’ Assocration. 

(3) That tbe provrsron of any adcbtronalfacdihes ccstmg m excess of tbrs sum be 
* reported to Membersfor further consrderation. (HEPI) 

COMPULSORY COMPETEMX TENDERING 
PANEE 

14th aod 15th January 1999 

Resolved 

That the present contracts for refuse collection, 
maintenancebe extendedfor twelve months. (HLCS) 

street cleansing and grounds 

Miunte 64 - Cmtract Renewal - Draft CirmndsMaintenanceS@fication 

(1) That the possrbility of seekmgsponsorshipfrom local commercral orgauisattonsfor 
the maintenanceof grassedand/or planted areason roadsidevergesand roundaboutsbe 
mvestrgated. 

(2) That advice be sought from Southend on Sea Borough Council concerning the 
operation of a schemeto preventunauthorisedparkmgon roadsideverges. 

(3) That discussionsbe undertaken wnh the County Council, as Highways Authority, 
concermngthe co-o&nation of verge androad maintenanceprogrammes. (HLCS) 

CORPORATE m0uRcF.s SUB-co- 20th Jauuary 1999 

Ivlimte 199 - Grantsto ootside Bcdies 

(I) HockIcy & fJawkwellhfethcdi.st Church 

Resolved 

That a grant of El,395 be ear-marked m the budget, but 1t.saward be deferred untd 
requmd. CD@QW) 



(ii) Ho&fey and Hawkwell United Reform Church 

Resolved 

That a grant of 5210 be ear-marked m the budget, but its award be deferred if 
necessary. (CD@WS)) 

(iii) R&e Care Appeal 

Resolved 

That Roche Cam Appeals’ request for a grant of 284 be agreed (CD(F&Es)) 

(iv) Bnsiness Enterprise Agency 

The Corporate Director (Fmance & External Services), who was the Council’s 
representahve on the Business Enterprise Agency, provuied update mformation on the 
Agency and its actrvity. 

The Agency served a different client base to Busmess Link, concentmtmg on one-to-one 
counselling wrth mdividuals (often unemployed) intending to start up in busmess. 
Fmancially, the Agency’s objecnve was to stand alone and contracts were already m 
place with the Trainmg and Enterprise Councrl and Southend-on-Sea Borough Council, 
Contrrbutions (mcludmg benefits in kind) were received from the pubhc and pnvate 
sector The Agency was a company hmrted by guarantee. 

Whht mogmsing the value of the Agency’s work, Members referred to the need to 
ensure that the Council was obtaining value for money when providing fundmg for, 
organisations mvolved in econormc regeneration. A Member referred to the possrbility 1 
that any future proposals for Agency funding could be on a reducing scale basis, taking 
account of the self-fundmg objectme. 

On a Motion moved by CouuciBor V.H. Leach and seconded by Councillor N. Harris, it 
WBSZ-

That a grant of El,450 be made to the Business Enterpnse Agency (CD(F&ES)) 

(v) Hockley and HawkweE Old Peoples’ Wehke Commit&e 

That consrderahon of the grant applications submitted in relation to Day Centres be 
deferred pendmg a report to the Corporate Resources Sub-Committee concerning all 
Day Centres. (CD(F&ES)) 

(vi) Mayday Mobile 

(1) that Mayday Mobde be awarded a grant of ;El,OCG 

(2) that Mayday Mobile be mcluded in the forthcoming review of other orgamsations 
providing concessmnary transport for the elderly and disabled. (CD(F&FS)) 

(vii) Rayleigh An- and Natural History Society 

Resolved 

That the Raylergh Antrquarrsn and Natural Hrstory Society’s request for a grant be 
refused. (CD(F&ES)) 

‘s:il 



That the grant application by the Raylergh Assocratlon of Voluntary Services be 
refused. (CD@‘=)) 

(ix) Rayleigh Talking Newspaper for the Blind 

That Raylergh Talking Newspaper for the Blind be awarded a grant of 
ia06 (~m=m 

(x) Relate Marriage Guidance 

Resolved 

That a grant of E767 for Relate Marriage Guidance be earmarked in the budget, but its 
award held iu lieu of a further report to the Sub-Committee on the orgamsstion’s future 
opaaticmal plans. (cD(F&lSS)) 

(xi) Rochford and JXstrict Swimnring Chrb 

Remlved 

That R&ford and District S wmmmg club be awarded a grant of f424. (CD(.E%.FS)) 

(xii) Rayleigh opmic and Dramatic society 

Res&ed that a grant of El,804 be awarded to the Raylergh Operatic and Dramatic 
Smety, subject to confirmation that the criteria which had been met in previous 
successful applications are present in this year’s apphcation. (CD(F&ES)) 

Resolved 

(1) that the apphcations in Appendices 1,2 and 3 be determined as outlined m the 
Corporate Director’s report, excepting those determined above. 

(2) that the crrteria for asses&g applications for grants from outside bodies should be 
reconsidered at the Sub-Committee’s next Meebng. (CD(F&ES)) 

MYmuteuw)-GmutstoCitizmsAdviceBnreaux(CAB) 

Resoh& 

(1) that a grant be made to R&ford CAB in the sum of 526,780. 

(2) that a grant be made to Raylergh CAR in the sum of c28,016 less ;El,OOO in part 
repayment of the additional grant for 1998/99 subject to agreement of the Service Level 
Agreement. 

(3) that the home visiig service be considered as part of the bid for the draft budget for 
1999/2000. 

(41 that an addrhonal sum of 0,500 be considered as part of the bid for the draft budget 
for 1999/2000. 

(5) that a report be presented to a future Meeting of the Sub-Commrttee examimng the 
opuon of allocahng a block sum to the National Assoaaaon of Cmxens Advice 
Bureaux for subsequent drstrrbution to the Rochford and Rayleigh 
Bureaux. (CD(F&ES)) .,’ 90 
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Mbute 201 -BssexEconomic Partnership- Board Deputy 

That Councillor C R Morgan be nommatedasa deputy to Councrllor Howl&t of Castle 
Point Council to mamtamconsistentrepmsentatronfrom South East Essexon the Essex 
EconormcParmershipBoard. (TP)(HCPl) 

Miuute203-St&ngMatters:Requ&forFnllPay 

That the request from a member of staff to receive full pay for a period of two weeks 
sicknessabsencebe approved (CE) 

Minute 204 - DomesticViolence ProjectCoordinator - FutorePlaus 

Resolved 

That agreementin principle be gtven to the submissionof a bid for fundmg the post of 
Domeshc Violence ProJeetCo-ordmator, working for 20 hours per week, for a perrod of 
two yearsfrom 1stApril 1999.(CE) 

Minute 205 - Staff Leave Ammgemats for Ch&nms 1999Ncw Year 2ooo 0 

(1) that a report outhning the operahonal nnplicauons of the Mtllenmum, including 
arrangementsto ensureadequatestaff cover and a scheduleof leave already grantedfor 
that perrod, be presentedto Membersas amatter of urgency 

(2) that there be a moratorium on leave for December1999 and January2ooo unttl thn 
report and its suggestedmeasureshavebeenagreed (CE) 

COMPIJLSORY COMPETITIVE TENDERING PANEL 219 Jauuary 1999 

PAR-l-NFRsHIPsuB-coMMrrrEE - (j3SSEXLINKS) 26th January 1999 

Minute 68 - Devolvementof Functionsand Services 

A Member wished to expresshrs thanks to Officers for then efforts III co-ordmatmg 
with the County Council on this SubJect. l 
That a comprehensivereport be submrttedto the next Meeting of the Sub-Committeeon 
the current position with regard to street lighting, highway verges and hedgerows and 
footpaths,the report to include possrbilitteswrth regardto devoluuon. (CE, ECC) 

47. BUJXJET 1999/uw)o 

The Committee had before them the report of the Corporate Dnector @nance and 
External Services) seekmgapprovalfor the revised e&mates for 1998/99,estrmatcsfor 
1999/2CMlOand the scheduleof chargesfor 1999/2000. 

Members concurred wrth the vrew of the Chanman that officers should be thanked for 
the extensrvebudget preparauon work undertaken. It was agreed that, in lme with the 
practice for other committees,fmal dectsronsin relauon to’the budget should be passed 
to Full Council. 

REEOMMENDED 

revwd estmatesfor 1998/1999be agreed. 
l 
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(2) That the virementrequestin respectof 1998/99be agreed 

(3) That the scheduleof chargesfor 1999/2000be agreed. 

a 4) That the salary estimatesand those 1999L2000estimateitems showmg an increaseof 
up to 3% over 1998/99 be agreed wrtb all other matters referred to Council. 
‘CCDW’W) 

48. FINANCIAL CONTRIBIJTlON TOWARDS LANDS TRIBUNAL COSTS 

The Committee consideredthe report of the Corporate Dnector (Fmance and External 
Services) on the value of contnbutmg a flat rate sum towards a fighung fund being 
estabhshedto indemmfy Authorities involved wrtb test casesrelating to leisure centre 
mung assessmentmethodology 

By way of update the Corporate Director advrsedthat the Wealdon Council case had 
now been to a Valuauon Tnbunal. Whilst the result was awaited there were clear 
indtcahons that the casewould go on to the Lands Tnbunal (which could take up to two 
years). The Corporate Director bad recently received detmls of a further case which 
was much nearerto the Lands Tribunal stage. 

Members noted that it was unportaut to keep a close review of the Council’s existing 

a appeal grven the posmbrlity that the Government could introdnce retrospective 
legtslation. The Corporate Duector confirmed that the Council would only mcur costs 
should its casego to Lands Trrbunal. 

On a matron moved by Councillor PEA. Webster and seconded by Councdlor 
R.E. Vmgoe it was:-

Resolved 

That a flat rate sum contnbution of L5,OOObe made to the fightmg fund and that this be 
included in the revisedestimatesfor 1998/99 (CD(P&ES)) 

49 TOWN & COUNTRY FINANCIAL ISSUELSGROUP 

The Committee consrderedthe report of the Corporate Director (Fmance and External 
Services) on progress made by the Town and Country Fmaucral Issues Group and the 
value of retaining fall Group membership. 

As the Council’s representativeon the group, the Charrman referred to recent national 

a media attention given to the Group’s work. 

Resolved 

That the Council retain full membershtp of the Town and Country Fmancial Issues 
Group from 1st November 1998 at au annual subscription rate of f,2,500 per annum. 
(CD(F&ES)) 

50 %2NJSIT, COUNCIL Ta NATIONAL NON-DOMESTIC RATES AND 
DEBTORS -WRlTE OFFS 

The Committee considered the report of the Corporate Director (Fmance & External 
Servtces)on casesof Benefit, Council Tax, National Non-Domestrc Rates and Debtors 
wntten-off by the Corporate Dncctor under delegated authority and those cases 
requirmg Commrtteeapproval. 

(1) That the items wntten-off under the Corporate Director’s delegated autbonty be 

a 
noted. 

‘:!’ s. 

(2) That the r&emsshown m Appendtx B of the report of the Corporate Dnector be now 
written-off in the accountsof the authority (31758)(CD(F&BS)) 



51. MEMBERS’ ALLOWANCES 1999moo 

The Committee considered the report of the Corporate Director (Fmance & RxtemaJ 
Services) detathng proposed increased m Members’ aRowanu~ a 

Resolved 

That Members, Chairman’s and Vice-Chairman’s allowances be increased in 1999[2000 
in accordance with the proposals set out in the Corporate Director’s report. 
~~w=w 

52. NATIONAL NON-DOhESTIC RATING DISCRETIONARY RATE RELIW 

The Committee considered the report of the Head of Revenues & Housing Management 
on requests received from two organisations that earlier de&Ions in respect of rate 
relief be reviewed. 

Resolved 

(1) That the d&ton made on 31st March 1998 to v&draw the 50% discretionary rate 
rehef previously granted to the Hullbridge Garden Association wrth effect from 1st 
April 1999 be re-affiied. 

a 
(2) That the 20% discretionary rate relief wrthdrawn by the Committee on 21st July 
1998 be remstated to the Hockley Community Centre Associatron wrth effect from 1st 
April 1999. (HRHM) 

53 EXCLUSION OF TJJE PUBLIC 

Resolvedthat under Section 100(A)(4) of the Local Government Act 1972, the public 
be excluded from the Meeting for the following items of business on the grounds that 
they involve the likely dtsclosure of Exempt Jnformauon as defined in Paragraphs 1 & 9 
respectively of Part 1 of Schedule 12A of the Act. 

54. COMMUNITY INFORMATION tlTWIN$ R4YLJ3GH 

NOTE: Councrllor C.I. Black declared an indirect non pecuniary interest in this item by 
vutue of a relahve’s acquamtance with the mlabve of a member of staff. 

The Committee considered the confidential report of the Corporate Director (Law, 
Planniig and Admmistration) on the currant situ&on regatdmg the Community 
Information Centre, Rayleigh and opuons for service maintenance. a 

During debate reference was made to possible measures which could be iutroduced 
aimed at increasmg pubhc awareness/access to the Centre. These included adverhsmg 
and signage within the Town and outside the building, a revtew of opening hours (with 
perhaps a trial Saturday morning opening period) and opemng of the main doors during 
milder weather, Reference was also made to the value of a clear drstinchou between the 
acttvtty of the Town and District Councils. 

In response to Member questions, the Corporate Duector indicated the potenttal 
costmgs of variot~s optmns and current contractual arrangements It was rccogmsed that 
fmiher d&&d informauon would bc requncd before final decisions could be made and 
that offtcers could include proposals with regard to mcmasing public awareness/access 
to the centre m a futare report 

A Motion moved by Councillor D.R. Helson and seconded by Councillor 
Mrs. S.J. Lemon that current arrangements be maintained for a six month period dunng 
which time a &alogue could be opened with the Town Couucil regarding possibrlities 
for asststance was lost on a show of hands. 

&I3a Motion moved by Councihor CR. Morgan and seconded by Councillor D.M Ford 
1t was- 



l (1) That a report be submitted to the Corporate Resources Sub-Comuuttee on the 
consequences of introducing Option (d) as set out m the report of the Corporate 
Director 

(2) That Officers report to FulI Council on the financial provision which should be 
mcluded in the estimates on the basis of a decision to pursue Option (d) 
WWWCW~N 

55 SYSTEM MIGRATION - CHRONICLE GENERAL LlTDGER 

The Commrttec consideredthe confidential report of the Head of Financtal Serviceson 
issues surrounding migration of the Chronicle General Ledger system to a year 7.000 
compliant version. 

During debate the Corporate Director confirmed that momes had not yet been pard to 
the system snppher and that Oflicers were actively researching alternatrve systems 
whrch could be introduced if appropriate, 

Rasolved / 

a (1) That approval be given to the additional implementation costs and software licence 
extenstonto be financedfrom the Year 2003 StrategyBudget. 

(2) That should the systemsupplter detatled m the report of the Corporate Director farl 
to meetthe requrrementsasstated:-

(i) Officers identify au alternative financial system and report back to this 
committee. 

(ii) The Authority commence legal proceedings to recover from the supplier the 
costs of tire aborted implementation plus the cost of mstalhng the alternauve 
system. (HFS) 

The Meetmg closed at 8.54pm 



ROCHFORDDlSTRICTCOUNCJL 

Mnmtes of the council 

At a Meeting held on 9th February 1999. Present. Councdlors G Fox (Chanman) 
R Adams, R S Allen, G C. Angus, D E Barnes, P A. Beckers C I Black, MC Brown, 
S. Cumberland, J M. Dickson, D.F. Flack, D M Ford, Mrs J E Ford, EL Francis, 
K A Gibbs, Mrs. J M Giles, Mrs H L A Glynn, Mrs J Hall, N Hams, 
Mrs, EM Hart, D R Helson, Mrs J Helson, V.D Hutchmgs, VH Leach, 
Mrs. S.J. Lemon, C R Morgan, R.A. Pearson, T.A. Powell, S R Telhs, 
Mrs. MS Vmce, R E Vmgoe, Mrs M J Webster, P F A Webster, D.A Wetr and 
Mrs MA Weir. 

Apologtes Councillors B.R Aylmg, A Hosking, Mrs A.R Hutchmgs, 
Mrs. W M Stevenson and D J Sutton 

56 MINUTES 

Resolved that the Mmutes of the Meeting of SthDecember’l998 and Extraordmary 
Meetmg of 19th January 1998 be approved as correct records and signed by the 
Chairman. 

57. MEMBERS INTERESTS 

The mterests recorded m the Minutes to be recetved and considered by Council were 
taken as read. 

CounctlIor D E Barnes declared a non pecuniary mterest m the Mmutes of the Meetmg 
of the Mill Hall Workmg Party by vntue of his role as Chairman of Rayleigh Town 
Council 

Counchlor G. Fox declared a non pecumary mterest in references to the local adult 
education college wnhm the budget paperwork 

58 CHAIRMAN’S ANNOUNCEMENTS 

The Chairman reported on his attendance at.- 

- Youth Service presentatuxts acknowledgmg achievements by young people 

- The Nattonal Basketball finals for under 14 girls held at the Greensward School 

59, PETlTlON 

Pursuant to Standing Order 11, Counctl received a petttton from Mrs. E J Butcher on 
behalf of the residents of Wmnowers Court, Millview Court, Lever Lane and regular 
users of Quys Lane, Rochford and relating to the poor state of Quys Lane 

By wad of supporting remarks Mrs’ Butcher deferred to the contents ‘of a letter 
submitted wtth the petition and wished to emphasise that Quys Lane was regularly used 
by commuters, mothers with children and shoppers Many residents had commented 
that they would not feel safe usmg the Lane at mght or allowing their teenagers to do so 
Followmg ram the Lane contamed large puddles and, smce the openmg of a restaurant 
m East Street, vehicles had often restncted the road addmg to traffic flow problems 
associated’ with dnvmg school acttvny m East Street The poor condlnon of the Lane 
had led to three known casualties. mcludlng one person with a broken arm and another 
with extensive abrastons The lack of lighting was seen as a particular hazard and it was 
not possible for electronically driven wheelchairs to use the,Lane. 

The Chairman confirmed that the petition would be referred for consideration to the 
Council’s Transportation and Environmental Services Committee. A 



60 COMMlTrEE MIIwTEs 

(1) that, SubJectto any amendmentsbelow, the Mmutes of Commntees be recetved and 
the recommendationscontamedtheremadopted 

(2) that the Common Seal of the Council be affixed to any document necessaryto give 
effect to decisionstaken or approvedby the Counctl m theseMinutes. 

comnlittee Date Minute No. 

SPECIAL TRANSPORTATION & 14th December 1998 555-557 
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 

PLANNING SERVICES 17th December 1998 558-561 

PLANNING SERVICES 14th January 1999 1-5 

COMMUNlTY SERVICES 21st January 1999 ,7-24 

TRANSPORTATION & 28th January 1999 25-42 
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 

Mmute 35 - Traffic Calming Scheme - Helena Road and Loume Road, Rayleigh -
Report on Resultsof Post-CalmingConsultation Hxerclse 

The Proper Officer had recetved a reqmsmon m the names of Councillors 
PF A Webster, K.A Gibbs and Mrs M J Webster requiring that Mmute 35 be reFerred 
to Full Council for decision 

Councdlor P.FA Webster Indicated that the reqmsuion had been subnutted so that 
consideration could be given to removal of the extstmg traffic calnung measures(mad 
humps) m Helena Road and Lomse Road A number of Members had undertaken 
questionnaire consultation with local restdents fmm which there was clear mdications 
that the humps should be removed. It could also be seenthat formal consultanon to date 
had not specifically asked residentstf they wanted the humps to stay or be removed. 
Reference was made to the posstble benefits of replacing the humps with a strategic 
located zebra crossmg m the vicimty of Victoria Road, whtch could be used by the 
pupils of FnzWimarc School. 

The Chairman of the Transportanon & Envtronmental Servtces Commute-ewished to 
comment that, on close analysis, n was possible to conclude from formal consultauon 
that, on balance, the majority of residents were m favour of existing measures 
Reference was made to the background to the consultation and to activity undertaken 
smceMay 1997 when it had first beendecided that measuresneeded to be mtroduced to 
protect residents and school pupils. Recent Member contact with the School Deputy 
Headmistresshad reemphasised the value of traffic calming from the aspect of pupil 
safety A number of Members wished to comment on the importance of retaming the 
humps given that removal could precipitatea fatal accident 

In responding to Member questions, Mr NMcCullugh, Prmctpal Engineer, Essex 
County Crmncd, mdicated that the humps accorded with Department of Transport 
requuements and were a preferred traffic calmmg measure. County Officers were not 
aware of spectfic problems m terms of vehicle damage caused by such humpsand, as 
Highways Authority, the County would need to be consulted should the Distnct prefer 
then removal If appropriate, it would be possible to consider adjustments to the slope 
of humps. 

Durmg debate,Council concurred with the comments of a Member that this schemehad 

96 
highhghted the need for a consistentapproach to public consultation Clear lessons for 
the future could be gleaned from the project Notwithstandmg then retention. a number 
of Members were concerned about the aspect of the humps m terms of potential 
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vetucular damage and erratic drlvmg. A number of Members felt that It was tmportant 
that the Councd’s Mmute on thts matter should rnclude reference to the County 
Council’s responslbihty for the humps and an amendment to the Mmutes of the 
Transportanon & Envrronmental Services Comrmttee was moved by 
Counctllor Mrs J. H&on and seconded by Counctllor Mrs H L A. Glynn in this 
regard. 

On a reqnsihon pursuant to for Standard Order 2Ly2) a recorded vote was taken on the 
amendment as follows 

For (24) Counc11lors R S. Allen, D.E Barnes, 
P.A Be&ers, C I Black, S Cumberland, 
J.M D&son, D.F. Flack, D M Ford, 
Mrs. J.E Ford, G Fox, E L Francts, 
Mrs. J M Giles, Mrs H L A Glynn. 
Mrs, J Hall, N Hams, D R Helson, I 
Mrs. J. Helsbn, V H Leach, 
Mrs S J Lemon, CR Morgan, 
T.A, Pow-ell, S R Tellis, Mrs M S Vince 
and R E. Vrngoe 

Against (IO) Councillors R. Adams; G C. Angus, 
M C Brown, K A Gibbs, Mrs E.M Hart, 

I R.A Pearson, Mrs M J Webster, 
P.F A Webster, D A Wetr and 
MIS MA Weir 

Ahstenstons (1) Councdlor V.D Hutchmgs 

The Amendment was declared carned and It was.- 

Resolved 

that, m light of the comments received m response to the consultation exerase:- 

(1) a Pnbhc Meeting be not held. 

(2) the traffic calnimg measures remam m their present posittons but steps be taken to 
reduce the seventy, with the design of the humps being the total responslbllity of the 
County Council as HIghways Authority. 1 

(3) a weight restnctmn be Implemented m the Helena Road/Vlctona Road area bounded 
by Bull Lane and Hockley Road, SubJect to the standard order making procedure, 

FINANCE AND GENERAL PURPOSES 2nd February 1;96? 43-55
,! 

Minutes 45 and 47 (Revenue and Cqttal Budget recommendations from the Parent 
Committees) 

Pnor to detailed conslderatmn of Mmutes 45 and 47 Members received a presentatron 
ftom the Head of Fmanctal Services The presentanon built on that gtven by the 
Corporate DIrector (Finance and External SetvIces) at the, last Ertraordinary Meetmg of 
Full Councd and covered general Issues, mcludmg the financml mechamcs which 
Indicatea that settmg the Councd Tax for 1999/2000 at a level which ensured the 
average amount at Band D was 4 5% more than the 1998/99 amount would ahgn with 
the 2001/02 target balance for the Budget Strategy Reserve. The Head of Service 
Included refmence to the latest positlon with regard to negonatmns fdr extension of the 
Councd’s mam contracts and the revised precepts from the parishes It needed to be 
recognised that future decismns m respect of thel Commumty Information Centre atq l Raylelgh could have lmphcatlons for the budget .,f’ / / 



A set of budget and capital programme proposals were moved by Counclllor 
Mrs J Helson and seconded by Counclllor DE Barnes, A number of Members 
expressed concern at a proposal to Include provlslon of f150,OOO m respect of Raylelgh 
Town Centre Improvements to match a similar sum proposed by Raylelgh Town 
Council to finish the scheme. On a requtsttton pursuant to Standmg Order 24(2) voting 
on retaming ths aspect of the proposals was recorded as follows - 

For (I 5) Counclllors DE Barnes, P.A. Beckers, 
C.I. Black, MC Brown, S. Cumberland, 
Mrs J.M. Giles, Mrs H.L A Glynn, 
Mrs J. Hall, N Hams, D R Helson, 
Mrs J Helson, V.H Leach, 
Mrs S J Lemon, TA Powell and 
S.R Tellts. 

Against (19) Councillors R Adams, R.S Allen, 
GC Angus, J.M DIckson, D F Flack, 
D.M. Ford, Mrs JE Ford, G Fox, 
K.A. Gibbs, Mrs EM Hart, 
V D Hutchings, C R. Morgan, 
R.A. Pearson, Mrs M S Vince, 
R.E. Vmgoe, Mrs M J. Webster, 
P F A Websier, D.A. Weir and 
Mrs. M.A. Weir 

1 
The proposal was declareId lost. 

A motion mbved by Councillor P F.A Webster and seconded by Councillor K A Gibbs 
that E150,OOO be earmarked for a pdot pay on extt car parking scheme at Websters Way, 
Raylelgh was lost on a show of hands. A further motion moved by Councillor 
DT Flack and seconded by Councillor D M Ford that ~150,000 be earmarked for 
capital proJects to be spent on social actlon areas to be identified wdhin the Distnct was 
also lost on a show of hands. The Head of Fmanc~al Services confirmed that a de&on 
with regard to this element of capital programme resources could be held in abeyance at 
this stage. 

An amendment moved by Counc~llors RS Allen and seconded by Counclllor 
D F Flack together with an addmona amendment moved by Counclllor Mrs J Helson 
and seconded by Counclllor DE Barnes regarding the makmg of a request to local 
Councds that they take financml responslbdlty for street lighting wlthm their respecuqe 
areas were both won on a show of hands. 

It was then:- 

Resolved 

(1) That the Dlstnct Counoll Tax for 199912000 be set at a level which ensures that the 
average Council Tax for the ,DlFct/Fanshes 1s 4 5% at Band D more than the 19,98/99 
amount 

(2) That the Member Budget Momtonng Group, as formed at Extraordinary Council on 
19th January 1999, compnse the Group Leaders and the Chanman of the Corporate 
Resources Sub-CommIttee 

(3) That the recommendattons of Parent CommIttees m respect of the Revenue Budget 
be agreed. Namely.- 

(i) Community Services Mmute I4 (Budget 1999/2000) 

(a) The revised eshmates for I998i99 
(b) The vlrement requests tn respect of 1998/99 
(c) The schedule of charges for 199912000. 
(d) The salanes and those 1999/2000 estimates showmg an increase up to 



l 
(II) Communny ServrcesMmute 16 (HousmgRevenueAccount 1999/X00) 

(a) Rentsbe Increasedby an averageof 89~ per week for 1999/2000 
(b) Servrcechargesbe rncreasedby a total of El 00 per week 
(01 Garagerents be increasedby 3Opto f5.50 per week 
(d) The rents for Dutch Cottagebe increasedby 89~ per week. 
(e] There be no mcreasefor Fmchfield; 
(fi A tunetable be presentedto the first Commumty Sen Ices Comnuttee 
after the recess in 1999 settmg out the key stages for a comprehensrve 
rewew of all aspectsm respectof the Housmg RevenueAccount 

(m) Commumty Swvme.s Mmute 18 (Optmns for Refurbishment and Cleansing of 
Pubbc Convemences) 

(a)’ Exemptron to Contract Standing Order32(a) to permit the 
appomtmentof a’speciabstcontractor. 
(b) Endorsement of the cleansing specrficatronchanges and the provtsron 
of L27.500 wnhm the budget submissionsfor 1999/2000. 
(c) A rolling programme for the refurbishment of the other publtc 
convemencesm the Drstrict to be budgeted for in the Capnal Programme 
for future years 

(iv) Transportanon and Environmental Servrces Comnuttee Minute39 (Budget 
1999/2ooO) 

(a) ,Jhe revisedestrmatesfor 1998/99. 
(b) The virement requestsm respectof 1998/99. 
(c) The scheduleof chargesfor 1999/2000 
(d) The salrulesand those 1999/2000 estunatesshowmg an mcreaseup to 
3% over 1998/99 

(v) Fmanceand GeneralPurposesCommitteeMmute 47 (Budget 1999/2OtXl) 

(a) The revrsedestrmatesfor 1998199. 
(b) The vnement requests,in respectof 1998199: 
(c) The scheduleof chargesfor 1999/2000 
(d) The salanes and those 1999/2000 esttmatesshowing an increaseup to 
3% over 1998199 

(4) That, with the exceptron’of those areaswhere the Drstrict has a legal responsibrltty, 
all local Councils be requestedto take financral responstbrhty for street bghting wnhm 
their boundanes 

(5) That the pruned Revenue Estimatesm excess of 3% (as described m the Head of 
Fmancral Servrces Report of 29th January 1999) be agreed, subject to the Member 
Budget Monitonng Group nuttally undertakmg.-

’ 
(I) An urgent exammatton of the schedule of repans and maintenance as 
reported through Parent Committees (wrth the total sum being ,reduced by 
f20,OOOfor budget strategypurposes) 
(II) As a matter of pnonty, a revrew of the estrmatefigures for employees’ 
travel and subsrstenceand car allowances 
(III) A revrewof all externalsubscnptiona 
(iv) Consideration of a further report on the provrsron for IT consultants 
(L25~000) 

(6) That the followmg “mam items for consideranon” be included )n the three y&r 
budget strategy 

(9 Car Parkmg expcrrment(Z52,OOOm 1999/2000) wrth the expenmentl to contmue thereaftersubjectto a revrew of chargmg pahcy 
(4 Commumty Informatnm Office provided for on the officers draft 

budget proposals wrth a revtew at Corporate’b Re#ources 
_ 9I 



Sub-Commntee e 
Domeshc Vtolence Project Co-Ordmator (as per Officer proposals) 
Rayleigh CAB - Home visning (as per Officer proposals) 
Rochford CAB-Outreach (as per Officer proposals). 
TACFIG (as per Officer proposals) 
Land Tnbunal Fund (as per Offricer proposals) 
Care and Repau Scheme - f7,SXl per year for a 

three year period 
Out of Hours Notse Servtce - wrth pmvtsion for 1999/2000 deleted 
and a report presented to Members on “out of hours” servmes 
generally. 

w Millennium projects - figure to be mcreased to E7,OOtl on the basis of 
ES00 per Parrsh. 

(xi) . South East Essex Economic Prqject - deletion wrth mclusron in a 
general report on subscnptrons 

(xir) Ecologlka (as per OfBeer proposals). 
(xtii) Summer Playscheme swmunmg proviston - the inclusion of ~lO,DoO 

for the provrsron of summer swimming lessons at school faclhtres III 
both Rayletgh and Rochford. 

(7) That, wrth regard to Crime and Drsorder, the-remaining budgets m respect of 
Special Inttiatrves and the specific budget far crime and dtsorder (currently 
totalling approxrmately ~95,000) be carried forward in 1999/2000 to support 
the overarchmg pattnershtp aims of the Councrl’s Cnme and Drsorder 
Strategy 

(81~ That the sum of fZ50,OOO be moved from the Revenue Budget to the Capttal 
Programme. 

(9) That the recommendatrons of parent Commtttees m respect of the Capital 
Programme be agreed Namely: 

(i) Commumty Servrces Minute 17 (Playspace Rolling Programme) 

(a) Approval of the playspace rollmg programme sates as Pooles Lane, 
Doggetts and Hartford Close (the lettmg of the contract to be deferred). 
(b) Further mvestrgatton of the sttes identified m priormes l-6 together 
wrth Tylney Avenue, wtth a further report to the Compulsory Compenttve 
Tendenng Panel on the way forward. 

(Ii) Commumty Services Mmute 18 (Opttons for refurbtshment and cleanmg of pubbc 
conventences) , 

(a) the carrying out of extenstve refurbrshment of Crown H111 Public 
Converuences, Rayleigh at an e&mated cost of up to ElOO,OOO. 
(b) the refurbrshment of Back Lane Public Conventences, Rochford at an 
estimated cost of up to ~lOO,ODO 

,I 1 
(10) That the following be tncluded m the Capital Programme- 

Housmg Schemes as per Officer proposals. 
Vehicles and plant as per Officer proposals 
I T. programmes as per Officers proposals 
TheIprovrsron m respect of Tylney Avenue Playspace bemg moved 
to General Provtston for playspaces 

(11) That the follo&ing be deleted from the Caprtal Programme: 

(IV The Approach Car Park. 
(ii) the Clements Hall artrficial surface _: Fanvrew rewfacmgCM 

: 

-
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(13 That the cnpltal receipt for ‘Etheldore’ be earmarked for the followmg 
mmatlves, wnh reports on each of the Items, together with detads of their 
progmmmmg, bemg brought forward to the relevant Service Comrnmee 
together with progressreportsto the Member Budget Momtonng Group, 

- Hockley Town Centre 
- Rochford Town Centre 
- Completion of the Pubhc ConvemenceUpgrade Programme wnh Rochford 
asfirst pnonty. 
- Recychng 
- Park School, ,s/ . 

. b 

(13) That, given the Councd’s Budgetary posItIon, a further re~lew of the 
Council’s asselsbe undertakenqver the next financld year j?ultlalwork to be 
undertaken by the Member Budget Momtonng Gmup with conslderatlon 
being given to exammatlon of the Council’s lersure facibtles as a m:tter of 
prionty and in advanceof detaIled work commencmgon the Leisure Contract 
renewalprocess. 

L
61 NOTICE OF MOTION 

The Proper Officer repotted that the followmg Notice of MO&onhad been re&ved frotn 
Counctllor P F’A Webster.-

“Council agrees that from 1st March only electedCouncdlors shall be Members of 
clerked meetmgsof the Councd” 

Pursuantto StandmgOrder 9(1l), Council agreedto considerthe motion and It &IS 

Resolved 

That, with imrnedlate effect, only eteoted Members of’ the Council be provrded with 
confidential papers (as defined m Schedule 12A of the Local Government Act 1972) 
and that the Sltuatlon with regard to co-opted Membersbe referred to the Structural and 
Procedural Review Working Group m order that a de&on can be made on the matter at 
Councrl at 20th A@ 1999 (HAMS) 

62 NATIONAL FRAUD INITIATIVF! 1998(NFI98) 

NOTE The ChaIrman admittedthis item owmg to the urgency of the dectstonrequued 

Council consIderedthe report of the CorporateDirector (Fmanceand External Services) 
detadmg current developments assoclated’wlth an earher Council declslon not to 
partzlpate m Audit CornmIssIonNatIonal Fraud Imtiatlves. 

Resolved 

That Council participate m NF198 on a “wlthout prejudice” basis, with the Corporate 
DIrector (Law, Plannmg & Admuustratlon) bemg asked to mvestlgateand report back 
on the potential for reslsttng such further requests m future years (CD(F&ES), 
(CD(LP&A) 

I 
63 AD10mNhENr 

In view of the latenessof the hour,‘it was -

That the meetmgbe adjourned and re-convenedon 16th February 1999at 7 30 p m 

l 



The adJourned meetms closed at 11 32 pm 
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Committee Report 
90) 

Racbford l3umct Courdl 

To the meetmgof COMMuNlTY SERVICES 

On. 2ND MARcH 1999 

Report of HEADOFADMJNJSTRATIVE&MEMBERSBRVJCES 

Tde: MTNDTESOFlX6COMMUNITY SAFETY suB-coMMITIm 

Author. A. Wyatt Report Approved By: 

At a Meeting held on 10th February 1999. PresentzCounctllors D E Barnes(Chairman), 
P A. Beckers,D.M Ford, K A Gibbs, D R. Helson.Mrs. J. Helson, V D. Hutchmgs, 
Mrs S J.Lemon, R.A. Pearson,T.A. Powell andD.A. Weir 

Apologies Councillors GC. Angus and Mrs W.M. Stevenson. 

County Ofiicer Apologies: Peter Pearsonand RogerSmden. 

Substitutes: Councrllors Mrs. M S Vmce. 

Visiting Counctllors J M. Dickson andMrs. M.J. Webster. 

105. hfuwTEs 

The Mmutes of the MeeMg held on 8th Septkmber 1998 were approved as a correct record 
subJectto Counctllor V D. Hutchmgs being mcludedm the ltst of Members attending 

-‘06- ” 
CRIMB &DISORDER’STRATEGYz UPDATE (Minute 528/g@ --~ 

The Sub-Committeeconsidered the report of the Cbref Executive which updated Members on the 
current sthtatton regardmg the preparation of the draft Cnme & Disorder Strategy. Members 
were advisedthat inputs mto the Strategy were still swatted from somepartner agencies and that 
the draft would be ready for constderatton by the Commumty Services Committee in March. 
Wtth the aid of vrewfotls the Chref Executive presentedto the Sub-Committee the key themes 
whtch had artsenso far from the audit cdnsultatton. 

Members questtonswere answered m relatton to the following -

The number of respondents to the Crime & Disorder questtonnairc and the issues ansing 
from the dellvery of the Rochford Distnct Matters Newspaper. 

The roles played by the Police, the Poltce Authority, Essex County Council. the Probahon 
Servtce and the Health Authority as partners with Rochford Dismct Counctl on the 
preparahonof the Cnme & Disorder Strategy 
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The role of Par&Town Councils and the commumty m determmmg the ,ssues to he 
targetedby the Strategy. 

The needfor the final suategy to be proacttverather than reacuve, 

The multkhscrplmiary role of the County Council as a partner to the Preparation of the 
Strategy. 

The timetable for production of the Strategy and the 3 year programmeresultmg from the 
‘same 

Harassmentand cnmmal damageandtheir inclusion in the strategy. 

Speedreduction measuresincluded wnhm the strategy. 

Drug mtsuseand the need to provide moreaccessiblerehabrlitatmnservices 

The possrbrhtyof providing fuller CCTV camerasfor use outdoors 

Members considered that m order for the strategy to receive full and proper debate a Special 
meeting of the Community Safety Sub-Committeeshould be convenedto consider the draft wrth 
a Special meetingof Full Council being arnvened to approvethe ftual document ht agmemgthe 
7 pnmary objechvesas set out m the Chief Executive’s presentation,namely:-

Cnminal damag&andalism 
Speedreduction. 
Drug and alcohol related abuse. 
Information sharmg. 
Fear of burglary 
Domestic vmlence. 
Cnme &disorder. 

Members constderedthat the Issueof illegal parking on vergesshould also be included on the list 
as a pruuary objective. In addition, it was important that the issueof harassment be fully covered 
withm the context of the Strategy. On a mouon put by Councdlor D.A. Weu and secondedby 
Councillor Mrs. MS. Vince It was.-

REcoMMENDELJ 

(1) That the primary objectives of the Cnme & Disorder Strategy be as set out above, with the 
mclusion of illegal parkmg on vergesasa further additional itern to be covered.__- ~~ - --__ -
(‘2)That the draft strategy be brought to a Special meeting of the Community Safety~-- -3 
Sub-Commmeefor consrderatmnand approv,edat a Specialmeetmgof Full Council (CEX) 

107. ATTENDANCE OF REF’RESENTATIVE FROM POLICE AUTHORITY AT THE 
COMMuNlTY SAFETIlTsuB-coMMllTEE 

The Sub-Commtttee considered the report of the Chief Executive which sought Members’ 
approval to attendance at the Commumty Safety Sub-Commrttee of a representahve from the 
Poke Authonty when issues relating to the Cnme & Disorder Strategyare dtscussed Members 
noted that, whilst no vohng rights were sought, the representahvesshould be able to speak on 
relevant matters m a sun&r fashion to the representattvesfrom both the Poke and the County 
Councrl. Members considered It of benefit to extend the mvitation to other partner orgamsatrons, 
uamely the ProbatmnServtce and the Health Authority. 

l
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REcoMMENDm 

That representauves from the Pohce Authority, the Probation Servtce and Health Authonty be 
m\ ited to attend,meehngs of the Commumty Safety Sub-Conumttee when the Cnme & Drsorder 
Strategy and matters contamed therem areon the Agenda of the Sub-Comnuttee (CEX) 

POLICE REPORT 1 

The Sub-Committee received the report of C I Ring whtch brought Members up to date wtth 
matters ansmg from the prevmus meetmg of the Sub-Commtttee together wrth new issues winch 
had anseu durmg the intervenmg period. 

(i) Proof of Age Scheme 

Members were advised that the proof of age scheme should begin m the Autumu of thus year wuh 
Castle Point Borough Counctl joming the scheme at the same time. 

(iii Rural Policing Initiative 

In notmg the proposals for the Rural Pohcmg Initiative and 1,t.s effect on the Rochford Distriit 
Members were advtsed that overall the total number of staff would not actually increase although 
work patterns would change. The refurbtshment of Rcchford Pohce Station was to be a rolling 
programme over ten years, partially dependent on the sale of a Pohce house m Canewdon The 
openmg hours at R&ford Police Statton might actually decrease although the’ Station would 
contmue to be manned 24 hours. The issue of Special Ch~tabIes was also ratsed and the 
Sub-Committee was advised of the difficultms encountered in their recrmtment 

FLOOD WARNING SIREN ATFOULNESS 

The Sub-Committee considered the report of the Head of Legal Services followmg 
representahons from the Foulness Partsh Council m connection with us desire to see a warning 
srren installed on Foulness Island m order to mform the local population of a flood threat at the 
earhest practicable moment. Members noted the locatron and history of flwdmg at Foulness and 
that whilst the County Council would be happy to mamtaln a seen on the Island they would not 
be willing to fund its installation. 

REcoMMENDED 

That Ihe Fmance & General Purposes Commtttee be requested to finance c&706.92 plus VAT as 
a grant to Foulness Pansh Council for the installation of a fload warmng seen. 

ESSEX SCHOOLS EDUCA?IoN PRGjECT 

The Sub-Commtttee considered the report of the Head of Corporate Pohcy & buhahVes which 
apprised Members of the Essex Schools Drug Educatmn Project and requested support in kind by 
provtston of a venue and prmted matenals for the imtranve. 

In notmg the background and aims of the project, Members considered that it should be supported 
although It was felt that support should be offered for schools withm the Rcchford Drstrrct, with 
Castle Point Borough Council givmg simtlar support to schools in its Borough. It was further 
requested that Offtcers Inform parttctpants of the parking arrangements currently in force at the 
Civic Smte 

RECOMMENDD 

(1) That asststance with trammg sessmns for the Essex Schools Education Project by providmg a 
venue at the Civic Smte, Rayleigh, free of charge, be agreed. 



(2) That the prmhng of schemes of work for all R&ford based schools partlcipatmg m the 1 year 
Essex School Drug Educahon Project be faclbtated 

(3) That the support given m terms of the provxsmn of a venue for the training sessions and the 
prmtmg of schemes of work be m dahon to ‘schools wlthiu the Rochfard Distnct only. (HCPI) 
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ROCHFDRD DISTRICT COUNCIL 
-

Minutes of the Plamling services committee 

At a Meeting held on 1Itb February 1999. Present-Councdhxs DA Werr (Chartman), 
R Adams, GC Angus, DE. Barnes,PA. Beckers.C I. Black, M C Brown, 
J M. Dtxon, D F. Flack, D M. Ford, Mrs. J E Ford, EL. Franns, K.A. Gtbbs, 
Mrs H L.A. Glymt, N. Hams, D.R Helson,V.D. Hutchmgs,V.H Leach, 
Mrs. S.J Lemon, CR. Morgan, RA Pearson,T.A Powell, S R. T&s, 
Mrs. M S. Vmce, R E. Vmgce, Mrs MJ. Webster,P.F.A Websterand 
Mrs. M.A Weu. , 

Apologies Conncdlors R S. Allen, S Cumberland,G Fox, Mrs. J.M Gtles, 
Mrs J Hall, Mrs J. Helson, A Hoskmg,Mrs A. Hutcbings and Mrs. W.M Stevenson. 

64 
The Minutes of the Meeting of 14th January1999 were approvedas a correct record and 
s~gnd by the Chairman. 

65 

Paragraph2 
Councrllor Mrs. M.J. Webster declared an mterest by virtne of having a contract for a 

a mobde phone. 

Paragraph6 
Cotmcdlor Mrs. H.L.A. Glynn declareda non pectmrary mterestby vnttte of beimgthus 
Authonty’s representativeon the CrouchHarbour Authority. 

66 OUTSTANDING ISSUES - hfJ%TYNGS OF 9TH JULoY, 29TH OCIOBFX AND 
26l-H NOVEMBER 1998 

The Commttee was satisfied that all necessaryactron had been taken Mmutes 307/98 
(Paras.Dl and 5). and 518198(Pam 4)(HLS) were carried forward 

67. DEVELOPMENP CONTROL STATJSTfCS - PLANNJN G APPLICATIONS AND 
PLANNING 

The Commtttee noted the report of the Hertd of Planning Servtces on the offtcial 
countrywide stahstics for the quarter endmg September 1998 and the plannmg 
performance checkhst for the twelve months endmg 30th September 1998. Members 
congratulated Officers, notwithstanding the low percentage performance, on their 

0 sterlmg efforts given the dttiicult ctrcumstancesand, furthermore. they too shared the 
hope that performancewould rmpmve when staffing mattershad settleddown. 

68. SCHEDULE OF DFXELOPMENT APPLJCATIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

The Head of Planning Servrccs subnutteda schedule of Development Apphcattons for 
constderation and a hst of Planning Applicatrons and Bmldmg Regulation Apphcations 
decidedunder delegations. 

Pam Rl - F/04571’98!RGC- 21 London Hi& Rayleigh 

Proposal - Constrnd Vehicular Accessand AssociatedWorks 

Add Condition:-

8 Poor to demohhon of the exrstmgwall, detarls of the re-useof the resultant materials 
m the wall enclosures mcluded in the works hereby pernutted shall be submrttedto and 
approved m writmg by the Local Planmng Authonty The works hereby permrtted shall 
be camed out in accordancewith theseapproveddetads. 
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Resolved 

That the apphcation be approved subject to the condmons set out in the schedule and 
the addthonal conditton 8, setout above 

Pam. 6 - FKkXJ4i98iRGC-Essex Ma&a, CreekseaFerry Road,WalIaseaIsland 
Proposal - Remove existing ramdab& and floodgates: extend conaete ramp to 
provide accessover the sea wall to mgraded existing slipway: inclndmg provision of 
steelpile jetty to supporttravel rat boat hoists. 

Conslderaaon of thts appltcattonwas deferredfor a Member site visit 

That a Member stte vtstt be arrauged and that the Enwonmental Agency be matted to 
attend. (HAMS) 

Pam.2 - F/@408198/RGC- 190London Road,Rnyleigb 

Proposal - Erect 25m. high lattice telecommnm‘cations tower (with 16 sector antenna. 
six dish antennaeand three cross polar antennae). Erect four eqoipment cabins, fence 
compound and r&ted wok including access(revised appbcation). 

Resolved 

That the appbcatron be approved subject to the condmons set out m the schedule wrth 
the additronal mformauve. 

“The applicant’s attenhon is drawn to hrs responsibiittes under the Health and Safety at 
Work Act 1974 and the Management of Health and Safety at Work Regulattons 1992 
regarding the safe operahon of the telecommunicatton tower. Such responsibihties 
include an assessmentof the bkely exposure levels of electromagnetic fields m 
accordancewith the National Radiologtcal Protection Board of Gmdelmes “restnctmus 
on exposure to static and time-varymg efectromagnehcfields and radiatton”, documents 
of the NRPB 4No 5,7-63 (1993) and any necessary resultant appropnate achon 
Furthermore, as adwed m PPGS,the Health and Safety Executtve are the responstble 
enforcing authority for acoViheS controlled under the Wtreless Commumcation 
Licensing regmxe. 

Note: Pursuant to Star&g Order (24(4) Councrllor E L Francrswished It recorded that 
he abstamedfrom voting on thrs item. 

F’ara.3 - F/O608i98/ROC- 33 WesternRoad,Rayleigh 

Pmpxal - Erect one detached five bed house (demolish existing dwelling) revised 
apphcation followmg F/O143/98iROC) 

Consideration of thts ttem was deferredfor a Member site visit 

Resolved 

That a Member satevisrt be arranged.(HAMS) 

Note: Pursuant to StandmgOrder 24(4), Counc~llorV H. Leach wlshed It recor ed tha 
he abstainedfrom voting on thii item. 

w 
Pam 4 - F/O609/9UTKK - 35 WesternRoad,Rayleigb 

Proposal - Erect two detached five-bed. honscs (demolish existing dwefling) revised 
!. ’ application followmg FKl144D8/RGC 

0 
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Constderattonof thts ttem was deferredfor a Member satevtstt 

Resolved 

That a Member site vtmt be arranged.(HAMS) 

Note: Pursuant to Standing Order 24(4) Councillor V.H. Leach wished it recorded that 
he abstamedfrom votmg on this Item. 

Pam 5 - F/Ot%l/98/Roc - 11 Alexandra Road,Rayleigh 

Proposal-l%ct2xfourbeddetacludhcuses. 

In considering thrs nem, Members notedthat revrsedplans had beenreceived. 

Resolved 

That the applicahon be delegated to the Corporate Dtrector (Law, Planning and 
Administratton) to approve should the appeal agamst non determination be withdrawn, 
subject to revtsed plans indtcatmg the dwelling m plot2 bemg m-sited satrsfactorily 
rearward and to tb-eheadsof condrhons set out in the schedule as weU an mformatrve 
regardmg the requirements of AngUan Water and/or a resiting to accommodate therr 
requests Alternatively, d the appealis not withdrawn it is confirmed that the Council’s 
response on appeal is based on the report set out in the schedule and the mtent to 
approvesubject to the condtttons alsosetout m the schedule 

Pam 7 - Ovo507198/RCC- 41-67 bwer Lambricks, Rayleigh 

Pqmsal - Outline apphcation to erect ten h- comprising eight detached and two 
semi detachedtits with private drive access(demolish existing storagebuildings). 

In considenng this item. Members notedthat revisedplans had beenrecetved 

Add Conditton 16 

16. Standard condition 88 - Cootaminti Land (insertion (a) the first occupation of 
the dwellings). 

Add mformattves.-

StandardInformattve 16 - Control of Nmsauce 
StandardInformattve 25 - ContaminatedLand 
StandardInformattve 15 - AsbestosRemoval 
Wheel washmg of constructtonvehicles. 

That the apphcatton be delegated to the Corporate Duector (Law, Planning and 
Admmistration) to approve should the appeal against non determhtation be wtthdrawn, 
subject to revtsed plans indtcatmg the private drive and tummg head arrangements 
outlined in the report as well as the clanficatton of the satedrmenstons and boundartes 
and to the heads of conditions set out in the schedule. AlternatIvely d the appeal is not 
withdrawn tt ts confirmed that the Council’s responseon appeal is based on the report 
setout m the scheduleand the intent to approve 

Pam 8 - 98KHI784iDP3- Glebe County Infants School, Creswick Avenue, Rayleigh 

Proposal- Replaceexisting chainlink fencewith 1.8m high palisadefending and gates 
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Resolved 

That Essex County Council be adwed that Rochford I)lstrict Council have no 
ObJectionsto the developmentproposedby this application subject to the condttions set 
out m the schedule. 

F’ara 9 - 98/0078o/ouT - Rayleigh Tennisclub, Walchtied Lane, Rayleigh 

FYoposal- Erect five detxhcd dwellings with garages,private drive xzess and turning 
facilities. 

In agreemg the recommendanonMembers noted that st+ndard condition 84 had been 
customised to relate to the existmg levels. A Member requestedlus displeasureto be 
recorded that the County Surveyor had rmssed the opportumty to request necessary 
off-site works in the figh Road 

Add informahves relatmg to 

$) Wheel washing 
To avold dehvenesbefore 9.&m and after 4.OOpm,toavotd peak traffic flows 
Into the town 

(iii) SI 16 -Control of Nuisances l 
Resolved 

That the apphcationlx approvedsubjectto the condlttons setout in the scheduleand 
the mformatwes outlined above 

The Meehng closed at 9.3Opm. 

mmsfebl I 
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SCHEDULE OF PLANNING APPLICATIONS TO BE CONSIDERED BY 

PLANNING SERVICES COMMI’ITEE 1lTFI FEBRUARY 1999 

The enclosed reports have been approved by: 

AU planning apphcatlons arc consrdered agamst the background of curr%t Town and Country Planning 
leglslatlon, rules, orders and cuculars, and any development, structure and local plans issued or made 
thereunder In addition, account is taken of any guidance notes, advwe and relevant pohc~es issued by 
statutory authorities. 

Each plannmg appl~catlon included m thx Schedule and any attached hst of appbcations which have 
been determined under powers delegated to the Corporate Dnector (Law, Planning and Adminwrauon) 
IS filed with all papers including representations received and consultation replies as a single case file. 

All building regulahon apphcarions are considered agamst the background of the relevant buildmg 
regulations and approval documents, the Bulldmg Act, 1954, together wnh all relevant British 
Standards. 

The above documents can be made available for mspectlon as Commntee background papers at the 
office of Plamnng Services, Acacia House, Bast Street, Rochford. 
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l 
PLANNING SERVICES COMMIITE E 1lTH FEBRUARY 1999 

REFERRED ITEM 

Rl F/o457/98iROC MARTYN WJLLIAMS PAGE I 
CONSTRUCT VEHICULAR ACCESS AND ASSOCIATED WORKS 
21 LONDON HILL RAY-LEIGH 

SCHEDULE ITEMS 

2. F/O408/98/ROC ADAM WARD PAGE 3 
ERECT 25M HIGH LATTICE TELECOMMUNICATIONS TOWER 
(WITH 16 SECTOR ANTENNAE, 6 DISH ANTENNAE & 3 CROSS 
POLAR ANTENNAE) ERECT 4 EQUIPMENT CABINS, FENCED 
COMPOUND & RELATED WORKS INCLUDING ACCESS (REVISED 
APPLIGwON) 
190 LONDON ROAD RAYLEIGH 

3 F/O608/98iROC ADAM WARD PAGE 8
0 ERECT ONE DETACHED 5-BED HOUSE (DEMOLISH EXISTING 

DWELLING) (REVISED APPLICATION FOLLOWING 
F/O143/98/ROc) 
33 WESTERN ROAD RAYLEIGH 

4 F/O609/98/ROC ADAM WARD PAGE 12 
ERECT TWO DETACHED 5-BED HOUSES (DEMOLISH EXISTING 
DWELLING) (REVISED APPLICATION FOLLOWING 
F10144/98lROC) 
35 WESTERN ROAD RAYLEIGH 

F/C681/98iROC ANITA WOOD PAGE 16 
ERECT TWO 4-BED DETACHED HOUSES 
11 ALEXANDRA ROAD RAYLEIGH 

F/O694198/RGC JOHN WOOD PAGE 19 
REMOVE EXISTING ROUNDABOUT AND FLOODGATES, EXTEND 
CONCRETE RAMP M PROVIDE ACCESS OVER SEA WALL To 
REGRADED EXISTING SLIPWAYS, INCLUDING PROVISION OF 
STEEL PILED JETTY TO SUPPORT TRAVELIFT BOAT HOIST 
ESSEX MARINA CREEKSEA FERRY ROAD WALLASEA ISLAND 

7. OL10507/98/ROC JOHN WIHTTAM PAGE 22 
OUTLINE APPLICATION TO ERECT 10 HOUSES COMPRISING 8 
DETACHED AND 2 SEMI-DETACHED UNITS WITH PRIVATE 
DRIVE ACCESS (DEMOLISH EXISTING STORAGE BUILDING) 
41-67 LOWER LAMBRICKS RAYLEIGH 

8 98/03784/DP3 ANITA WOOD PAGE 28 
REPLACE EXISTING CHAIN LINK FENCING WITH 1.8M 
HIGH PALISADE FENCING AND GATES 
GLEBE COUNTY INFANTS SCHOOL CRESWICK AVENUE RAYLEIGH 

, 
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9. 9810078OfOUT JOHN WOOD PAGE 30 
ERECT 5 DETACHED DWLLINGS WITH GARAGES, PRnATE 
DRIVE ACCESS AND TURKXNG FACILITIES REVISED 
APPLICATION) 
RAYLEIGH TENNIS CLUB WATCHFtELD LANE RAYLEIGH 

PAGE 2 



PLANNING SERYICFS COMMITTEE 

1lTH FEBRUARY 1999 

SCHFDULE OF DEVELOPMENT APPLICATIONS.WITH DIRECTOR’S 
RFXOMMENDATIONS. FOR DETERMINATION AT THIS COMMIlTEF 

R.l 

(From Weekly List No 455) 

Referred by Councillor Mrs M J Webster 

Apphcant Mr A Hall 

F/O457/98lROC Zonmg: Residenttal 
RAYLEIGH TOWN COUNCIL AREA 

21 LONDON HILL RAYLEIGH 

CONSTRUCT VEHICULAR ACCESS AND ASSOCIATED WORKS 

1 1 Rayleigh Town Council express then reservations over vehtcles reversing onto London Hill. 

m 

1 2 The sne lies wtthm the Rayletgh Conservanon Area and the Htstoric Core Tms apphcatmn 1s for 
the creation of a walled single parking space to be set mto the front garden of thrs property which 
at present hes above road level 

1.3 Part of the front garden will be excavated to a depth of up to about one metre to reduce tt to the 
level of the road This excavated recessed area wdl provide a parkmg arca of 3m wide x 6.2m 
deep whtch 1s more than suffrcrent to accommodate a smgle velncle clear of the htghway. The rest 
of the front garden will remain at ns ongmsl level retamed around the parking space by a new 
brick wall A stepped path from near the front boundary of the parking space will lead up to the 
dwelling. The works covered by this apphcation wtll only affect the front garden and no other part 
of the sate. 

1.4 Members will recall that on an adJacent plot an application for two houses (ref. 
OL/0186/93/ROC) was refused on htghway grounds following ObJections from the County 
Surveyor, concermng lack of vistbihty splays wtthm the appbcants control. However, the County 
Snrveyor has no objection m principle to this current proposal, parttcularly as a result of the 
introducnon of the new traffic scheme in the Town Centre. He reqnres that it is subJect to 
safeguarding condtttons regardmg matters such as stght splays referred to at Condition no. 04 
below. 

1 5 The County Planner (Speclahst ArchaologicaI Advice) recommends the Imposition of a 
watchmg bnef condttion. 

1 6 The County PIanner (Historic Bnihhngs and Design Advice) has no objecnons as no harm to 
the Conservation Area 1s antnxpared 

1 7 One letter of representation from a netghbourmg dwelhng has been received expressmg concern 
over the htghway safety aspect of the proposal where vehicles may reverse out of the garden 
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APPROVE 


01 SC4 COMMENCE SYRS 

02 SC14 MATERIALS To BE USED (samples) 

03 NON STANDARD CONDITION 
The pedestrran vrsibtltty splays as measured from the highway boundary and defined on the 
approved plan drawing no. 125801 shall be provided and thereafter permanently mamtamed 
erther srde of the accesswith no obstruction above 6CKlmmwithin the area of the splay and that 
new accessto be splayed to a suitable dropped kerb crossmg 

04 NON STANDARD CONDITION 
A 2m wide parallel band visrbrhty splay, as measured from the carriageway edge shall be 
provrded across the sue frontage wnh no obstructton over lm in herght above the carriageway 
level, wnhm the area of the splay 

05 NON STANDARD CONDITION 
Not&anon of the start of work shall b-cgiven to Essex County Council Archeology Sectron 
(Archeological Advisory Group, Mr S GOULD 01245 437638 with as ‘much advancewarmng as 
possible (but at least 48 hours) so that any ground diiturbancc may be mspectedfor archeologrcal 
remamsand records made. 

06 SC97 ARCHEOLOGY- SITE ACCESS 

07 NON STANDARD CONDITION 
Commensuratewith their erection the handrarl indtcated on the submitted drawing no 125861 
shall be ftmshed in a black pamt or black coating and retained thereafter in that conditron 

PAGE2 
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F/O408/98/ROC RAYLEIGH TOWN COUNCIL AREA a2 
190 LONDON ROAD, RAYLEIGH 

ERECT 25 METRE HIGH LATTICE TELECOMMUhKATIONS TOWER (WITH 16 
SECTOR ANTENNAE, 6 DISH ANTENNAE & 3 CROSS POLAR ANTENNAE). ERECT 4 
EQUIPMENT CABINS, FENCED COMPOUND & RELATED WORKS INCLUDING 
ACCESS (REVISED APPLICATION) 

Appltcant VODAFONE LIMITED 

Zamng Area Prhnanly for Bl (Busmess) Use 

Planrung Aunhcatmn Details 

2 1 This apphcanon proposes the erection of a free standing 25m high lattice steel telecommumcat~ons 
tower with 16 sector antennae, 6 dish antennae and 3 cross polar antennae attached In terms of 
wrdth, the propased mast measures 2 Im x 2.Im at the base and 1 4m x 1 4m at the top. The 
applicauon also inqludes a compound measuring 2 5m x 3 7m x 2.8m comprismg four eqmpment 
cabms (Intended for the respective operators). The compound will be fenced to match the l galvamsed steel fence surrounding the Eastern Electncity site 

2.2 The site IS situated umnedmtely to the rear of the grounds occupied by the Eastern Electricuy at 
190 London Road. The rear of the Eastern Electric@ site and the wider area surrounding 
comprises a natural hollow with a tree screen on the north and west sides measuring 
approxunately 12m in height The development 1s separated from London Road by the Eastern 
Electricity off& building that has a microwave tih sIted on the roof and there are floodltghts 
nearby The respectwe heights of these are m the order of 13m and 11.5m. The applicants 
propose to utilise the existing access for 190 London Road for mamtenance purposes together with 
a small access track north of the exlsrmg road. 

2.3 In suppon of the apphcatton, Vodafone are proposing a mast that 1s of a design that is capable of 
being utihsed by a number of d&rent operators to provide necessary coverage m this part of 
west RayleIgh. The applicanon mcludes provision for Orange PCS, Essex Police and Iomca who 
have prevtously been involved wnh a previous planmng permlsslon on ths sne winch 1s 
mennoned below. However, to date only Orange PCS has given a clear commiment that this 
facilny would provide for their needs and that they would use ti Indeed, the Essex Police 
requirements seem to be at rhe conceptual stage. 

l 2 4 The inlhd applicatton comprised of a proposed mast measuring 30m in height which was reduced 
m height to 27 Sm following negonations with Officers A further reduction of 2Sm also 
occurred, brmging the proposed he@ to 25m, which the apphcants stated was suitable for theu 
requirements. 

2.5 Members may recall, this apphcation follows a previous approyal at committee, February last 
year for a 25m htgh latttce tower submttted by Iomca. The currefit applicant requrres pemusslon 
for a tower Identical m height, but ahlch IS wider m profile than the earlier approved mast wluch 
was 1 2m at base and 0 6m at the rop The applicant explams this 1s requtred to mstall all the 
potential equipment and that the earher approved mast would not have techmcally fulfilled Its 
Intended purpose 
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Relevant Planmna HtstoIy 

26 As Members may be aware, certam masts may be erected as ‘penmtted development’ under the 
provistons of Article 3, Schedule 2, Part 24 of the Town and Country (General Permuted 
Development) Order 1995 SubJect to a condition that the submrsston of an applicanon for the 
determmation as to whether prior approval of details of smng and appearance IS reqmred 

DPD/0007/97/ROC 
Prior approval of details of sirmg and appearance was reqmred for a proposal to erect a 15m 
mgh lattme steel tower with antennae at Sweyne School, Cheapsrde West, Rayleigh Thrs was 
refused on gmunds that the suing and appearance would be vtsually dentmental to the 
surroundmg residential and open space areas on 7 February 1997; 

DPD/CKI94/97lROC 
Prior approval of detatls of slhng and appearance was required for a proposal to site a 4m high 
roof mounted stub mast on the Eastern Electncity butldmg at 190 London Road, Rayleigh Thts 
was refused pnmarrly on grounds that isufficient informatron was presented to the Authority to 
gtve the matter due consrderation and also the potential vtsual effect on nearby restdential 
occuprers on 27 March 1997. 

N0523/97lROC and F/0524/97iROC 
These apphcattons (twin tracked) proposed the erection of a 2Om hrgh telecommumcat~ons 
tower at Westfield Close. Rawreth Industrutl Estate. Both apphcations were refused by notice 
dated 12 February 1998 as the proposal posed a serious rusk to amemty by virtue of its height, 
siting and design The proposal also failed to take account of the provtsrons of Pohcy PUI of 
the Local Plan and would also necessrtate the removal of trees protected by Tree Preservation 
Order 01/82 

. F/0515/97/ROC 
Thus apphcatron proposed the erection of a 25m high lattice tower wtth 16 sector antennae, 6 . 
dish antennae, 3 equipment cabins and a chainlink fence, and is the most relevant to the 
determination of the current application Penmsston was granted at Planmng Services 
Comrmttee on 12 February 1998, subject to conditions mcludmg the provision to enable other 
telecommumcatton operators to gam access to the mast for the purposes of mstalling their 
respectwe eqmpment on It, ie mast sharing. 

DPDl0669/981ROC 
Prior approval of details of srtmg and appearance was reqmred for a proposal to sue a 5m high 
roof mounted stub mast on the telephone exchange butldmg at 27-31 London Road, Raylergh 
Thts was refused primarily on grounds that the development posed a serious risk to vrsual 
amenity on nearby residential pmpertres, particularly those wtthm Creswick Avenue on 12 
November 1998 

98/00764/DPDI’24 
Prror approval of details of sitmg and appearance was required for 3 cross polar antennae, 4 
dish antennae and 1 radro cabm at the tele#tone. exchange buildmg at 27-31 London Road, 
Rayleigh. Thts was approved by notice dated 12 January 1999 

Consultations and Reoresentanons 

First Set of Conmltatton Resporlses Based on Inural Proposal for 30m Mast. 

2.1 Rayleigh Town Council are concerned that the planned telecommumcatrons tower would be 
visually obtmstve by virtue of us herght and locanon on the edge of a residennal area 
Members are also mmdful that there could be health hazards relating to this 
development and therefore object to this applicatton 
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28 Essex County Coumil (County Sut-veyor)mses no objecttons in terms of htghway safety 

l 29 One letter of representation has been receivedfrom a local restdent objectmg to the proposed 
developmenton grounds of visual mtmsion and the potenual health hazards. 

SecondSet of Consultanon ResponsesBasedon AmendedProposal for 25m Mast; 

2 10 One letter of representation has been recetvedfrom the sameresident above, again objecting to 
the proposed developmentfor the samereasons. 

Matenal Plannine Constderattons 

2.11 The planmng considerattonsmatertal to the determmationof tins apphcatron are summarisedas 
follows’ 

= Plannmg Policy and guidance; and 
= siting and design. 

PLANNING POLICY AND GUIDANCE 

2 12 Planmng Pohcy Guidance Note 8 (PPG8) - Telecommtuncations 1s the relevant Central 
a Government Guidance that relates to the provision of telecommunicattons apparatus The 

gtndance sets out the constdetatrons in respect of the Telecommumcations Code Systems 
Op.erators hcenee requirements; the technical limttations in stung the apparatus, and the 
development control considerations that the Local Plannmg Authorrty may apply to an 
apphcation for planmng permtssion 

2.13 TelecommumcahonsCode SystemsOperatorslicensed under the TeleeommunicatromAct 1984 
have a legal obltgatton to provide a comprehensivenational coveragem responseto customer 
reqnrements of service and quality The system is demand-led and madequatecoverage can 
lead to the sanction of license withdrawal. The guidance m PPGB specnically tdenttftes thts 
requirement as a matenal plannmg constderanon and emphasises that such technical 
considerattons as network coverage be taken into account when detemnning 
telecommunications apphcatmns. 

2.14 The Government attaches constderable nnportance to keepmg to a minimum the number of 
telecommunicattonsmastsand encouragesmastshanng by dtfferent operators as well as the use 
of existmg buildmgs and structures where possible. 

2.15 PPG8 also statesthat each applicatton should be determht-xl in accordancewith the provisions 
of the Development Plan unless matenal considerattonsmdicate otherwtse. Poltcy PUl and its 
preamble in tlte Rochford Dtstrtct Local Plan IS relevant to thts apphcation which encourages 
co-operatton wtth and between telecommunmattonsoperators respecttngthen proposals to erect 
apparatus and tn considering applrcattonswtll seek to mimmise unstghtliness or intrusion, 
espectally when seen from envtronmentallysensitiveareas,avoid the unnecessarydupltcatlon of 
masts, and securetheir sitmg on extsttngbmldings or structures where appropriate. 

2.16 The sue falls within an area annotatedas bemg Class Bl (busmess)use on the Local Plan 
proposals map and is adjacent to the Metropolitan Green Belt and LandscapeImpmvement Area 
to the west The restdential area of west Rayletgh surrounds the Bl Busmessallocation to the 
north, south and east, but is sttuatedsomedistancefrom the applicatton site ttself 

2.17 The,applicants are proposing a sumlar mastto that whtch was prevtously approved to facthtate 
then necessary coverage of the West Rayletgh area that wtll also provide for addtttonal 
operators. Information has been provided by the appltcants that there 1sa gap m the respective 
approprrate cover for mobile telephonenetworks for this area 

\ 



2.18 The proposal 1s therefore consldered to be in hne with Central Government Gutdance and Local 
Plan Policy m respect of the mimrmsatton of maat proliferation and the operators requtrements 
for exploration of alternattve possible sues and demonstration of need. 0 

SITING AND DESIGN 

2 19 The proposed mast is, by its nature, utihtarian m appearance and the height (25m) 1s such that it 
would be visible from a wide area It is also the case that the visual unpact of the structure 
would be mcreased with the greater number of operators utilismg the facdity. However. such 
concerns must be balanced agamst the benefits that the site offers and the following pomts can 
be considered m mitigation 

the mast will be separated from residennal areas to the south by the Eastern Elecmcity bulidmg 
and the London Road, 

the nearest extstmg residential properties are 120m fmm the’proposed sate ,of the compound to 
the east, 

the western boundary of the site is close to the Green Belt boundary that has an effective tree 
screen, 

the site and surrounding area is situated in a natural hollow wnh London Road to the somh and lRawreth Industrial estate to the north on htgher ground When viewed from the London Road 
side of the site the structure will be seen agamst a back drop of the industrial estate; 

there is significant existing visual ‘clutter’ in the area mcludmg the rmcrowave dish on the roof 
of the EJ3 budding, the floodltghting for the FEE site, and the Electncity overhead power 
lies to the west This mast will be seen m the context of these pylons and the effect will 
accordingly be mmmused; 

the operator and other operators have been explormg alternative snes m this area and the other 
options have stgmficantly greater effects on residential amen@ (Sweyne School) and the 
appearance of the skyline (Rawreth Industrial Estate); 

the constmctton of a mast of this design will enable other operators to utlltse the facility, 
thereby mimmtsmg the pmhferation of similar structures m the ‘cell’ area and enablmg the 
Local Planning Authority to resist other proposals m the west Ray&h area 

CONCLUSION 

2.20 The apphcants have demonstrated that there 1s a need for additional coverage III this’area and 
that the mast proposed is of a design suitable for sharmg by different operators The alternative 
sites identified have all been considered inappropriate, either, by virme of the effect on the 
outlook of resldentlal occupter; or by way of an intrusive skylinmg effect. Therefore, the 
conslderatlon of this site has centred around the identficanon of the most approprtate site m the 
west Rayleigh ‘cell’ area, that will provide for the needs of the major@ of telecommumcatlons 
code systems operators, whdst tmnuntsmg the visual effect on the area 

2 21 The pemssion already granted for a 25m tower under reference F/O.S15/97/ROC is a material 
planmng consideration to the consideration of this application 

2.22 The Corporate Director (Law, Plannmg 8r Admimstratton) recommends that this applicarion he 
approved subject to the followmg con&tons heads 
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01 SC4 TUlE LIMITS - FULL 

02 NON-STANDARD CONDITION 
The development hereby pentted, shall only be commenced as an altemattve (and not m 
addmon) to that previously permitted under plannmg reference F/0515/97/ROC, in so far as tt 
relates to tis ~lte 

Under no c~cumstances shall the development hereby permuted and that pernutted under the 
previous planmng reference (in so far as it relates to hs site) be nnplcmenred simultaneously 

03 NON-STANDARD CONDITION 
The mast and ancillary stnxtures hereby pernutted, together with any other apparatus installed, 
shall be dismantled and removed from the Sne once It IS no longer reqmred for 
teleconmnmicattons purposes and the site shall be restored to Its former comhhon 

04 SC50 MEANS OF ENCLOSURE - FULL 

OS SC57 TREE PLANTING - DETAILS 

06 NON-STANDARD CONDITION 
Upon completion of the development hereby pkmuttcd, the Site owner and tekcommumcations 
apparatus operator shall not deny any other telecommumcations code systems operator (which 
means a person who has been granted hcence under Section 7 of the Teleconnmmicatlon Act 
19S4 which apphes to the Telecommunicauons Code contained in Schedule 2 of that Act to hnn 
m pursuance of Section 10 of that Act) or any other person or body reasonably specified by the 
Counal’s Corporate Director (Law, Plannmg & Admmistration) to have reasonable degree of 
access to and use of the land and tower for the purpose of Wing and ustng telecommumcations 
apparatus 
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F/0608/98/ROC RAYLEIGH TOWN COUNCIL AREA 

33 WESTERN ROAD. RAYLEIGH 

ERECT ONE DETACHED 5.BED HOUSE (DEMOLISH EXISTING DWELLING) 
(REVISED APPLICATION FOLLOWING F/O143/98/ROC) 

Apphcant MESSRS LODBURY HOMES 

zonmg: Restdentml 

Plannmg Application Details 

31 The applicant seeks pemnssion for the erection of one detached 5-bed house with integral 
double garage whtch replaces an existing bungalow chalet frontmg Western Road A concurrent 
application (F/O609/98/RGC referred to m the next Item) is under consideration for replacement 
of the chalet to the south wnh two detached 5-bed dwellings whtch are different in design to 
that of the dwelhng proposed on this site 

l 
32 The proposed dwelling (lmown as plot 3 of the overall development by I&bury Homes for 3 

dwellings) comprises a gabled end roof formation and displays typical charactertstics to that of 
a chalet, especially when vtewed from the front elevation, although it is essentially a two storey 
house The overall hetght of the house measures 9 8 metres. The rear of the dwelhng comprises 
three wmdows at first floor level which face onto the garden of no. 31 Western Road. 
However, one of these wmdows is to the landing and therefore, can, if requned have obscure 
glaring The house also has a part gable frontage reaching 8.3 metres m height, and part gable 
to the rear measuring 8.2 metres 111 hetght 

3.3 The extstmg access to the property would be slightly widened, bringing n closer to a preserved 
Lime tree which is snuated m the verge at the front of the site. 

34 In terms of siting, the proposed dwclhng follows the general pattern of development wtthm 
Western Road with regard to the buildmg hne. The separation dtstance between the proposed 
dwelling and the site boundanes is 1 S metres to the south and 1 metre to thenoah However, 
if planning approval on application reference F/0609/98(ROC IS not forthcoming, the overall 
distance from this proposed dwelling and the extstmg dwellmg (No. 35 Western Road) will be 
7 2 metres The rear garden totals 155 square metres whtIe the plot frontage measures 13 7 
metres, thereby satisfymg the minimum standards contained within Appendix 1 of the Local 
Plan. 

0 Relevant Plannine. Htstoty 

. F10143/98lROC 
Thk apphcatton proposed the erection of one detached house and the demolitton of the existing 
chalet If Members may recall, thts was presented on the Weekly List No 422 (week ending 29 
May 1998) However, the applicant had lodged an appeal agamst nondeterminatton pnor to a 
formal deciston being made on the application. The applmant 1s currently holding this appeal m 
abeyance until a decision is made on the current application. 
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Consultations and Reoresentanons 

35 Ra~leigh Town Council reiterate thelr previous comments that they wish to suppon the 
existmg residents in theJr ObJectlons,on the basis of overdevelopment of thus sne and that the 
proposed development would not be in-keeping with the exlsting and surronndmg 
dwellings/area The proposed dwellmg would be vm~Uy mtmsive to surroundmg dwelhngs 
and would contravene Rochford Plannmg policies. The Town Council are concerned that the 
roof lme appearsto be higher and whether the 1 metre separationpohcy was bemg applied. 

36 Essex County Council (County Surveyor) ra~cs no objections subject to the hardstanding 
bemg constructed of permanent matenals, crossover details agreed pnor to commencementof 
works, and a 1.8m wrde foohvay along both frontages. 

3.1 The CounciI’s @ad of Housing, Health & CommuniQ Care) has no adverse comments 
subject to the Standard Informative S116(Control of Nmsances)bemg attached to any consent 
granted. 

3x The Colmcil’s (Head of Corporate Policy & Initiatives) reports that if approved in the 
current form, the proposal wtll certamly result m root damage/lossto one Lnne tree preserved 
under Tree PreservatronOrder no 8/89 (T57) It IS therefore recommendedthat the width of 
the drweway ISreducedbe 1 metre, i.e. away from the canopy spread 

39 The Council’s (Head of Leisure & Client Services) has concerns over the posiuon of the new 
drIveway m relation to rhe effect upon the preserved hme tree Therefore, it 1s recommended 
that condmons are imposed relatmg to the position of new driveway. 

3.10 Anglian Water Developer Services has no objections to raise to the proposals. 

3 11 The Environment Agency has no objectton to the proposed development 

3 12 Fifteen letters of representation and one petition have been recensedfrom a local residents 
ObJectIngto the proposed development Most of them refer to the proposal on this site together 
with that for one dwelling on the adjacentplot to the north The man?areaof concern are; over-
development, design, spacmg and height out of keepmg wuh exlstmg dwellings, impact on the 
private mad which is maintained by residents; dwellmgs disproportIonate to sttes. The two 
dwellings whnzhwere recently built between 23-27 WesternRoad havebeen crnicised and cited 
as an example of, mter alia, overdevelopment. Other ObJectionsinclude; loss of light and 
pr!vacy, may lead to on-street parkmg; problems regardmg exlstmg sewage and dramage 
system; concerns over effects on hme trees, contravention of Pohcy H24 and several other 
destgn poltcies wnbin the Local Plan Finally, several residents suggestthat the site, together 
with that adjommg, would be more appropriate for a development of two rather than three 
dwellmgs. 

3 13 In ad&ton, a letter from the M P for Raylelgh (Dr Michael Clark) has been received 
following a visit from a resident wtthm WesternRoad. The mdlvldual brought to the attention 
both this application and F/O609/98/ROC and that three dwellings in total would be 
inapproprIate. The M P agreed with the resident and hoped that the Plannmg Committee, when 
consldermg thts application, will bear in mind the nature of WesternRoad and will not wish to 
change tt by overdevelopment. 

Material Plannmg Conslderatrons 

3 14 The plannmg conslderatlons material TVthe determination of tlus apphcatlon are summamed as 
follows 

n Local Plan Pohcy, 
n siting and design; and 
= effect on preserved lime trees 
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3 15 

3 16 

3.17 

3.18 

a 

3 19 

3.20 

3.21 

3 22 

LOCAL PLAN POLICY 

The sue ts wtthm the extstmg residential area as destgnatedwithm the Rochford District Local 
Plan (Ftrst Review), and therefore, the princtple of restdenttal developmentts established 

SITING AND DESIGN 

Although the prevms applmatton (F/O143~98/RGC)was recommendedfor refusal on Weekly 
Ltst No 422, no formal decision was made owmg to the applnzamslate appeal agamst non-
determmatton. However, thts previous scheme was mmally recommended for refusal and 
therefore the current appltcatton must be constderedand vtewed agamstthe reasonsfor refusal 
and differences between the two schemesbasedon destgn suttabllity and effect upon restdenttal 
amemty. 

As prevtously stated m thts report, the proposal meets all the minimum standards contained 
w&m Appendtx 1 of the Local Plan, although this does not always necessarily signal an 
automattc approval The prmtary constderatton therefore centres on the sunabthty and stung 
wtthm the plot of the proposed dwelling. 

When compared against the prevtous scheme,the sitmg of the proposed dwellmg has been re-
posmoned further back into the site, thereby lmtitmg the potenttal effect wtthm the street scene, 
as can clearly be tllustrated in the ‘ReducedStreet Impact Study’ on drawmg number 9746 16 
The dwellmg is clearly separatedby a distance of 1 5 metres to the south and 1 metre to the 
north, whtch ts a greater margm than someof the existing properttes within WesternRoad. The 
proposed dwelhng ts also of an indivtdual destgn, thereby maintammg the general character of 
the road which comprtses a mtxture of dwellmgs of dtfferent archttcctural styles and sizes 

It ts considered that there will be no detrmtental effect upon the amemties which the existmg 
residents enJoy In particular, the dwellmg whtch has the potential to be most effected ts the 
rear garden of the property known as Melden Lodge or no. 31 WesternRoad However, thii is 
located some 18 metres away from the proposed dwellmg and ts partially screened by the 
existing willow and apple trees. 

EFFECT ON PRESERVED LIME TREES 

The Lrme tree (marked T57) to the frontage of the sue ISpreserved by Tree PreservattonOrder 
No g/89. The previous scheme(F/O143/98/ROC)proposed the wtdemng of the extstmg access 
and tt was considered that thts would result m roOt damage and/or root loss to T57 and thii 
damage would likely to have serious consequencesfor the vigour. health and future Vlabdlty of 
the tree whtch forms part of an establtshedavetmeof Limes 

The current proposal, to some extent has lessenedthe potential mtpact on the preserved lame 
tree by re-postttonmg the drtveway. However, the Woodlands & Envtmmnent Specialtst has 
indtcated that the amendedpositton of the accesspoint will strll have a detrtmental mrpact upon 
the root system of the tree. However, the applicant IS currently preparmg amendeddrawmgs, 
agam tllustratmg a sattsfactory posttion for the drtveway It IS therefore constdered that the 
recommendattonto delegate will allow thts Issueto be sattsfactortly resolved In additton, the 
imposmon of Condttton No 11 below, will help protect the satd tree durmg constmctton work 

Recommendation 

The Corporate Director (Law, Planning & Admmistration) recommendsthat thts applicanon be 
delegated to the Dtrector to approve SUbJectto -

t) the receipt of amendedplans to satisfactorily resolvethe sttmg of the driveway and 
ti) the followmg heads of condittons and any others found necessary. 
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01 

02 

03 

04 

05 

06 

07 

08 

09 

10 

11 

12 

SC4 TIM!? LIMITS - FULL 

SC14 MATERIALS ‘IO BE USED (Externally) 

SC20 PD RESTRICTED-DORMERS 

SC22 PD RESTRICTED-WINDOWS 

SC23 PD RESTRICTED-OBSGLAZING 

SC50 MEANS OF ENCLOSURE - FULL 

SC59 LANDSCAPE DESIGN - DETAILS 

SC69 VEHICULAR ACCESS - DETAILS 

SC74 DRIVEWAYS - SURFACE FINISH 

SC81 GARAGE & HARDSTAND 

SC60 TREE & SHRUB PROTECTION 

SC9 REMOVAL OF BUILDINGS (Pnor to development) 
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F10609198/ROCRAYLEIGH TOWN COUNCIL AREAl 4’ 
35 WESTERN ROAD. RAYLEIGH 

ERECT TWO DETACHED 5-BED HOUSES (DEMOLISH EXISTING DWELLING) 
(REVISED APPLICATION FOLLOWING F/O144/98/ROC) 

Applicant. MESSRS LODBURY HOMES 

zoning, Resrdentral 

Plannina Applmatton Details 

41 The applmant seeks permtssion for the ercchon of two detached 5-bed houses with mtegral 
double garages whtch replace an extstmg chalet frontmg Western Road. A concurrent 
&pplicatron (F/O608/98iROC referred to in the prevrous Item) IS under consrderation for 
replacement of the bungalow chalet to the north wtth one dwellmg which IS different m design 
to that af the two dwellings proposed on thussite. 

The proposed dwellmg on plot 1 of the sne (located to the south) comprtses an asymmetrical 
and trtangular roof formation and dtsplays typtcal charactertshcsto that of a chalet, especially4,2 
when viewed from the front elevation, although it JSessenttallya two storey house The overall 
height of the housemeasures10 0 metres and 5 5 metres at the eaves The rear of the dwelling 
comprtses three wmdows at first floor level which face onto the garden of no 31 Western 
Road. However, one of these windows is to the bathroom and wtll therefore have obscured 
glazing. 

4.3 The proposed dwellmg on plot 2 of the site (located to the north) has, m general, a similar roof 
formation to that of Its neighbour on plot 1, apart from the insertion of a small dormer to the 
front roof slope to factlnate the mcluslon of a gamesroom at secondfloor level. The house also 
has a part gable frontage reachmg 7 5 metresm hetght, although the overall height 1sthe same 
as the dwellmg on plot 1 at 10.0 metres Again, the rear elevation comprrsesthree windows, 
one of whtch will be obscure glazed 

44 The in and out accesswaywhich currently serves the sne would be altered at both crossover 
pomts to form an mdivrdual accessto eachof the proposed properties 

In terms of sumg, the two dwellmgs follow the general pasternof developmentwnhm Western 
Road wtth regard to the building line The separationdtstancebetweenthe two dwellings IS 3 0 
metres whde to the north and south of the sue the 1 metre separationdtstanceis achreved.Eacha 45
of the rear gardens totals 170 square metres whtle the plot frontages measure 13.5 metres, 
thereby satisfying the mmmnun standardscomamcdwtthin Appendix 1 of the Local Plan 

Relevant Planning Htstorv 

. F/O144/98/ROC 
Thus appllcahon proposed the erection of two detachedhousesand the demolition of the extstmg 
chalet, If Members may recall, thts was presentedon the Weekly Ltst No. 422 (week endmg 29 
May 1998) However, the apphcant had lodged an appeal against non-determmattonprior to a 
formal decrsronbemg made on the apphcatron The apphcant 1scurrently holding tbrs appeal in 
abeyanceunttl a decrsion 1smade on the current application. 
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Consultatmns and Representations 

46 Rqleigh Town Council renerate their prevmus comments that they wish to support the 
extstmg residents m then objectmm, on the basis of overdevelopment of thus site and that the 
proposed development would not be tn-keepmg with the exlstmg and surmundmg 
dwellings/area The proposed dwellings would be vtsually mtrusive to smmundmg dwellmgs 
and would contravene Rochford Planning poltc~cs. The Town Council are concerned at the 
mtmducuon of a third tloor wtthtn the roof lme appearing to be higher and whether the 1 metre 
separation policy was bemg applied. 

47 Essex County Council (County Surveyor) rases no obJectlollS subject to the hardstandiig 
bemg constructed of permanent mater&, crossover de&s agreed prior tn commencement of 
works, and a 1.8m wide foohvay along both frontages. 

4,8 The Council’s (Head of Housing, Health & Community Care) has no adverse cqmments 
subject to the Standard Informahve SI16 (Control of Nutsances) bung attached to any consent 
granted 

49 The Council’s (Head of Corporate Policy & Initiatives) states that the drtveways, particularly 
Plot 2, wtll have a demmental effect on the preserved hme trees Therefore, It IS strongly 
recommended that the width of the drtveways are reduced and for the drove layout to take the 
trees into considerauon. 

4.‘10 The Council’s (Head of Leisure & Client Services) has concerns over the posthon of the new 
drtveways III relation to the effect upon the preserved lime trees Therefore, it IS recommended 
that condlttons are imposed relatmg to the posItion of new driveways 

4.11 Anglh Wabr Developer Services has no obJectIons to ruse to the proposals 

4 12 The Enwomnent Agency has no objection to the proposed development 

4 13 l%ftcen letters of reprcsentatlon and one pctitlon have been recetved from a local residents 
objectmg to the proposed development Most of them refer to the proposal on tbu site together 
with that for one dwelling on the adjacent plot to the north. The mam areas of concern are; 
overdevelopment; design, spacmg and herght out of keepmg with exlsnng dwellings, impact on 
the private road which ts nuntamed by residents; dwellings disproportionate to Sites. The two 
dwellmgs which were recently bmlt between 23-27 Western Road have been crtt&ed and cltcd 
as an example of, toter alia, overdevelopment Other ObJections Include, loss of light and 
privacy, may lead to on-street parkmg, problems regardmg exlstmg sewage and dramage 
system, concerns over effects on ltrne trees; contraventton of Policy H24 and several other 
design poltctes within the Local Plan. Fmally, several residents suggest that the site, together 
with that adjoining, would be more appropriate for a development of two rather than three 
dwellmgs 

4 14 In addttton, a letter from the M P for Rayletgh (Dr Mtchael Clark) has been recetved 
followmg a ‘visit from a resident wlthm Western Road. The mdwidual brought to the attennon 
both this applicatton and F/C608/98KLOC and that three dwellings would be inapproprtate. The 
M.P agreed with the resident and hoped that the Planning Committee, when considermg the 
applicanon, ~111 bear m mind the nature of Western Road and wdl not wtsh to change rt by 
overdevelopment. 
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Material Plannina Considerations 

a 4 15 The phmmng constderattonsmaterral to the detemunauon of dus applicatton are sumtnartsedas 
fo1lows: 

n Local Plan Policy; 
= stnng and destgn; and 
. effect on preserved ltme trees 

LOCAL PLAN POLICY 

4 16 The stte ts wtthin the extstmg restdenttal areaas designatedwtthm the Rochford District Local 
Plan (Ftrst Revtew), and therefore, the prmciple of residential developmentis estabhshed 

SITING AND DESIGN 

4 17 Although the prevtous apphcation (F/0144/98/ROC) was recommendedfor refusal on WeekIy 
List No 422, no formal dectston was made owing to ‘the apphcants late appeal agamst non-
determination However, thts previous scheme was imttaIly recommended for refusal and 
therefore the current application must bc consideredand viewed agamstthe reasonsfor refusal 
and differences between the two schemesbasedon destgn suitabtltty and effect upon restdential 
amemty 

4 18 As previously stated m this report, the proposal meets all the minimum standards contained 
wtthm Appemhx 1 of the Local Plan, although this does not always neccssartly signal an 
automatic approval. The prmtaty constderatton therefore centres on the suttabtltty and sittng 
wnhm the plots of the proposed dwellings. 

4 19 When compared against the previous scheme,the sitmg of the proposed dwellmgs have beenre-
posntoned further back mto the sue, thereby hmtting the potential effect within the street scene, 
as can clearly be tllustrated in the ‘ReducedStreet Impact Study’ on drawmg number 9746 16 
The two dwellings are clearly separatedby a distanceof 3.0 metres, which IS a greater margin 
than some of the existing properties within WesternRoad. The proposed dwellings are also of 
an indivrdual design, thereby maintaming the general character of the road whtch comprises a 
mtxture of dwellings of different architectural styles and stzes. 

4.20 It is constdered that there wtU be no detnmental effect upon the amenities whtch the extstmg 
restdents enjoy In particular. the dwelimg which has the potential to be most effected is the 
rear garden of the property known as Melden Lodge or no 31 WesternRoad However, this is 
located some 12-13 metres away from the proposed dwellings and is partially screenedby the 
extstmg trees 

EFFECT ON PRESERVED LIME TREES 

4.21 The three ltme trees (marked T61,T62 and T63) to the frontage of the site are preserved by 
Tree Preservation Order No. 8/89. The prevtous scheme (F/0144/98/ROC) proposed the 
widening of the extsttng accessesand tt was constdercd that thts would result tn root damage 
and/or root loss to T62 and thts damagewould hkely to have serious consequencesfor the 
vigour, health and future vrabtltty of the tree whtch forms part of an established avenue of 
Lunes. 
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4 22 The current proposal, to some extent has lessened the potential Impact on the preserved hme 
rrees by i-e-posmonmg the dnveways. However, the Woodlands & Environment Speclahst has 
mdlcated that the amended posmons of the access points will stall have a detrimental impact 
upon the roots systems of the trees. However, the apphcant is currently preparmg amended 
drawmgs, again IllustraIing a sarIsfactory posItion for the driveways It 1s therefore consIdered 
that the recommendanon to delegate wdl allow this l~sue to be satlsfactonly resolved In 
addmon, the imposmon of Condltton No 11 below, w111 help protect the said trees durmg 
construcuon work. 

Recommendation 

4 23 The Corporate Director (Law, Planning & Admmistratmn) recommends that this apphcatron be 
delegated to the Director to approve subject CO’ 

i) the receipt of amended plans to satisfactorily resolve the siting of the dnveways in relation 
to the preserved trees and 

ii) the followmg heads of conditions arzl any others fouhd necessary.- 

01 SC4 TIME LIMITS - FULL / 

02 SC14 MATERIALS To BE USED (Externally) 

03 SC20 PD RESTRICTED-DORMERS 

04 SC22 PD RESTRICTED-WINDOWS 

05 SC23 PD RESTRICTED-OBS GLAZING 

06 SC50 MEANS OF ENCLOSURE - FULL 

07 SC59 LANDSCAPE DESIGN - DETAILS 

08sc69vmcurm~cc~s-~~x4us 

09 SC74 DRIVEWAYS - SURFACE FINISH 

10 SC81 GARAGE & HARDSTAND 

11 SC60 TREE & SHRUB PROTECTION 

12 SC9 REMOVAL OF BUILDINGS (Poor to development) 
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F/O681/98iROC RAYLEIGH TOWN COUNCIL AREAl 5 
11 ALEXANDRA ROAD RAYLEIGH 

ERECT Two ~-BED DETACHED HOUSES 

Apphcant. HIS’IONWOOD LTD 

Zoning Residential 

Site Frontage. 19 2m 

51 An appeal agamstnondetenmnation has been lodged m relation to tlus scheme and wrrtten 
representationshavebeen requestedby the appellants 

Members vxws are sought on the issuesset out m the “Summary of Plannmg Considerations” 
forming the basisof the Council’s caseat appeal.

1.: However, the appellant has mdicated that the appeal would be wIthdrawn If the Council is 
rmnded to approvethe proposal. 

5.4 The proposal mvolves the erection of two 4 bedroom detachedhouseswith attached garages. 

5.5 The SiteIS situatedon a curved length of Alexandra Road adjacentto number 9A wtuch 1snear 
the junction to Helena Road. 

56 There was at one tune a dwelling on this site called “The Nook”, though this was demohshed 
some years ago 

5.7 Thus IS a predominantly residential area to the North West of Rayleigh town centre The 
immediate areaconsistsof a rmxed street scenemcludmg houses,bungalows and chalets. 

5.8 Rayleigh Town Council consider the proposal to be an over developmentof a narrow sue. 

59 The County Surveyor recommends that condmons be attached requirmg pedestrian vlsibihty 
splays and a mmunum of 3 parkmg spaceswith a double width hardstandmg be provided for 
each dwelhg. 

5 10 The Essex County Council (Environmenti Services Directorate) confirms that an Elm tree 
at the far end of the development sxe subject to a County Tree PreservatmnOrder 2/70 ~111not 
be affected and has no objection to the proposal 

5.11 The Environment Agency has no objections to the proposal 

5 12 AngIian Water Services has no objectloti subjectto no bulldings bemg erected wlthm 3metres 
of the centre hne of the pubhc, sewer cmssmgthe site. 
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5 13 Two letters of ObJection have been recerved from the adjacent properttes ettber stde of the site. 
The maul concern of the restdents at number 17 1s that the proposed dwellmg m plot 2 prolects 
forward in relatton to their propert). by some 4m causmg overshadowmg. The restdents of 
nutnber 9A are matrdy concerned over the destgn and hetght of the proposed dwellmgs as well 0 
as overcrowdmg of the stte and the fact that the garage to the dwellmg located m plot 1 will be 
butlt up to the stde boundary 

5 14 The princtple plamung constderattons matertal to this appeal can be summarmed aa follows: 

Design and visual impad, 
Impact on amenities of adjoining occupants. 

5 15 The proposal should be considered m relatton to the standard design gutdance. Thts is 
contained in Appendtx 1 of the Local Plan and The Essex Design Guide. 

DESIGN Ah% VISUAL IMPACT 

5.16 Thts part of Alexandra Road has a very mtxed array of property styles and so the design of the 
properties would not stand out in respect of the larger composition of the area. Archttecmrally 
they make use of destgn features such as pttched roofs over the garage and rear ground floor 
extenston as well as a htpped roof for the main house reducmg its mass and appearance in the 
street scene. 

5 17 The proposed dwelhngs do meet standards that are applted to new houses m respect of garden 
stze and plot width. They each have a minimum prtvate zone garden area of approxmutely 
300sqm as well as a sue frontage of 9.6m whtch ts in lute with policy requirements 

5.18 Each dwelltng wtll also require a mtnitmmt of 3 off street parktng spaces and these are to be 
provtded by a garage and two spaces on the drtveway. The said garages are part mtegral at the 
sides of the dwellmgs and they abut the boundary rather than achteve the lm separatton 
required between any new property and the boundary. In all other respects the proposals 
achteve the required separatton to the sue boundarms Offtcers have asked the agent to t-evtse 
this element of the scheme wtthout success There are also many examples this style of garage 
(up to the side boundaries) in the street, of whtcb numbers 5.7.9 and 9A Alexandra Road are a 
clear case in point. In additton, the Local Plan policy relating to the separation of dwellmgs 
actually states that. 

‘It ts accepted that a total side to side separation of two metres may not be achxvable 
ln all Lw.res relantlg to ingill applmtions ( 

5 19 In summary, whilst the garage projections do not achieve the lm separation, the general 
character of the ‘area and the street scene will not be detrtmentaily affected 

IMPACT ON AMENITIES OF ADJOINING OCCWIEXI 

520 The dwellmg m plot two projects forward some 4m m front of Number 17 Alexandra Road. 
Whtlst there IS almost 3m separatton between the boundary and Number 17, gtven the bend m 
the road and the pattern of development at thts pomt, tt would be more appmprtate for this 
dwelling to be resited rearward by some 2m The agent ts minded to accommodate thts request 
and at the same time ensure separation from the mam dwellmg retains the lm requirement. 

5.21 Fenestratton on each side elevation ts kept to a mmmmm reducmg the tmpact on adjacent 
properttes and restrtcted to the proposed level 
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5 22 The two plots would provide a 4Gmlong garden to the rear of the dwellmgs and the plots back 

on to the rear gardens of Numbers 15 and 17 Helena Road removing any overlookmg issues 
from this vantage 

5.23 The agent ts wtlhng to rest&ethe dwelling m plot 2 further back to create a more samfactory 
pattern of development and: to accommodatethe request of Anghart Water. In terms of the 
garages being sited on tire boundary, the applicant ts unwtllmg to accommodatethrs standard 
htghltghted m the supplementaryplannmg guidanceof Appendix 1 (Local Policy - Separationof 
Dwellmgs) The Local Planning Authority must realistically compare the proposal wnh what IS 
already existmg m the street scene It mustbe determined whether the proposed dwellmgs are 
so much worse m terms of design and mtpacton the street scene, or that a refusal of planmng 
permtsston could beJustified Officers consideron balancethat tb~s~111nor be the case. 

Recommendatton 

5 24 The Corporate Director (Law, Plannmg and Admmistration) recommendsthat the appltcahon 
be delegated to the Director to approve should tlte appeal against non determmatton be 
wnhdrawn, subject to revised plans indicating the dwellmg in plot 2 bemg restted satisfactorily 
rearward and to the followmg head of condittons as well as an mformattve regarding the 
requuements of Anglian Water and/or a reslhng to accommodatetheir request Alternatively, 
tf the appeal IS not withdrawn tt 1s recommendedthat Members confirm that the Counctl’s 
response on appeal ts bas& on the abovereport and intent to approve subject to the fohowmg 
condttions: 

01 SC4 TIME LIMITS - FULL STD 

02 SC14 MATERIALS To BE USED 

03 SC22 PD RESTRICTED WTNDOWS 

04 SC51 ENCLOSE/SCREENING 

05 SC66 PEDESTRIAN VISIBILITY SPLAYS 

06 SC81 GARAGE AND HARDSTANDING - AMENDED 
The dwelhngs shall not be occupied before the garagesand a double width hardstandingswith a 
mimmum wtdth of 5m have been latd out and constructed in thetr enttrety and made avatlable 
for use. Thereafter, the said garages and hardstands shall be retamed and maintamed m the 

a 
approved form and used solely for the parkmg of vehtcles and for no other purpose whtch 
would tmpede vehicle parktng. 

07 SC70 VEHICULAR ACCESS - DETAILS 

08 SC59 LANDSCAPE DESIGN - DETAILS 

09 SC60 TREE & SHRUB PROTECTION 

a 
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Fl0694/9SiROC PARISH OF CANEWDON l 6 
ESSEX MARINA. CREEKSEA FERRY ROAD. WALLASEA ISLAND 

REMOVE EXISTING ROUNDABOUT AND FLOODGATES, EXTEND CONCRETE 
RAMP To PROVIDE ACCESS OVER THE SEA WALL ‘IU REGRADED EXISTING 
SLIPWAYS, INCLUDING PROVISION OF STEEL PILED JETTY To SUPPORT 
TRAVELIFT BOAT HOIST 

Applicant ROBIN LEVY 

Zomng Metropohtan Green Belt; Roach Valley Conservation Zone, 
Spectal Landscape Area; Coastal Protechon Area 

Plannina Apnhcatton Detatls 

61 Thts apphcatton relates to improvements and addttions to the extsting arrangements for 
launching and recovermg boats at the Essex Marma and asscctated boatyard Currently, one of 
the two extstmg slipways is accessed through removable floodgates m the sea wall and the other 
via a ramp over the sea wall The apphcatton proposes to replace the floodgates and close the 

* sea wall by means of a graded semrcircular concrete apron to gave a ramped access over the 
sea wall for all boat movements 

62 The concrete apron will extend across the end of the access roadway, which is private from the 
Junchon wtth Creeksea Ferry Road, and necessttate the removal of the roundabout below the 
Harbour Master’s Office whtch has a tree and a number of shrubs planted in the mtddle thereof 

63 The westernmost slipway which is currently served by a ramped approach is to be ratsed to the 
top of the sea wall beyond which it wtll slope gently for the first 42 metres to an open steel pde 
braced structure which will support tracks for a travelling hotst for larger boats Boats could 
also be launched from the end of the concrete platform by fork hft truck. The end of the hotst 
structure wtll extend out as far as the extstmg fuel barge whtch IS moored at the end of the first 
marina pontoon 

6.4 The revtsed gradtent of the eastern most shpway will be much shallower and is Intended for the 
trailer launchmg of smaller boats 

65 A public footpath currently runs along the top of the sea wall to etther stde of the extsting 
sltpways and a &fficult route needs to be negonated to travel from one side to the other The 
new proposals wtll gtve an umnterrupted route along the top of the new apron approachmg the l sltpways 

66 In a letter accompanying the applicatton, tt is stated that thts proposal IS a prelude to a further 
apphcanon for the comprehensive development of the sue involvmg the of the ma~onty 

bmldmgs, the Wardroom Hotel, car parking and open boat storage areas to provide modem 
bmldmgs m keepmg wtth the requtrements of chandlers, sat1 makers, marme engmeers, boat 
budders and repatrers and modernised licenced facllmes 

67 The current apphcation is submttted however because tt is unportant that the factlity IS mstalled 
and operational by next Sprmg The mstallation of the new travel hotst facility does not depend 
on any of the other sue works proposed smce the haulmg and launchmg of boats IS a stand 
alone facdity whtch wtll use the open boat storage factlmes m thetr extstmg form. 

6.8 There 1s no relevant pianmng htstory on the sue 
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Consultations and Reuresentanons 

69 Pa&sham Parish Council, Ramblers Association, J?sszx Wildlife Trust, Rochford 
Hundred Amenities Society - No comments received at the tune of wnrmg but will be 
reported at the meetmg if received 

a

6 10 Crouch Harbour Authority - No obJec&on in principle but a works licence will be reqmred 
and details of any necessary dredging submitted. (The applicants have now confirmed that no 
dredgmg will be necessary) 

6 11 Environment Agency - The prior wrItten consent of the Agency for the proposed stmcmres 
and works wdl be required under various relevant Acts. 

6.12 Head of Health, Housing and Community Care - No adverse comments subJect to Srandard 
Informattve SI16 being attached to any consent granted 

6.13 Head of Environmental Policy and Initiative - Repork that the proposal could well affect the 
local environment and due to the sensttlve nature of the site English Nature’s comments should 
be heeded to ensure Pohcy RC3 could be met. 

6.14 English Nature - Are of the opimon that the proposal would not adversely ;affect the 
conservation ObJeCctlVeSor integrq of the Cmuch and Roach l%uaries Special Protection Area 
and Ramsar Sue and IS not directly connected with the management of the site for nature 
conservation. If carrred out m the manner specrfied, thts project wrll not, m the opmion of 
Engltsh Nature, adversely affect the conservation ObJectiVes and the mtegrtty of the site This 
advice also apphes to the Site of Special Scientific Interest Enghsh Nature is of the opimon that 
the proposal will not affect the wtldhfe interest of the site. 

6.15 Maldon District Council - No ObJectIon 

6.16 An mdwldual ~11th an Interest in the Roach ValIey Conservation Zone cannot support the 
applicanon for the following reasons:-

1. The proposed strucmre would have a detrimental visual impact on the area. - I 
2 It is ‘immediately adjacent to the revised coastal ESA proposed recemly by 

MAFF and the views from there should be considered. 

3 Is the proposal really necessary, are there su%clent large boats to Justify such 
an ugly structure being put mto such a se&we area? 

4. Have any hydrological studies been carried out to determme, the effect of the 
changes on the water flow and the rwer bed? It IS reahsed it IS an open 
structure but ratsing and extending the concrete slipway could result m changes 
to the rover bed and accumulation of silt and with the anncrpated Increase m 
tide levels, m&g the concrete to the top of the sea wall could lead to floodmg. 
Alternanvely, there may be a further application to Increase the amount of 
concrete 

Material Plannme Constderattons 

6 17 Whilst the basic Essex Marma site IS within the Metropohtan Green Belt, the main sue of this 
application IS m an area of no notation on the Local Plan wltbm the kver Crouch The Marma 
could be regarded as a Major Developed Site m the Green Belt as referred to in Annex C of 
PPG2 where redevelopment may be permuted. 
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6 18 The Locai Plan recognises m Chapter 6, Letsure and Tourrsm, that Essex Marma rs the most 
appropriate locanon for mcreases m pontoon and mooring factlities to whmh rlus proposal wrll 
be complementary 

6 19 The applicatton 1s basmally for replacement and improved factlmes for an important lersure 
faciltty whrch 1s an asset to the Drstrtct providing factlmes on the heavdy populated area south 
of the river to complement those on the north 

6.20 Although the new slipways and travellmg hors1 will be more prominent than those existmg, they 
will be viewed in the context of the much larger docking factlutes and vessels at the nearby 
Baltic Wharf to the west and are not out of character m tins type of locanon The travel hoist 
that currently operates here has to he totally immersed in water when used wtth consequent 
dtfftcultms in bad weather and the htgh level of stltation means the present sltpways are 
frequently unusable 

6 21 The revised arrangements for contmuing and lommg the fmtpath along the sea wall between the 
slipways will be a much safer and more convement arrangement than the extstmg and is to be 
welkmed. 

6 22 Although the removal of the roundabout resultmg m the loss of trees and shrubs IS somewhat 
regrettable, tt IS arguable that they are inappropriate m thts location and that overall 

‘a environmental improvements wrll ensue as a result of thts development and the further planned 
improvements to the general Marma complex. 

6.23 Engltsh Nature and the Crouch Harbour mittally expressed concerns regarding the posstble 
need for and effects of dredging, but the applmants have wruten to confirm that no dredgmg 
wtll be required to enable the new construction to take place 

Recommendahon 

6 24 The Corporate Director (Law, Planuing and Administration) reeomm ends that tlus appltcatton 
be approved subject to the followmg condrtion - 

01 TIME LIMITS FULL SC4 

02 MATERIALS To BE USED SC14 
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OL/O507/981ROCRAYLEIGH TOWN COUNCIL AREA 

41-67 LOWER LAMBRICKS RAYLEIGH 

OUTLINE APPLICATION TC ERECT 10 HOUSES COMI’RISINC 8 DETACHED AND 2 
SEMI-DETACHED UNITS WITH PRIVATE DRIVE ACCESS (DEMOLISH EXISTING 
STORAGE BUILDING) 

Apphcant: F G BRUSCHWEILER LTD 

zoning~ Restdennal 

Site Frontage. Approx 95m Sue Depth. Varies from approx. 38m to 43 5m 
Sue Area: 0 32ha (0 Bacres) Densuy 31 ldph (12.6dpa) 

Introductron 

71 An appeal agamst nondetermmation has been lodged m relation to tbts scheme and wrrtten 
representatronshavebeen requestedby the appellants. 

1.2 Members vtews are sought on the issuesset out in the “Summary of Plamung Considerations” 
forming the basis of the Councrl’s case at appeal or altematndy, should the applicant be 
mmded to withdraw the appeal, the Dtrector be authortsed to determine the appeal in 
accordancewtth the recommendation. 

A&cation Detatls 

13 The applrcants are.seekmg outline planning permission to demolrsh some existing single storey 
pitched roofed commercial warehouse burldings and erect 10 housescomprising 8 detachedand 
2 semr detached houses Suing and meansof accessare applied for at tbts stage as shown on 
the site and lOCatIOn plans, other drawings are for ilhrstranve purposesomy The majority (7) of 
the proposed houses comprtse frontage development ta Lower Iambrtcks but three of the 
dwellmgs mchtdmg the pan of semts are located to the rear accessedvia a wide private drive. 
The site and existmg bulldings are currently used for the storage of furmture and distrtbutron 
purposes. 

7.4 The site is located to the north of Rayleigh Town Centre and to the west of Hockley Road 
wuhm an estabhshed residential area. It abnts an area of Public Open Space whrch lies 
immediately next to its easternboundary, 

Relevant Plasma Hrstory 

Apphcatrons EEClRAYl43148, EECiRAYl64148 and EEC/RAY/37149 related to the 
mamtfacrure of bricks and dogging sand, bnckearth and assowatedmatters and were granted 
pelmiss1on. 

Application EEC/RAY1186/58 for the change of use to furmture storage bmldmgs granted on 
25th November 1958 subsequent applications EECiRAY/34/65, EEC/RAY/130/66 and 
EEC/RAY/108167 related to external torlets, re-erectton of a building damaged by fire and 
assocrateddevelopment. 

75 Other applicanons in the late 1960’s and early 1970’s related to caravan storage, a smgle 
dwelling, a warehouse and fuel tank, alterations to an existing buildmg and erection of a chalet 
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76 Outhne Apphcatmn EEC/RAY/426/73 for the erectmn of 27 flats was refused perrmsslon on 
13th December 1973 on grounds of overdevelopment of the site, out of character with 
surroundmg development, madequate amemty space, madequate provtslon for the off loadmg 
and tummg of service vehicles and no provlslon for visitor parking. 

7.7 Apphcation ROC/1130/80 to replace exlstmg toilets granted permtssion on 41h February 1981 

78 Application ROC/656/86 for the erection of a two storey warehouse was refused plamung 
penrusslon on 21st November 1996 on grounds of mtenstication of an exlstmg non conformmg 
use, including addltlonal heavy goods vehicle movements detrnnental to highway safery and 
consequent noise and distnrbance undermining the amemties of local residents. 

Comultatlons and Reuresentatlons 

79 Raylcigh Town Council comment that they have no obJections to thu; proposal 

7.10 The County Surveyor has no objection subject to appropriate conditions bemg imposed on any 
declslon notlce issued He also confii that the assess road serving the three propemes to the 
back of the site could be reduced to 4 1 metres provided it IS splayed to a suttable dropped kerb 
crossing and a sl7.e. 3 Nming area is constructed abutting plots 8 to 10. 

7.11 The County Plarmer(Specialist Architectural Advice) advlsed verbally that the proposal has 
several failmgs mcludmg a predornmance of integral garage house types shoe homed mto the 
site To acheve larger gaps will necessnate reducmg the density and providing detached 
garagmg so that garage doors do not unduly dommate front elevations cotmstent with the 
immwllate envnnnmentldwelhngs in the v~cnnty This would also remove potenhal poor visual 
impact of dommant car parkmg to the front of the dwellings together with numerous areas of 
hard standing Generally a greater vananon in house types 1s suggested. 

7 12 This would also enable more generous landscapmg to the frontage. This IS consrdered nnportant 
in view of the sites’ proximity to the public open space winch forms the backcloth to the sne. 

7 13 Also that a size 3 hnning facility should be provided and that the access does not have to be as 
wide as shown (9m) as it 1s servmg only three propemes to the rear ie could be of private drive 
dunenslons which wrll also give scope to compensate for the aforementioned reYlslons 
suggested. 

7 14 On matters of detail it 1s noted that plot 8 does not have a full 1 metre separation to the 
boundary abutting the pubhc open space and that if plots 8 to 10 to the rear are acceptable m 
prmctple a condmon removing Pernutted Development Rtghts with respect to the provisIon of 
wmdows and obscure glazing ~111 have to be unposed to appropriate elevations which are 
consIdered hkely to overlook the exlstmg and proposed dwellmgs in Lower Lambricks 

7.15 An&n Water has no ObJecttons to rase in principle to the proposals from the planning aspect 
SubJeCt to the lmposttron of a comhtion that foul and surface water drainage detals are 
subnutted for the approval in wrmng by the local planmng authority. 

7 16 The Environment Agency has no objection to the proposed development as submitted 

7 17 The Head of Health Housing and Community Care has no adverse cpmments subject to 
standard mfotmatlve SI16 (Control of Nmsances) being attached to any pemusston granted 

7.18 The County Planner (Specialist Archaeological Advice) advtses that the site IS a former 
quarry and thts would have resulted in the removal of any archaeological temams He therefore 
confirms that m this mstance no archaeologtcal con&non need be attached to any planmng 
pemuss10n ISSUed. 
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7 19 The RayleIgh CIVICSociety support the apphcanon on behalf of two of Its members who hve 

near the sne as it will result m removal of a non - conformmg use and associatedcommercial 
traffic problems They acknowledge that the land is zoned for resldentlal purposesbut constder 
it essentialthat the small open spaceto the rear of the sne should remain undeveloped. 

7 20 22 letters have been submttted by local resldems 6 of which are from three households. 10 
letters positively support the proposal. 8 arc m favour m principle subject to conduions and 4 
object The collechve commentsand concerns are summanscdbelow. 

a) Those m favour emphastsethat It will remove the exlstmg non conforming 
warehouse use and associatednoise and disturbance mcludmg heavy lorry 
traftic which frequents the satecausmg damageto pavements, street furniture 
etc 

b) Those 8 which are in favour but raise the followmg pomts:-

: i) Opposnion to any more than 10 propemes on the site 
I’ 

ii) Concern to ensure that when the buddmgs are demolished that the 
roofs, If constructedfrom asbestossheetmg,arc removed safely 

iii) Adequate surface water dramage 1spmvlded as there is a history of 
local floodmg 

iv) Suggesta pubhc footpath ISprovided within and to the north side of the 
sne to afford accessto the POS by children at present excluded by the 
present distant access. 

Traffic calmmg 1smtroduced as part of the scheme withm the Sne to 
lessen traftic speedswIthin this part of Lower Lambncks. 

70% of tree cover to the frontage has been removedand would wtsh to 
ensure that substantialcompensatory landscapmgISprovided wnhin the 
present proposal 

One resident 1sconcernedabout possible encroachmenton his land. 

c) Objections nused on the grounds of.-

‘1) The proposal wdl create increased traffic and would be very intrusive 
resulting in mcreascdnmse from addinonal famkes movmg into the 
nqhbourhood. 

“1 that the 2 semi detachedhousesshould be excluded to allow more room 
for car parking as this is a problem m the vlcl~llty of the Sue 

#iii) i “Toe in the door” threat to developmg the open space land’behind the 
site 

IV) To central private drive accessroad proposal wiuch 1sconsIdered to be 
mcompatlble wnh surrounkng frontage developmentand from residents 
living opposne the proposed accessabout mcreasedroad notse and the 
effects of head hghts shmmg directly mto their hvmg room windows 

19 Detrunental effect on exlstmg house values. 
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Material Planninn Constderattons 

7 21 The main planing tssues mater& to Members consideration of this application are the effect of * 
the proposal on : 

i) Pohcy, character and appearance of the area; 

II) Its unpact on the living condmons of neighbouring residents 

i) Policy, Character and Appearance of the Area 

7 22 Members ~111 recall the thrust of Structttre Plan Polictcs BE1 and 2 and PPG3 - Housing, to the 
effect that full and effective use should be made of land companble with the area Thts 
proposal IS not in conthct wnh thts approach. 

7.23 Pohcies form an integral part,of the development plan and m parttculat pohcy Hl9 supports the 
prmciple of the development of smaI1 sites in def& residential areas but wtll assess each site 
on its mdtvidual merits havmg due regard to policy Hll. 

7 24 The site ts allocated for residential purposes and the key tssues m considermg this applicatton ts 
whether or not the proposal 1s acceptable m residential amenity, layout and highway terms 
wnhm the contcxt of Policy Hll whtch mcmdes reference to adopted desrgn polictes and 
aspects of the Essex Design Guide for residentral areas and related highway standards as 
contained withm Appendtx 1 of the plan. 

7 25 The relattonshtp of new to extsting dwellmgs 1s considered to be acceptable wuhm the context 
of the surroundmg frontage development m this instance The character of the immediate 
restdenttal area cotmsts of two storey housmg displaying a mixture of houses wnh both mtegral 
and detached garagmg. 

I 26 The potenttal scale of the development ts generally acceptable in thts mstance and must be 
considered m relationship to other two storey development in the vicimty and the existmg 
substantial commercial buildmgs on the site Although style storey they have hrgh pttch roofs 
and substantial bulk and their removal together with vartous contamers and sundry items 
associated with the existmg operatton will be a constderable improvement to the urban street 
scene in thts location. 

127 The proposal conforms to the detailed tccbntcal cnterta m Appendix 1 of the District Plan 
including amenity space, parking and so on which is satisfactory m thts instance Though the 
southern tip of plot 8 1s fracttonally below the one metre separauon to its southern boundary 
and therefore contrary to strict apphcatton with adopted Supplementary Plannmg Guidance 
spectficd wnhm the BDLP tt ts side on to the Open Space which is unhkely to be developed and 
therefore the coalescence which it seeks to prevent wtll not occur m any event. The density is 
31.1 per hectare (12 58 per acre) The layout is satisfactory, reasonably consistent wnh 
surroundmg development 

I 28 In concluston the proposal ts acceptable in terms of policy, character and appearance and it 
does not entail serious loss of amentty to local restdents and the eltmmation of the extstmg non 
conforming commercial use IS en&rely consistent wtth the atms of POLICY H24 whtch seeks to 
safeguard the amemtics and character of restdenttal areas 



ii) Its Impact on tbe Living Conditions of Neighbouring Residents 

l 7.29 The accesses to the proposed garagmg to the frontage and pnvafe drive development to the 
rear are considered adequate and satisfactory. Also the County Surveyor does not ratse 
ObJeCtiOn subject to approprtate planmng condmons bemg met and considers a reductton m the 
wtdth of the private drive servmg the 3 properttes to the rear of the stte to 4,1m acceptable and 
an mcrease of the tmmng head to a sn.e 3 to cater for fire apphances. Restdents concerns about 
addmonal traffic must be balanced agamst the fact that the sue contams an establtshed 
commercial use whrcb attracts heavy goods vehicles and assocrated noise and disturbance. The 
estabhshed access bemg from Lower Lambncks. 

7 30 The 3 plots proposed withm the body of the site reqmre careful treatment espectally plot 8 to 
ensure no undue loss of amemty occurs due to overlooking of existmg or proposed frontage 
development to Lower Lambncks Accordmgly, a condmon 1s recommended controlling 
windows to these 3 plots 

7.31 The apphcant has also been asked for clarification of the site dunenstons and boundames 

Recommendanon 

7.32 The Corporate Dtrector (Law, Planning and Admimstration) recommends that the applicatron 
be delegated to the Director to approve should the appeal agamst non-determination be II withdrawn, SubJeCtto revised plans mdlcating the private dnve and turmng head arrangements 
outlined above, as well as the clartfication of the site dimensions and boundaries and to the 
followmg beads of condihons Altemattvely, if the appeal is not wtthdrawn it IS recommended 
that Members confirm that the Council’s response on appeal 1s based on the above report and 
Intent to approve. 

01 SC2 RESERVED MATTERS - STD 

02 SC3 TIME LIMITS OUTLINE - STD 

03 SC9 REMOVAL OF BUILDINGS 

04 SC49 MEANS OF ENCLOSURE - OUTLINE 

05 SC58 LANDSCAPE DESIGN - DETAILS 

06 SC78 CAR PARKING PROVISION 

07 SC83 SITE LEVELS 

08 SC84 SLAB LEVELS 

09 SC66 PEDESTRIAN VISIBILITY SPLAYS 

10 SC91 FOUL WATER DRAINAGE 

11 SC90 SURFACE WATER DRAINAGE 

12 NON STANDARD comrrIoN 
a) Wtth respect to the details (“Reserved Matters”) to be submuted pursuant to condition 01 the 
detarls of the proposed first floor fenestratton to the stde and rear elevations of plots 8. 9 and 10 
shall be destgned to ensure that mere is no undue overlookmg to the existmg dwellings and 
proposed dwellings mcludmg prtvate amenity space serving these plots. 
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b) Any wmdows provided at first floor level to comply wuh thts con&on shall be obscure 
glazed to the rear and west stde elevanons to plot 8, the rear elevatron to plot 9 and to the rear 
and west side elevatton of plot 10, except for a maximum of one clear glazed window which 0 
may be provided at first floor level to the rear elevatton of plot 10 

C) Furthermore notwlthstandmg tk provisions of Artxle 3, Schedule’2, Part 1, Class A of the 
Town and Country Plannmg (General Permitted Development) Order 1995, (mcludmg any 
Order revokmg and reenactmg that Order, wtth or without mod&anon) no further wmdows, 
doors or other means of opemng shall be mseti above first floor fimshed floor level on the 
satd elevatrons m addinon to any which may be approved as part of a “Reserved Matters” 
appltcatron 

13 NON STANDARD CONDITION 
The private drtveway leading to plots 8 to 10 to the rear of the site shall be 4.lm ln width and 
have a mmmg head (eg size 3) capable of accommodating a fire appliance m accordance wuh 
detatls whxh shall be submuted to and agreed in writmg by the Local Plannmg Authority and 
carrred out as agreed pnor to the occupatton of the said plots. 

14 SC65 FORWARD VISIBILJTY SPLAYS 
No development requistte for the erectton of plots 8 to 10 hereby permhtted shall commence, 
before the pnvate driveway referred to at condmon 13 above, has been kud out and constructed 
so as to ensure that vtslbthty splays provldmg clear and continuous views of traffic measurmg 8 
2 0 metres by 60 metres within the limits of the site to both sides of the private dnveway have 
been provided m accordance with details whxh shall previously been submitted to and agreed 
in wntmg by the Local Planning Authority Once provided any such sight splays shall 
thereafter be retained and malntamed m the approved form, free of obstrucuon above a height 
of 6OChmn above fimshed surface of the private drove, nohvnhstandmg the provisions of Article 
3, Schedule 2, Part 2, Class A of the Town and Country Planmng (General Permitted 
Development) Order 1995 (mcluding any Order revokmg or reenacting that Order, with or 
wuhout modtfication). 

15 SC74 ACCESS WAYS SURFACE FINISH 
The private dnveway referred to at condmons 13 and 14 and drIveways to the mdlvidual 
properties shall be constructed and completed in permanent materials, prior to use by vehxular 
traffic and/or the respective dwellings first being occupied, m accordance with detatls which 
shall prevtously have been submitted to and agreed m writmg by the Local Plamung Authority. 
Thereafter the surface finishes of the private droves shall be retained in the approved form. 
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98/00784/DP3 RAYLMGH TGWN COUNCILl 8 
GLEBE COUNTY INFANTS SCHOOL CRESWICK AVENUE RAYLEIGH 

REPLACE EXISTING CHAIN LINK FENCING WITH 18M HIGH PALISADE 
FENCING AND GATES 

Apphcant: ESSEX COUNTY COUNCIL 

Zonmg: Primary School 

Plamtina Aunlicatton Details 

8.1 Thts appltcatton ts made by Essex County Council and proposes the erecnon of a steel palisade 
fence at two entry pomts to Glebe County Prmrary School, the end of Phtlbrtck Crescent and 
the end of Glebe Dnvc 

8.2 The determmmg Authonty for thts applicahon 1sEssex County Council, the role of Rochford 
Dtstrict Council in this instance is that of a consultee. 

I) 
Plamung Hrstoq 

8.3 Essex County Council granted planning permission for a steel paltsade fence and pedestrian 
gates on the Talbot Avenue frontage of Rayleigh Glebe Infant and Jumor School via appltcatton 
CC/O682/97/ROC. 

8.4 Other numemus planning permissions have been granted m the past for developments whtch 
mamly relate to the educational purpose of the she e g demountable classrooms, extensions to 
classrooms. 

Consultattons and Reuresentattons 

85 The County Surveyor - no comment. 

Matertal Planning Considerations 

8.6 The palisade fence and pedestrmn and vehtcular gatesproposed by tins applicatton will replace 
an extstmg chant lmk fence at the Philbrick Crescent entrance to the school whtch has a road 
frontage of some 10m and the Glebe Drtve entrancewhtch also has a road frontage of l&n 

87 The steel palisade fencmg ts to be appmxmrately 1.8m htgh and will include access gates for’ 
pedesmans at the Philbnck Crescent East entry pomt and vehicular accessto playmg field only 
vta the Glebe Drive entry point. 

8.8 The proposed fence ts similar to that approvedat the Talbot Avenue entrance to the school with 
a colour fimsh of dark green and ts constdercdto be acceptablein planning terms 

89 The existing cham lmk fencmg is often subject to vandahsm and tt ts suggested that the 
proposed fencmg will give greater security to the site 

Recommendanon 

8 10 The Corporate Director (Law, Plamtmg and Administration) recommends that Essex County 
Counctl be advlscd that Rochford District Council have no ObJeCtiOtIS to the development 
proposed by thts appltcation, subject to the followmg condittons 

l PAGE28 ,, cpi.lp 
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01 TIME LIMITS FULL - STD SC4 

02 NON STANDARD CONDITION 
No works reqmstte for the lmplementatton of any part of the development hereby permuted 
shall commence, except as in accordance with prectse detatls (mcludmg samples) of the 
proposed colour and fimsh of the palisade fencing and pedestrtan and vehmular gates to be 
erected, whtch shall prevtously have been submttted to and approved m WClhng by the Local 
Phumhtg Authority Thereafrer, the development shall be retamed and maintamed m the 
approved form, notwithstandmg the provtstons of Arttcle 3, Schedule 2, of the Town & 
Country Plamung (General Petmttted Development) Order 1995. 
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98/00780/0UT RAYLEIGH TOWN COUNCIL AREA 

RAYLEIGH TENNIS CLUB WATCHFIELD LANE RAYLEIGH 

ERECT 5 DETACHED DWELLINGS WITH GARAGES PRIVATE DRNE ACCESS AND 
TURNING FACILITIES 

Applicant RAYLEIGH TENNIS CLUB 

Zoning: Restdenttal 

Site Area 0 422 ha. Gross densrty 12 per ha. (5 per acre) 

9.1 Thts 1s a revtsed outlme appltcation for the erection of 5 dwellmgs followmg refusal of 
OL/O598/97/ROC by the Comrmttee on 3 September 1998. The previous report is appended for 
Members’ mformation. The only item on whtch approval is sought under thts apphcatton ts the 
means of access, with sitmg, design, landscaping and external appearance to be reserved for 
later approval. 

92 The apphcatton for the replacement temus club in London Road on the we& stde of Rayletgh 
has now been approved 

93 The reasons for refusal of the previous a&cation, agamst which an appeal has been lodged 
wtth a hearing scheduled for 23 February, were:- 

The proposed development, by reason of the site levels rekzttve to adjoimng propem& 
and the two storey nature of the proposed dwelltags, would lead to overlookmg of these 
adjacent dwellings and the loss ofprivacy to the occupants thereof ’ 

9.4 In the previous apphcatton, the proposed dwelling muts were descrtbed as being of ‘two-storey 
chalet design’ but this revtsed scheme refers to ‘dwellings’ whtch in theory could include 
houses, chalets or bungalows. The Iml.strahve layout submttted wtth the application does 
however again indicate units of chalet style design, and the.layout has been amended wtth units 
re-orientated to give a better relauonshtp to the extsting surrounding dwellmgs. Thts plan ts 
subtmtted for mformation only and the layout shown does not form part of thts outline 
submtssion and the type of dwellmgs indicated do tmt necessarily reflect the properties which 
may subsequently be pursued at the detatled plamnng stage 

l 9.5 In a covermg letter, the agent states that the previous application was for exactly the same type 
of development in princtple wtth the same matters reserved for later approval, and ts aggrieved 
that an unreasonable and unprsttfied dectston appears to have been made on detailed planning 
grounds Thts new applicatton is therefore submttted m a genume attempt to enable the 
Committee to m-consider its position and hopefully make a favourable dectston whtch wtll 
enable the current appeal to be withdrawn 

Consultations and Representattons 

9.6 Rayleigb Town CotmciI - comments awatted 

9.7 County Surveyor -has snmlar requtrements and detatled specifications for the access road etc 
as the prevtous application includmg new dropped kerb crossing at the Junction wim Hugh 
Road, the road to termmate m a size 3 turning head, prqvislon of 1 8m wide footway, 
constructton of carriageway and fpotway to be to adoptable standard and provision of vtstbrlny 
splays 1,’ _. 
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98 County Planner (Archaeolo& - Full archaeological mvesngation condttmn required 

99 Anglian Water - No ObJecUon m principle subject to conclmons requirmg submIssIon of 
dramage detads. 

9 10 Head of Housing, Health and Community Care - no adverse comments sub&a to Standard 
InformatIve S116 (Control of Nmsances) bemg attached to any consent granted ’ 

9 11 A total of ten letters of objection have been rezaved from members of the public on the 
grounds of visual mtrus~on; out of character wuh surrounding development; unsmtable access; 
overlookmg and loss of pnvacy and loss of open space. The fear was also expressed that car 
headlights from the new development may shine mtn exlstmg propert~~ due to the difference m 
ground levels. Some respondents said they would not object to bungalows however, particularly 
if the number of umts were reduced. 

9 12 This apphcation Site 1s wlthii residentml allocation on the Adopted Local Plan and it IS 
proposed to relocate the tennis courts and provide improved facilihes elsewhere within the 
Dlstrlct for wluch planning pemussion has been granted. There is therefore no objectIon to the 
redevelopment of the sue for housmg in prmclple, and the sne ts clearly capable’ of 
accommodating 5 umts which would give an approximate gross density of 12 umts per hectare 
(or 5 units per acre). 

9.13 The major feature which needs to be taken mto account in assessmg the smtability of any 
development proposed for this stte is clearly the chfference tn ground level between tt and some 
of the surroundmg back gardens. In dus respect the two main aspects which could potentially 
give nse to problems are the visual dominance of the proposed dwellmgs and the hkelihood of 
overlookmg. 

9.14 In terms of overall mass, there may be httle difference between a bungalow with a reasonably 
pnched roof and a chalet. A conventional 2-storey house could appear unduly dominant 
however when viewed from the lower level back gardens to the east and panicularly south of 
the sne, where It may not be posstble to achieve as much isolation from the Site boundary, and 
where the difference in levels is at us greatest, as is the tree screemng which m the mam would 
amehorate any impact 

9.15 The muumum back to back distance recommended in the Essex Design Gmde to amehorate the 
effects of overlooking 1s 25 metres, whereas the mdicauve layout subtmtted with the 
apphcation shows about 43 metres to the propemes m Weir Gardens However, where there is 
a difference in ground levels as in this case, a higher above eye level screen may be necessary 
Clearly a conventional 2-storey house would appear lugher to the bungalows m Weir Gardens 
(some of which have been converted to chalets) than d they shared the same ground level, but 
the greater the separation htance between them, the less becomes the apparent dtfference. 

9 16 Where the proposed buildings flank onto the Site boundary, they are ltkely to be nearer the 
backs of existing propernes but the area of the side elevauon is only about half that of a front or 
rear elevation and therefore less dommant and overshadowmg. Overlooking ~111 be at an 
obhque angle where the new bmldmgs are at nght angles to the exlstmg rear boundanes and 
therefore mmimal, especially where screen plantmg already exMs. 

9.17 There IS an effectwe tall screen of evergreen trees on the boundary wtth 14-18, Ehzabeth 
Drive, and a lesser treeihedge screen on the majortty of the remamder of the southern and 
eastern boundaries. On the northern boundary, there IS a rmxture of hedges, screen fences and 
cham ltnk fencmg and the revised mdlcattve layout shows the proposed dwellings to be 
reasonably ~salated,tfrom.thii -boundary whichzas. a focus of concern on-the earlier indtcative ’ 
layout, but ~a.$assow~been.illurrated that &is can be effecttvely dealt wnh. 



l 
9 18 The fencmg and landscaping of the Snewould clearly be an important element m consideration 

of the detadedproposals should permlsslon be granted, not least to mmmuse the possibilny of 
disturbance by velucles, espectally from then headhghtsat mght. 

Conclusions 

9 19 This application must be determmed on the basis of the descrrption of the proposed 
developmentwhich 1sfor five resldentml units without the type bemg speclfted. The lllusuahve 
layout inchcatmg a chalet rype design must be ignored in determmmg whether this outline 
application 1sacceptablein prmciple. 

9.20 Having given the matter further careful conslderahon, your Officers are still of the same 
opinion that, partlcnlarly m view of the revLsedIllustrative layout and the screenplanting wluch 
already exists in part, it would be dtff%zultto resist appropnately designed chalets on this sne 
and that the apphcauon should not be refused on the grounds that the type of dwelling 1s not 
specified m the description of the development. 

9 21 Ytiur Officers do consider however, that conventional 2-storey development would be 
mappropriate on thts site in view of the bungalow/chalet character of the surroundmg 
development and the differences in ground levels, and therefore for the avoidance of doubt, a 
condition should be imposed speclfymg that the umts should be of bungalow or chalet design 

1) 
Recommendatron 

9.22 The Corporate DIrector (Law, Planning & Admmlstration) recommendsthat this application be 
approved subject to the followmg condrtions:-

01 SC2 RESERVED MATTERS - SPECIFIC 

02 SC3 TIME LIMITS OUTLINE 

03 NON STANDARD CONDITION 
No development requtsne for the erection of any of the dwellings hereby permuted shall 
commencebefore the following nnprovementworks havebeen carried out in full, 

- new dropped kerb crossing at the Junction with High Road 
- widemng of parts of the accessroad 
- provlslon of footway alongstde part of the carnageway 
- provtaion of passmgbays 
- provlslon of ramp(s) 
- constmtlon of the carnageway and footway to be to an adoptablestandardl - the road to terminate in a size 3 turning head 

Full details of all the above works shall first have been submitted to and agreed m wnring by 
the Local Planning Authority Such details shall mclude measuresto avoid damage to roots of 
the trees preservedunder TPO 11198(Tl and T2 ,) 

04 SC64 VISIBILITY SPLAYS - DETAILS 

05 SC67 PEDESTRIAN VISIBILITY SPLAYS 

06 SC78 CAR PARKING - PROVISION 

07 SC60 TREE AND SHRUB PROTECTION 

08 SC49 MEANS OF ENCLOSURE - OUTLINE 
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09 SC54 TREES TO BE RETAlNED 

10 SC96 ARCHAEOLOGICAL WORKS 

11 SC84 SLAB LEVELS 

12 SC58 LANDSCAPE DESIGN - OUTLINE 

~~NON~-~A~~CONDITION 
The dwellmgs hereby approved shall be of bungalow or chalet desgn. 
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II 

OL/O598’97’ROC RAYLEIGH TOWN COUNCIL AREA 

RAYLEIGH L4WN TENNIS CLUB HIGH ROAD RAYLEIGH 

ERECT 5 DETACHED TWO STGREY CHALET DESIGN DWELLINGS WITH 
GARAGES, PRIVATE DRIVE ACCESS AND TURNING FACILITIES 

Apphcant. RAYLEIGH TEh-NTS CLUB 

Zonmg. Residential 

Plannine Au&anon Details 

6.1 The apphcation sue has been used by Rayleigh Lawn Tennis Club for over thirty years and this 
proposal mvolves its redevelopment for 5 dwellings with garages.The Club is fmdmg the current 
site rather cramped and considers It to be madequatefor the long-term future. They hope to re-
locate to land opposite Little Wheatleys Chase, London Road and their planning apphcation is 
currently under consideration (OL/O607/97/ROC). 

6.2 The 0 422 hectare site currently contains 5 tenms courts surfaced wtth astrotmf, a parking area 
whmh can accommodate approxunately 25 cars and a pavtlmn wnh kitchen, bar and other 
facilities IS accessedvia Watchfteld Lane - a pnvate road - which in addition to servmg theIt 

tennis club uself, also serves 5 existmg dwellmgs Residential development surrounds the sue. 
which rs elevatedin comparison to land to the south and east, the properties on Weir Gardens and 
Ehzabcth Avenuebeing 2-3 metres lower than the tennis courts. Much of the site 1swell screened 
by exlsting trees/hedges,but parts are very open. 

6 3 Although the application is in outline form, wnh accessbemg the only detatl to be constdered m 
full at this stage, the apphcants have stated that the dwellings would be of chalet design, and a 
layout plan was submuted for illustrattvc purposes. Followmg dtscussions, this layout plan was 
amendedto indicate how a more acceptablelayout could be achieved. 

6.4 Widerung of part of the accessroad is proposed, together with junctton tmprovements There are 
two trees, a Birch and a Sycamore, m the grass verge along the prtvate drive whtch are protected 
by a Tree PreservationOrder (1 l/98). ~ 

Plannine History 

~4 6.5 Plannmg permission (F/O361/95/ROC) was refused on 4th April 1996 for the installation of 
floodhghts to tllummate three tennis courts via 12 x 6 metre high hghtmg cobmms. It was 

e constdered that such hghtmg would be detrimental to the amenity currently enloyed by local 
residents surroundmg the site, and would allow later usage of the courts, causing increased 
dtsturbanceto residents. A subsequentappealwas dnnussed on 18th December 1996 

Consultations and Reorcsentations 

6 6 Rayleigh Town Conncil notes that the sue has a residennal notation and that tt is elevated above 
existing dwclhngs, therefore care needs to be exercised to avoid the development leading to 
overlookmg, bungalows are seen as more approprtate. The standardmimmum garden stzes would 
need to be achieved,and it was also noted that more than five dwellmgs would be served from the 
private drove 
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67 The County Surveyor requires the followmg new dropped kerb crossmg at the Juncnon to 
agreed wuh Htghway Authong, access mad to be a rmmmum wtdth of 4 8m for at least l?m 
from the back of footway (and a 6m long ramp provided m thrs area), the road to taper OX er 5m to 0a mmmnun wtdthof 3.7m (with a 1 8m wide footway alongstde whole len-@t plus lm te 18m 
footnay m total, adjacent to 69 High Road), beyond the Sycamore tree the road should widen to 
provrde a passing bay of 1Om length x 4.8m width, then narrowing to 3 lm d acceptable for the 
use of fire appliances (3.7m tf not) and widening agam to 4.8m at the road bend to pmvtde a \ 
passmg bay, the road to termmate in a size 3 turnmg head; the cr--struction of the carriageway 
and footway to be to an adoptable standard, other standard conditions covenng vtsibiluy, garages, 
parkmg spaces and surfacmg materials. 

68 The Essex County ConnciI Archaeological Advisory Group reports that matenal from a pottery 
kiln dated at 14th-15th century was found m 1958 and 1974, following excavations at 77 High 
Road. Thus mdustnal area may extend mto the application sue so a planning con&ion reqmnng a 
programme of archaeological work will be necessary. 

69 The Head of Rousing, Health and Commnnity Care has no adverse comments subject to the 
standard mformahve SI16 (Conrrol of Nunames) being attached to any permisston 

6.10 The Council’s WoodIancls and Environmental Specialist points out that’ any 
cxcavation/wtdening of Watchfield Lane m the vicinity of the preserved Sycamore and Birch tre 
would damage the roots of these trees Careful consideranon must be given to these trees, Ideal1 1 
no widenmg will be required and any nnprovcment wtll involve a ‘no dtg’ construction or 
minimal surface disturbance. 

6 11 The Environment Agency has no ObJectIon. 

6.12 An&an Water recommends a condition requtrmg den& of foul and surface water drainage to be 
agreed before work commences. 

6.13 A wildhfe protection organisation reports that there is an item of mtcrest m the area which needs 
special comtderation 

6 14 Representatrons have been recetved from the occupants of 10 properties which border the site 
ObJecttom sre made on the grounds of: loss of prtvacy; noise and disturbance, mcluding from 
t&tic, chalets are out of character and mtrustve. the access 1s too narrow and will lead to 
congesnon: proximity of proposed dwelhngs to boundaries, loss of open area and recrcanonal 
facthty. loss of view. Approximately half of the respondents have no ObJection to restdcnttal 
development m prmctple but are concerned over detatls such as retention of trees, drainage, typ- 
of dwellings and theu proxtmny to sue boundaries. c 

6 15 The mam planning consideranons which are material to this proposal are: 

= Loss of recreattonal faciluy 
m Impact on amentty of adjoinmg occupants 
= Access 

LOSS OF RECREATIONAL FACILITY 

6 16 The apphcation sue IS part of a large area covered by restdenttal notatton on the Local Plan 
Proposals Map but has been used for tenms courts for more than thuty years In areas wnb such 
destgnation, residential development 1s generally acceptable in prmctple, however in thts 
particular case the loss of a recreational faciluy needs to be constdercd. 

i 0
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6.17 Local Plan Policy LT? states that ‘The Local Planntng Authonty wtll encourage the retentton of 
existmg pnvate playmg fields. sports grounds and open spaces’ Government advtce on the matter l is contamed m PPG17Spon and Recreation in whtch it is stated that the Government attaches 
great tmportance to the retennon of recreattonal and amenity open space m urban areas (para 25) 
The gmdance contmues ‘Development control decisions that would reduce open space should take 
mto account the relevant development plan poitctes, and whether tt IS to be replaced wub 
aitemattvc provision wnh sttnilar community benefit @ara 27) 

6 18 The temus club clearly has si-m&cant value as a recreattonal factlity in Raylc~gh Town centre, 
alben a private facihty operated on a membershtp basis The Agent reports that ‘the Tenms Club 
do not constder the somewhat cramped facilitms whmh extst to be adequate for the long-term 
future of the Club and wish to re-locate to a more stntable sue elsewhere m the area’. As 
menttoned at the begmnmg of thii report, the Club has submttted an applmatmn for new courts 
and anctllary factlnies on the edge of Rayletgh. on that stte they are hopmg to Include 
floodhghting to enable longer hours of use, which has not been possible in the current location 

6.19 The applicatton for new courts is still under consideration but, if approved, ,it would be an 
improved facility in terms of having more courts, floodlightmg etc, and would still be easily 
accesstble, being on the edge of the urban area. Whether this apphcation at London Road 1s 
approved or not, the Club has a clear intentton to find alternative premtss, thus tf the Watchfield 
Lane site was developed for housmg tt 1s highly unlikely the temns factlny wouki be lost 
completely. 

IhQACT ON AMENITY OF ADJOINING OCCUPANTS 

6.20 Restdentfal development surrounds the whole sue, the rear gardens of bungalows on Humber 
Close, Weir Gardens and Eltzabeth Avenue backing onto the stte The greatest degree of 
separation is to the east where the rear of the bungalows on Weir Gardens are a mml~llurn of 2lm 
from the application site boundary Dwellmgs to the north and south are much closer, falling to 
7m from the boundary: To the west a more recently built chalet is smtated lm from the stte 
boundary. 

6.21 Levels of surrpundmg land in relatton to the apphcatton sttc also vary constderably To the north 
levels are conststent wtth the applmation sne, to the east and south the land falls by 2-3 metres, 
and the property to the west known as ‘Courtside’ is elevated m relation to the tennis courts. 

6.22 The proposed dwellmgs are chalets wtth dormers so thctr impact m terms of ‘bulk’ and potential 
for overlooking, particularly in relation to extstmg dwellmgs which are close to the sue boundary 
and at lower levels, requires careful constderatton. 

Details of suing, design, external appearance and landscapmg wdl be constdcred m full atl 6.23‘reserved matters’ stage However, tt IS important at outline stage to be content that 5 chalets can 
be accommodated on this stte whilst ensuring reasonable standards of amenity are retamed by 
neighbouring occupants. The tllustrative layout plan demonstrates that a reasonable layout whtch 
goes beyond ‘mmnnum standards’ is achtevablc, together with an adequate relattonship between 
existmg and proposed dwellmgs, however tt IS considered that tmprovements are posstble, and 
these will be pursued when reserved matters details are submnted 

. 
6.24 The extsting natural screenmg around much of the stte provides a very important role m terms of . . . _. ^ protectmg prtvacy; a plannmg COndltlOn 

. . will requtre retention ot meSe tCXImS 

6.25 Noise and dtsturbance to extstmg restdents ts unlikely to be any worse than that caused by 
acttvmes at the tennis club. 



l 
ACCESS 
 

6.26 Watchfield Lane IS classed as a pnvate road, and it currently serves 5 dwellings and the tennis 
club If the apphcatron were approved, the road would serve 10 dwellings m total Whilst tt is 
considered reasonable to secure some nrqrovements to thts access road, tins should be weighed 
agatnst the fact that the access in ns current form does serve a stgnificant amount of traffic - so 
stnct adherence to all tbe usual standards may not be justified. 

? 
6 27 Imptovements to thts access toad were discussed with the applicants at an early stage and at that 

ttme nn-tcnon tmprovements were sought, and the apphcants amended the proposal accordingly. 
However having wnstdered the matter further, the County Surveyor is now requestmg less 
onerous aherattons at the Junction wnh Htgh Road and concentratmg more on ensuring that the 
road width aid construction is to a sunable standard to serve 10 dwellings. 

6.28 Details of the County Surveyor’s requirements have been set out above m the consultations 
section; these wtll be covered by condnion or, where appropriate, informattves. There IS concern 
over impact of construction works on the preserved trees, and, as part of a condnion, measures 
wiI1 be required to avoid damage to their roots 

Cbnclu<,om 

n Rayleigh Tennis Club plans to re-locate its facdities to another site in the area, so there i? 
expected to be no net loss of recreation space. 0 

= The development will make a useful contttbution to the housing supply near to the town centre. 

= Wnb carefully worded planning condiions and, where approprtate, mformatives, the tmpact on 
the occupants of adJOmmg propemes will not be unreasonable compared to their ptesenr levels 
of amenity livmg adjacent to a tenms club 

9 The development will result 111 an improved access road, whtch ~111 also be benefictal to 
restdents of existmg properties whtch are currently served from tt. 

Recommendation 

6.29 The Corporate Director (Servtces) recommends that this appticatton be approved subject to the 
following condttions: 

01 SC2 RESERVED MATTERS - SPECIFIC 

02 SC3 TIME LIMITS OUTLINE - STD l 
03 NON STANDARD CONDITION 
No development rqutstte for the erectton of any of the dwellings hereby permuted shall 
commence before the followmg improvement works have been carned out m full: 

- new dropped kerb crossmg at the Junction with High Road 
- wtdemng of parts of the access road 
- pro&on of a footway,aIongstde part of the carriageway 
- provision of passmg bays 
- provtsian of ramp/s 
- construcuon of the camageway and footway to be to an adoptable standard 
- the road to termmate in a size 3 tummg head 

4 



Full dwls of all the above works shall first have been submitted to and agreed m H rtttng b) the 
Local Plannmg Authonty Such details shall mclude measures to avotd damage to roots of the 

0 frets preserved under TPO 11198 Tl and T2 

04 SC64 VISIBILITY SPLAYS - DETAILS 

05 NON STANDARD CONDITION 

The velcular accesses to all dwelhngs hereby approved shall not be used by vehtcular traffic 
before sight splays measurmg 1.5m x 1 5m, providing unobstructed vtstbiltty of p-edesrnans usmg 
the adJoinIng footways. have been provided at both sides of the accesses at their Junctton wth the 
adjoining highway Once provided, the said vtstbihty splays shall thereafter be retained and 
mamtained in them approved fotm free of obstructton above a height of 6OGmm above the fimshed 
surface of the accesses. 

06 SC64 VISIBILITY SPLAYS - DETAILS 

07 SC78 CAR PARKING - PROVISION 

08 SC19 PD RESTRICTED - FENCES ETC 

09 SC60 TREE AND SHRUB PROTECTION 

10 SC49 - MEANS OF ENCLOSURE OUTLINE 

11 SC54 - TREES To BE RETAINED 

12 SC96 ARCHAEOLOGICAL WORKS 

13 SC84 SLAB LEVELS 

14 SC17 PD RIGHTS - EXTENSIONS 

15 SC18 PD FkSTRICTED - OUTBUILDINGS 

16 SC58 LANDSCAPE DESIGN - DETAILS 

i 
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l 
DELEGATED PLANNING DECISIONS - ill-H FEBRUARY 1999 

I have decided the following appltcahons 1~accordancewith the policy of delegation 

AD/0587/98/ROC RJZFUSE 
78 HIGH STREET RAYLEIGH 
DISPLAY INTERNALLY ILLUMINATED FASCL4 SIGN AND EXTERNALLY 
ILLUMINATED HANGING SIGN 
LLOYDS BANK PLC 
01 
WOULD VISUALLY DETRACT FROM THE ORIGINAL CHARACTER OF THE BUILDING 
WITH THE HARD, GLOSSY FINISHES 

CU/O556/98iROC REFUSE 
52 ASHINGDON ROAD ROCHFORD 
CHANGE USE OF CLASS Al (SHOP) ‘IO CLASS A3 (HOT FOOD TAKEAWAV 
MR D W SARGANT 
01 
IT IS CONSIDERED AN INAPPROPRIATE USE RESULTING IN NOISE, 
DISTURBANCE AND PARKING PROBLEMS m NEARBY RESIDENTIAL DWELLINGS 

a 
CU/O594/98lROC APPROVE 
DOME COUNTRY CLUB LOWER ROAD HOCKLEY 
CHANGE OF USE OF FIRST AND SECOND FLOORS OF PREMISES FROM FLAT m 
BED AND BREAKFAST ACCOMMODATION 
HABAKER 

CU/O719/98/ROC APPROVE 
277 ASHINGDON ROAD ROCHFORD 
CHANGE OF USE OF GROUND FLOOR OF PREMISES FROM SHOP (CLASS Al) TO 
OFFICES (CLASS A2) 
POSITIVELY PARAPHERNALIA POST HASTE LTD 

F/O273/98fROC APPROVE 
NEVENDON SOUTH EAST C-ZRSCHELMSFORD ROAD RAWRETH 
RETENTION OF PORTACABN 
NEVENDON SOUTH EAST C4RS 

F/@410/98/ROCAPPROVE 
JUNC RAYLEIGH AVENUE DISRAELI ROAD RAYLEIGti 
ERECT 3-BED DETACHED CHALET WITH INTEGRAL GARAGE 
MR J SEALEY 

FlO445197lROCAPPROVE 
LAND BET EASTWOOD RISE/RAYLElGH AVENUE NORE ROAD RAYLEIGH 
ERECTION OF TWO DET.4CHED HOUSES, ONE WlTH INTEGRAL GARAGE, ONE 
WITH DETACHED GARAGE 
PANNELL DEVELOPMENTS LTD 

F/O45ll97lROC APPROVE 
WEIR PUBLIC HOUSE ARTERIAL ROAD RAYLEIGH 
ERECT TWO smrw PITCHED ROOF EXTENSION TO ~usud HOUSE To Fom 
39-BEDROOM HOTEL ALTERATIONS To CAR PARK LAYOUT 
ALLIED DOMECQ LEISURE 
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I F/O504~98iROCAl'F'ROVE 
HOCKLEYLAWNTENNISCLUBFOLLYLANEHOCKLEY 
INSTALLREPLACEMENTFLOODLIGHTING 
HOCKLEYLAWNTENNISCLUB 

F/O534/98/ROc APPROVE 
11WOODSmCKCRESCENTHOCKLEY 
mm Two srnwy srx EXTENSION 
PFALVEY 

F/O581/981ROC APPROVE 
9KENNEDYCLOSERAYLEIGH 
ERECTGROUNDFLOORFRONTEXTENSION 
MRANDMRSDCOULING 

F10585/98(ROc APPROVE 
70 HIGHROADHOCKLEY 
ERECT Two srnREY REAR EXTENSION (WIT-H BALCONY) AND GROUND FLOOR 
FRONTEXTENSION 
RHAYwARDESQ 

F10596f98lROC APPROVJ% 
57HIGHROADHOCKLEY l 
ERECT 2 smREY FRONT EXTENSION, GROUND FL0oR FRONT sr REAR 
EXTENSIONS, NEW/REPLACEMENT BALCONY m REAR, PORCH. ROOFLIGHTS, 3 
DORMER~INDOWS~FRONT~ASSOCIATEDALTERATION~TO~~TR~TI~N 
MRANDMRSHSNELL 

F/C607/98iROC REFUSE 
2ROYALCLOSEROCHFORD 
ERECTPARTGROUNDFLOOR/FARTTWOSmREYSIDEEXTENSION 
MRMZEKAI 
01 
wOULDRESULTINADISCORDANTELEMENTOFUNACCEPTABLEVISUAL 
COALESCENCEWITHINTHESTREETSCENEmTHEDETRlMENTOF 
THECHARACTERANDAMEh?TYOFTHEAREA 

F/0613/98/ROCREFUsE 
67HAVENSIDELITTLEWAKERING 
ERECTDETACHEDGARAGE 
MRIPERRYMAN 
01 
THEAPPEAR4NCEANDMATERL4LSPROPOSEDINTHISPROMINENTLOCATION 
WOULDBEINTRUSIVEINTHESTREETSCENEANDAREVERYHARMFUL 
~THEcHARACTERANDAMEN~YVALL~~OFTHISPLOT 

F10619/98/ROC APPROVE 
5HILLSIDEROADHOCKLEY 
ROOF EXTENSIONS INCLUDING HIP m GABLE wrrH FRONT AND REAR 
DORMERS 
PWILDE 

FlO665/98fROC APPROVE 
137ASHLNGDONROADROCHFORD 
ERECT 'IWO SmREY REAR AND SIDE EXTENSIONS IN ASSOCIATION WITH 
CONVERSIONOFDWELLINGINTOTWOSELF-CONTAINEDFLATS 
SUSANKERSHAW 
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lW675~98ROC APPROVE 
17 MOUNT AVENUE RAYLEIGH 
EXTENSIONS To ROOF INCLUDING HIF’ ‘IO GABLE AND FLAT ROOFED REAR 
DORMER (REVISED APPLICATION FOLLOWJNG FK!434/98/ROC 
S CHARLTQN 

F/O678/98fROC APPROVE 
ASH TREE HOUSE ASH TREE COURT ROCHFORD 
ERECT THREE PITCH ROOF DORMERS ?D FRONT (AND REAR) ELEVATION 
MR E FRANCIS 

F1O682/98tROCAPPROVE 
7 SOUTHEND ROAD HOCKLEY 
DEMOLISH EXISTING DETACHED GARAGE AND ERECT NEW DETACHED GARAGE 
(RESUBMISSION FOLLOWING F/O430/98/ROC) 
MR S BROOKER 

F/0683/98lROC AFPROVE 
172 ALEXANDRA ROAD GREAT WAJSERING 
ERECT 2 METRE HIGH FENCE To REAR AND ONE SIDE BOUNDARY OF REAR 
GARDEN (WITHOUT COMPLIANCE WITH CONDITION 4 OF APPLICATION 
F/O429/95/ROC) 
DAVID M AT-TOE 

F/0687198/ROC APPROVE 
I =mN ROAD HAWKWELL 
ERECT GROUND FLOOR SIDE EXTENSION COMPRISING TOOL SHED AND 
GREENHOUSE 
MR B HASTED 

F/o690/98/ROC APPROVE 
45 HAWKWELL CHASE HAWKWELL 
ERECT TWO PITCH ROOF DORMERS TO FRONT ELEVATION AND NF%’ PORCH 
MR & MRS MITCHELL 

F/O691/98/‘ROCAPPROVE 
4 ALBANY RISE ALBANY ROAD RAYLEIGH 
ERECT GROUND FLOOR FRONT EXTENSION AND PITCH ROOF TO EXISTING 
GARAGE CONVERT GARAGE FLOORSPACETo HABITABLE ACCOMMODATION 
MR AND MRS M RLJMSBY 

F10696/98/ROC APPROVE 
232 RECTORY ROAD HAWKWELL 
ERECT DORMER WINDOW EXTENSIONS To FRONT AND REAR ROOF SLOPES 
MR & MRS STIMPSON 

FfO697/98/ROC APPROVE 
154 STAMBRIDGE ROAD ROCHFORD 
FIRST FLOOR REAR EXTENSION RAISE RIDGE AND ERECT DORMERS 
MRS SPIERS 
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F/0703/98/ROC REFUSE 
181 GREENSWARD LANE HOCKLEY 
ERECT TWO STORBY REAR EXTENSION WITH TWO DORMER WINDOW EXTENSIONS 
To BOTH SIDE FACING ROOF SLOPES ERECT TWO DORMER WINDOW 
EXTENSIONS TO FRONT 
D WELLSTEED 
01 
EXCESSJVE DEVELOPMENT IN THE METROPOLITAN GREEN BELT 
02 
WOULD RESULT IN THE DWELLING BEING MORE THAN DOUBLED IN SIZE IN 
FLOORSPACE THEREFORE ALTERING THE PHYSICAL APPEARANCE OF THE 
DWELLING FROM A BUNGALOW To A CHALET CONSEQUENTLY WOULD BE 
OUT OF SCALE AND CHARACTER WITH THE ORIGINAL DWELLING 

FlO708198fROC AF’PROVE 
72 HIGH STREET RAYLEIGH 
ERECT 12 METRE DIAMETER SATELLITE DISH 
EDWARD JONES LTD 

F/0714/98/ROC APPROVE 
190 LONDON ROAD RAYLEIGH 
PROVISION OF 24 METRE HIGH CHAJN LINK FENCE To PART OF EASTERN 
BOUNDARY 
EASTERN ELECTRKITY, SECURITY MANAGEMENT 

F10715/98/ROC APPROVE 
2 DOGGETTS CLOSE ROCHFORD 
ERECT FIRST FLOOR REAR EXTENSION 
SREID 

Ff0716/98/ROC APPROVE 
RIVERSIDE JUNIOR SCHOOL FERRY ROAD HULLBRIDGE 
ERECT NEW VEHICULAR AND PEDESTRIAN ACCESS GATES 
MR D G LEIST (HEADTEACHER) 

F/0717/98lROC APPROVE 
97 RICHMOND DRIVE RAYLEIGH 
ERECT DORMER WINDOW EXTENSIONS To REAR 
MR AND MRS MORGAN 

F10720/98/ROC APPROVE 
36 HULLBRIDGE ROAD RAYLEIGH 
ERECT FJRST FLOOR SIDE/REAR EXTENSION 
MR AND MRS YEOMANS 

9810073 1lFUL APPROVE 
26 POPLARS AVENUE HCKKLEY 
ERECT GROUND FLOOR REAR/SIDE EXTENSION 
J PENNY ESQ 

98/00754/FUL APPROVE 
2 QUEENSLAND AVENUE ROCHFORD 
ERECT PITCHED ROOF TO EXISTING GROUND FLOOR 
SIDE EXTENSION 
MRS COOPER 
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LB/O588/98/ROC REFUSE 

78 HIGH STREET RAYLEIGH 
DISPLAY INTERNALLY ILLUMINATED FASCIA SIGN AND EXTERNALLY 
ILLUMINATED HANGING SIGN 
LLOYDS BANK PLC 

WOULD VISUALLY DETRACT FROM THE ORIGINAL CHARACTER OF THE BUILDING 
WITH THE HARD, GLOSSY FINJSHES 

OL/O374/98/ROC REFUSE 
ADJ 58 VKTORJA AVENUE RAYLEIGH 
OUTLINE APPLICATION TO ERECT TWO NO 4-BED DETACHED HOUSES AND 
GARAGES 
MRS M TAFPENDEN 
01 
THE PROPOSAL REPRESENTS A PREMATURE AND PIECEMEAL DEVELOPMENT 
OF THE SITE COMPRISING A CRAMPED LAYOUT AS FAR AS VEHICLE 
MANOUVERJNG AND GARAGING IS CONCERNED 
02 
WOULD RESULT IN THE LOSS OF PRESERVED TREES 

OL/O695/98fROC REFUSE 
R/O 26 HIGH ROAD HOCKLEY 
OUTLINE APPLICATION ‘I-0 ERECT TWO 3-BED BUNGALOWS WITH PRIVATE 
DRIVE ACCESS 
BRYCE MEADOWS 
01 
THE DWELLINGS REPRESENT A PIECEMEAL FORM OF BACKLAND DEVELOPMENT 
OUT OF CHARACTER WITH THE SURROUNDING PROPERTIES 
02 
WOULD RESULT IN INADEQUATE PARKING AND TURNING FACILITIES, 
PARTICULARLY EMERGENCY VEHICLES 
03 
WOULD HAVE A DOMINANT IMPACT ON ADJOINING DWELLINGS AND WOULD 
ADVERSELY AFFECT THE AMENITIES OF SURROUNDING RESIDENTS 
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DELEGATED BUILDING REGULATIONS DECISIONS 


PlanNumber 

BR 98l403A 

BR 98l429A 

BR 98l442A 

BR 98l44SA 

BR 98[446A 

BR 98t461A 

BR 981466A 

BR 981487 

BR 98/5OOA 

e 
BR 981503 

BR 981504 

BR 981507 

BR 981509A 

BR98Mll 

APPROVALS 

27, Holt Farm Way 
Rochford 

90, Rectory Road 
Rochford 

67, Abbey Road 
Hullbridge 

63, Southnew Road 
Hockley 

6, BelchampsWay 
Hockley 

511, Ashmgdon Road 
Ashhmgdon 

14, Hamilton Gardens 
Hockley 

BelchampsScoutCentre 
Holyoak Lane 
HawkWell 

1, Hambm Avenue 
Rayleigb 

Plots 1 &2-No.38 
Hdltop Avenue 
Hullbndge 

Plot 3 -No 38, Hdltop Avenue 
Hullbndge 

1, Wedgwood Way 
Ashtngdon 

24, Hcycmft Road 
Hockley 

35, Twyford Avenue 
Great Waker~ng 

1I* February 1999 

Descnptmn 

GamesRoom 

RearExtension&Internal Alterations 

Room111Roof 

Roomin Roof 

New Ehmgakw 

ProposedConventon of Shopto Flat 

New House 

W C.Refurbishment 

Internal Alterations & Dramage 

TWOHouses 

DetachedHouse 

Extensionta Exlstlng House 

StdeExtension 

Alteratvms& Erection of Single Storey 
RearExtension 



BR 9815 13 25, Ken Pond Road Rear Extensmn 
Rochford 

BR 981515 104, Daws Heath Road Erect Detached Dwllmg House 
Raylet& 

BR 981520 The Old Fen-y House Convemon of Attached Store to Lwmg 
Fambndge Road Room & Bedmom, IMallabon of 
South Fambndge Bathroom to Ground Floor, Installahon 

of En-sutte to Bedroom 1 

BR 981525 24, Rosslyn Road Single Storey Extensmn 
Hockley 

BR 981529 2, Doggetts Close Rear First Floor Extensmn 
Rochford 

BR 98/530 Graham Group New Timber Store 
Rectory Road 
Rochford 

BR 981536 15A, Lascelles Gardens Proposed Pabed Roof to Replace 
Ashmgdon Existing Fait Roof to Rear Fust Floor 

BR 98!55OA 39, Broadlands Road Extensmn 
Hockley 

BR 981557 36, Ridgeway Smgle Storey Side and Rear Extensions 
Rayleigb 

BR 98k59 47, Rectory Road Gxwers~on of Roof Area 
Rochford 

BR 981565 The Bull Internal Alteratmns & Extensrons 
99, Mau! Road 
Hockley 

BR 9&16 24, Southvrew Road Proposed Smgle Storey Extenston to 
HockIcy RMI 

BR 981578 Suite 3,66-72, H@ Street Alteiahons to Shop PramSes 
Rayleigh 

BR 99L1 82, Golden Cross Road Roof Convernon 
Rochford 

BR 9911 I 29, South Avenue Front Extension & Alteratmns 
Hullbridge 

BR 99112 3 1, South Avenue Front Extensmn & Alteratrons 
Hullbridge 



DELEGATED BUILDING REGULATIONS DECISIONS 

REJECTIONS 

11” February 1999 

Plan Number Address Description 

BR 98/509 24, Heycroft Road Srde Extensmn 
Hoc&y 

BR 981526 89, Downhall Road Extensmn to Exlstmg House 
RayleIgh 

BR 981537 Phase II, Anport Retad Park Erechon of Retad Untt (Shell Only) of 
Southend Aqmrt 20,000 q.ft with Ancdlay External 

WOrks 

! 
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ROCHFORDDISTRICTCOUNCIL 

Mlnntes of the ccamcil 

At a reconvened Meetmg held on 16th February 1999. Present: Conncillors G. Fox 
(Chatrman), R Adams, R S. Allen, P A Beckers, MC. Brown, S. Cumberland, 
J.M. Dtckson, D F Flack D.M. Ford, Mrs. J.E Ford, K A Grbbs, Mrs. J M. Gtles, 
Mrs H.L.A. Glynn, DR Helson, Mrs J H&on, V.H. Leach, CR Morgan, 
R.A, Pearson, TA. Powell, Mrs W.M. Stevenson, S R. Tellis, Mrs M S Vhce, 
Mrs M J Webster, PFA. Webster, D.A. Wetr and Mrs M A. Weir. 

Apologies Cotmcillors D.E Barnes, C I. Black, Mrs J. Hall, N Hams and 
A Hoskiug. 

69 MINUTES OF ADJOURNED MEETING - CORRECTION 

It was noted that the term “the lettmg of the contract to be deferred” should be deleted 
from Resolutton 9(t)(a) of Mmute 60. 

70. MJNUTE 34 OF TRANSPORTATION AND ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 
COMMlTIFE (ROCHFORD RIVE SURVEY 1997-1998) 

Wtth regard to Mmute 34, Councillor D M Ford referred to the contents of 
correspondence he had received from the Head of Housing, Health and Community 
Care outlining observations received from the Envtronment Agency with regard to 
River Roach water quahty He asked that the Envtromnent Agency be requested to 
provrde mom informatton on tts comment that there may be mcreased bactenal levels 
following periods of heavy ramfall, which may be due to posstble discharges from 
storm overflows and the consented storm water dtscharge from the Rochford pumping 
statlon. 

Couunllor D.F. Flack referred to hts concern that water quality testing had been 
undertaken at htgh ttde and requested that low tide teshng be undertaken to establtsh 
maximum, not minimum, risks 

71. MllWTES OF THB MJEI’ING OF THE MILL HALL COMPLHK WORKING 
PARTY HELD ON 4TH FEBRUARY 1999. 

Council constdered the appended Mmutes and mcommendattons contained therem. 

In presenting the Mmutes the Chatrmsn of the Working Party indicated that some 
adjustments to the Minutes would be required to fully reflect the stattstmal mformahon 
provided by the Consultant and hts findings as reported at the meeting These would be 
taken up at the next meetmg of the Mill Hall Working Party In response to a Member 
question the Chauman provtded further detail on the type of act&y which could be 
associated with incorporatmg an eclucattonaVenvironmental centre at the complex sue 

During debate a number of Members refer&l to the htstoncal s~gmlicance of the stte 
and to the importtmce of the District demonstrating the value placed on such sites. 
Council agreed a motton moved by Cotmctllor Mrs J Helson and seconded by 
Councdlor Mrs. H.L.A. Glymt regarding the inclusion of an mvesttgatton mto ways of 
openmg up the windmill to provtde addttional opeumg hours and access to the first 
floor A Member felt that tt was hkely the National Test would have an mterest m 
involvement with any proposals to open the wmdmtll. Members noted that some work 
had already been undertaken by the N&tonal Trust and the County Frre and Reserve 
Service in terms of identtfymg fire safety aspects of opening the butldmg and that 
further work would be reqmred m thts regard. 

In respondmg to Member questions the Chtef Executive contiled that:-

(t) The Mid1 Hall complex site could be defined as The Roundel, land adJoining 2.1 
London Hill, the Wmdrmll, me former Sports and Social Club, the Mrll Hall, the 
parkmg and servicing areas between those two areas, the area m front of the Mill Hall 
and the car park area to the south of the Mr11 Hall to the rear of Homeregal House 
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(ii) It was hoped that a substantial element of the site feastbdtty study would be 
submuted to the next Meetmg of the Workmg Party scheduled for 31st March 1999. 

(m) All Members would be fumtshed with an estunate of the total expendtture to date 
on the Mill Hall Complex project m due course 

(iv) In common wtth many other Author&s, Rochford dtd not have the relevant 
in-house skills and resources to u&rtake a project such as the Mdl Hail complex 
internally w&out seeking outstde assistance. 

Resolved 1 

(1) That the Gibson Ham&on Partnership be authorised to prepare a feasrbrhty study 
incorporating the followmg components, includmg costs and plans to support the 
proposals - 

EducauonaYenvrronmeutal centre to the rear of the complex, incorporating the 
land adjoming 21 London Hill 

Improvements to provide more self-catenng facrhttes. 

A review of the foyer arrangements including provrsron of a pay box. 

Provision of mom “flexrble spaces” for commumty use, includmg “drop m” 
sport&ctal facilihes. 

Improvements to the sun terrace/bar area 

Provision of facilittes for a film club. 

Posstble provision of a creche 

Small scale improvements to the audrtorium. 

Enlargement of back stage accommodahon. 

Either the provision of new, purpose-bum, accommodatton or the improvement of 
the existing premises on the sports and social club site 

Protection/enhancement of the WmdmilVMouut. 

(2) That costmgs for (1) the refurhiihment of the Sports and So& Club and (ii) the 0 
reconstmction and re-onentahon of the Sports and Socml Club be presented to the next 
Meeting of the Workmg Party 

(3) That the Council commences negottations wrth Rayleigh Town Council concerning 
the transfer of the land around the Roundel and the land adliicent to 21 London’Hill, for 
the subsequent provtsion by the Town Council of an educattonaVenvimnmenta1 centre. 

(4) That the Council mvesttgates wtth the Trustees of the Wmdmtll ways of openmg up 
the Wmdmill to the pubbc in terms of both openmg hours and first floor usage. (HLCS) 

12 COST AWARDS: PLANNING INQUIRIES AND INFORMAL HEARINGS : 
PROPOSED CHANGES To PRCCFBURFiS 

Councd considered the detailed report of the Chtef Executive on posstble procedural 
changes which the Counctl nught wash to mtroduce m respect of planumg mquuies and 
mformal hearings 

During debate a Member referred to the value of revrewmg the Council’s approach 
given that the Plaunmg Servrces Committee often found Itself addressmg dtfficult issues 
dunng the late evenmg stage of meetmgs and the need for the Counctl to provide robust 
reasous for refusmg applicattons which may be subject to appeal 

l 
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The following Mohon was moved by Councrllor Mrs J.Helson and seconded by 
Councillor T.A Powell.-

That there be no delegated authonty for the Plsnnmg Servrces Comrmttee to 
decide on an apphcation contrary to an Officer’s recommendattonswnhout first 
havmg referred the matter for further consideration at a later meetmg to allow 
addtttonal mformahon to be provided on Members’ issuesof concern. 

2. That all plannmg apphcattons that arc subsequently determined by Commrttee 
agamstthe Officer recommendahonsbe the subjectof a recordedvote. 

3. That the question of elected Members’ roles at either arty subsequentappeal or 
informal hearmg be referred to the Structural and Procedural Revrew Workmg 
Group in order that a decision on the matter can be taken at Council on 20th April 
1999. 

A Member wished to place on record bra concern that the Motion had been tabled at a 
late stage m proceedmgs wtthout poor nottce. Reference was made to the potential 
danger of the Council mtroducing protracted arrangements wtth regard to appeal 
sttuattons and to the possibility that considemtron could be gtven to introducing a 
systemcapableof gaugmg Member views on officer recommendauonsprmr to plannmg 
meetings, such as factmated by the weekly list. The Councd’s approachneeded to be 
constnutionally sound and professtonal opmion should not necessartly preclude an 
Officer from representmgthe Couucrl at appeal. 

In responseto Member questronsthe Chief Executtve advised that the issuesassc-ctatrd 
with the subjectwere not unmedtatelypressingat thts stage. 

On an amendment moved by Counc~llor DF.Flack and seconded by Counallor 
D A Weir tt was-

Resolved 

That constderatton of this matter be deferred and referred to the next meeting of Full 
Council (CE) 

Note: Pursuant to Standmg Order 24(4), councll10m Mrs. J.M. Giles, 
Mrs. H.L.A. Glynn, V.H. Leach and T.A. Powell wrshed rt to be recorded that they had 
voted agamstthis decision, not having had the opportunity to speakto deferral. 

ROYALGARDHNPARTY 

Note: The Chairman admitted this item of busmessIII vtew of the deadhne for recerpt 
of nominations 

Councd considered the report of the Head of Corporate Pohcy and huhatives on the 
nommatron of representattvesto attend one of the Royal Garden Parties to be heid m 
July 

A previous attendee expressedthe hope that Garden Party arrangementswould be in 
accordancewith those of previous years,mcludmg provision of the Chauman’s car and 
dnver. 

Durmg debate some Members referred to the potentnd value of mcludmg the Council 
Chairman as one of the attendeeseach year Others referred to the background to 
existmg policy and the benefits of allowmg as many Members as posstble the 
oppormmty of attendanceusing a non polmcal mechamsm I 

A number of Members expressed their apprectauon of the gesture made by the 
Chatrman m removmg hts name from the lrst sf nommees m vtew of prevtous 
attendanceon behalf of anotherorgamsatton. -+ 
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A Motion moved by Councdlor T.A Powell and seconded by Counctllor D.F Flack 
that consideration of this matter be deferred mm1 after the forthcommg elechons was 
lost and It was:-

Resolved 

That Counctllors Mrs JM. Giles and S R.Telhs, together wnh their partners, be 
nominated as the Council’s representatrvesto attend one of the Royal Garden Partiesto 
be held iu July. (HCPI) 

74. EXCLUSION OF THE PUBLIC 

Resolvedthat, under Section 100(A)(4) of the Local Government Act 1972, the pubhc 
be excluded from the Meetmg for the following item of businesson the grounds that tt 
involves the hkely drsclosureof Exempt Information as defined in Paragraph 1 of Part 1 
of Schedule12A of the Act 

75 TENANTS’ LIAISON MJXIING OF 2IH-H OCTOBW 1998 

Council considered the confidential report of the Corporate Director (Fmauce & 
External Services) on the outcome of an mtemal inquiry into matters surrounding 
dtscussronswhrch had taken place at the Tenanta Liaison Meeting of 28th October 
1998. 0 

Resolved 

That the Corporate Drrector’s report be noted (CD(F&ES)) 

The Meetmg closed at 9.22pm 
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Committee Report 
9(ii) 

Rochford DmaCounnl 

To the meenng of: COMMUNITY SERVICES 

Oil 2ND MARCH 1999 

Report of. HEADOFADMINISIRATlVEANDME.MBERSERvIcEs 

MINUTES OF THB HOUSING MANAGEMENT SUB-COMMTTIEE 

Author: G Brazendale Report Approved By. @&s&& 

At a Meeting held on 17th February 1999. Present.CouncdIors Mrs. H.L.A. Glynn (Chartmart), 
R S Ahen, DM Ford, N. Hams, Rk Pearson,T.A. Powell, Mrs. W M Stevenson, 
Mrs. MS. Vmce and Mrs. M.A. Weu. 

Non-Member Attending. Councrllor P A. Beckers. 

Apologies: Councillors E.L Franctsand Mrs. J. Hall 

The Chartman mtrcduced MISSMehssa Moore, the recently appomted Assrstant Solicitor, and 
welcomed her to this, her first rneetmgof the SubCommrttee. Mr. Steve Clarkson who, as Head 
of Revenueand Housmg Management, now has overall responstbrhty for the Authority’s housmg 
stock, was also welcomed. 

52. MlNWBS 

The Mimues of the Meeting held on 2nd September1998 were approvedasa correct record 

CAPlTAL PRGGRAMME 1999/2ooo: UPDATB 
-

The Sub-Commttteerecetved the oral report of the Head of Revenue and Honsmg Management, 
which informed Members that the Caprtal Programme ahocatton m 1999/2ooOfor the Housing 
RevenueAccount, totallmg E346,M)O,had been agreedrecently by Councd. A breakdown of the 
Programme, whtch comprised pnonty schemesprevrously tdentified by the Sub-Comrmttee (as 
shown below), was circulated for Members’ mformation and wtll be mcluded m the forthcoming 
e&ton of the Chief Executrve’s Newsletter. 

Housing RevenueAccount - 1999L?MHl 

Wmdow replacementprogramme 

OhversCrescent 16 32,000 
Hambro Hi11 10 20,ooo 
ScotisHall Cottages 14 
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Central Heatmg -replacement of storage heaters 

R&ford Garden Way 98 196,000 
R&ford (Boleyn) 32 64,000 
Rochford (Remammg) 43 * 346,000 

It was noted that the final spend will be affected where there are proper&s that refuse the 
mstallations, and rf the tenders subnntted differ from the origmal eshmates. It was also potnted 
out that Council had agreed to allocate an additional E53.500 for housmg, but not necessartly for 
the Housing Revenue Account 

The followrug mam pomts arose during discusston 

- Afurther four or five properties in Rowan Way remam to have wmdows replaced, and these 
~111 be the subject of a further report to the Sub-Commrttee 

- The possibility of m-using some of the equtpment removed dunng the replacement 
programme was constdered, and rt was suggested that the contractors could be requested to 
store a limited number of the newer components for future use. Although this could mcrease 
the contractors’ price, thereby makmg recychng a more expensive option, the Head of 
Service mdicated that the posstbrhty of rc-usmg serviceable components will nevertheless be 
exammed in more detail as part of an overall review of a number of housmg pobcres m order t-1 
to achreve Best Value. l 

- It was confumed that the replacement of windows in Coronation Close had not prevrously 
been tdentifed as a priority scheme. 

- A Member pointed out that, m 1998f39, there had been an underspend in the budget for the 
replacement of central heatmg and it was suggested that, tf a simrlar underspend was to recur 
m 1999/2000, thts snm could be used to address special cases or non-essential categones of 
work. The Head of Service undertook to produce a mrd-year report for the Sub-Comnnttee’s 
constderatton, confiig spendmg commitments and rdentifymg possible uses for any 
budget surpluses. 

- It was contlrmed that, where maintenance or repair work 1s requtred to those Council 
proper&es that am leased, then there would be a recharge to the leaseholder which mrght be 
patd m instalments. 

- A Member had recetved a petihon from the residents of Mrlboum Court regardmg the 
provision of door locks, and the Head of Service agreed to clartfy the procedure for the 

_ + - -- petition’s consideration by Members- 

On a motion put by Councrllor T A. Powell and seconded by Conncrl1orR.S. Allen, rt was 

RECOMMENDED 

_ That a report be presepted to the Sup-Committee’s September Meetmg reviewmg, Capttal 
Programme spendmg commitments, and identifymg any surpluses available m the budget for the 
replacement of central heating that could be used to address specral cases or non-essential 
categories of work (HRHM) 

54 BEST VALUE IN HOUSING FRAMEWORK - A D.B.T.R. CONSULTATION PAPER 

1. Background 

The Sub-Comnuttee consrdercd the report of the Head of Revenue and Houstng Management 
concemmg a consultation paper issued by the Department of the Envtronmenf Transport and the 
Regtons (DETR) regarding the ways in which Central Government envisages the pnncrples of 
Best Value bemg applied to the provision of a housmg service by local authortoes. The 
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consultatton paper explains the Best Value m Housmg (BVH) framework wrthm which local 
housing authonnes will need to operate to obtam best value, takmg mto account key houstng 
aspects such as the relationshtp between best value and the Housing Investment Programme 
process, the vnportant role of tenants and residents; and prmctples govetmng the operanon and 
establishmentof the Housmg Inspectorate 

* 2. PresentaJion 

To exemphfy the report, the &ad of Service gave a presentanon to the Sub-Committee, which 
coveredthe followmg mam toptcs: 

- About the Revenueand Housing ManagementDinsron. 

- Relattonshrpbetween Heads of Service 

- Key aspectsof the Consultation Paper. 

. Relation&p between Best Value/Housing InvestmentProgramme(HIP) 

. Tenants/residentsparttcipatton 

. The establishmentof a new Housing Inspectorate,and the tmphcatibns 

- TenantsGroups m Rochford Dtstnct Council It was explained that, at present, the extent of 
tenant mvolvementis regarded as unsahsfactorily low, and that a mimmum target of 1e/d’of 
tenantparttctpahonhas been set 

- Key issues: 

In addition to general comments on the overall content and usefulnessof the Consultation 
Paper the D.ETR. is canvassing specific views on the key issues outlmed below. The 
DE.T.R. has requested that responsesbe submrtted by 16th Aprd 1999. The views of 
tenantsand residentsgroups, which are mdependentof those submtttedby the Authority, are 
alsobeing sought 

Establishtngcorporate objectives. 
Undertakingfundamental performancerevtews 
Deltvenng the “four C’s”. 
Local PerformancePlans. 
PerformanceIndicatoa 
,The BVH&lIP relauonshtp It was explanted that thts is a parttcularly important tssue, 
stnce 50% of the capnal allocation recaved from HIP 1sbased on the relative efftctency 
and effecttvenesswith whtch an authonty dehvers rts housmg services,as conststent wtth 
~theprinciples of Best Value. It was confirmed that constderatron_was&eadEbemg given __ i; i 

-a-. - to the Council’s HIP btd, for submissionm the Summermonths. 

- Areas coveredby Best Value m Housmg 

- The new HousmgInspectorate 

- Tenant Parttcipatton Compacts Since preparatton of the report, a further cons&anon paper ’ 
concemmg Tenant Parttcrpatton Compacts has been received from the D.ET.R, for which 
commentshavebeen requested by 31st March 1999. In view of the short ttmescale for the 
submissionof responses,the Sub-Committee’s vrews on a number of points were requested, 
as outhned in paragraph 3(n) below. The Head of Servtce undertook to provide a copy of 
both consultanon documents to each member of the Sub-Commtttee, and to Councdlor 
P.A. Beckers, 
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3. Responseto Consultatim Docmuerits 

1) Best Value m Housi&Framework 

The Sub-Commrtteeconsidereda range of toptcs upon whrch the D E.T.R has requestedthe 
views of all Local Authorities, and Members’ commentsareoutlined below. 

ShouId ‘Local PerformancePlans’ replace ‘Reports to Tenants’? 

Currently, the Councrl ts reqmred under Sechon 167 of the Local Government and 
Housing Act 1989 and the Reports to Tenants Determination 1994 to make annual 
reports to tenantson particular aspectsof performance againsta number of mdicators. 
Governmentadvrce also encouragesthe use of the reports to explain housmg policies 
and strategtes,both current and fntnre Reports to tenantswill become an tmportsnt 

’ featureof the new regmte and the contentand style wdl needto be carefully exammed 

The Sub-Committee constdercd examples of documents from other housing 
authonhes, and it was agreed that a format combinmg a performance plan and 
statutory mformation should be adopted. It was suggestedthat a glossy performance 
plan, produced annually, outlmhrg recent achtevementsand future plans, as well as 
statutory detatls, could be used to promote the Councrl’s housing service. The 
document could also contain a detachable “feedback form”, as a means of obtaming 
tenants’ views about the housing service, wnh a pnze available to encourage their 
return It was considered important to use simple English, and dtagrams/cartoons 
where appropnate, to ensure that the document 1s“user fnendly” In additmu to the 

‘-performance plan, the Sub-Committee also agreed that it would be appropriate for 
Tenants Associations to produce a quarterly newsletter, the cost to be met by the 
counc11. 

Reqxmsbility for housing provision. 

It was agreedthat the work of all the different agenciesresponstblefor the provision of 
a housmgservtc-eshould be complementaryrather than duplicatory. 

The fmxtlons of the housing inspectorate. 

The Sub-Committeeexpressedsomereservatronsabout the estabhshmentof a housmg 
mspectomte,but consrdered that more mformauon regarding the srze, staffing levels 
and format of inspections would be required before the Ynphcatmns could be folly 
evaluated. 

Members%&idemd the pKPosa1 to include tenants and residents m the inspectron 
teamand, whilst 111favour of the generalprinciple, consideredthat the methodology by 
whtch tenants’ representativesare selected is cntical in order to ensure that they are 
fully reflectiveof then local commumty. 

The use by the inspectorateof externalconsultants was not favoured; it was suggested 
insteadthat in-houseexpertiseshould be developedwhere possible. 

n) Tenant ParttcrpaUonCamuactz 

The Sub-Commrtteeconsidered a number of points upon which the D E.T R is seeking the 
views of local authonnes,asfollows: 

Council-wide agreement,on levels of servrce. It was agreed that these should be 
grounded m reality, so as not falsely to raise expectations,and the levels of servtce 
rdenttfiedshould be achievablewrth avarlableresources 
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Local agreements It was suggestedthat sheltered housmg units could provrde a 
suitable focal pomt at whtch to hold meetmgs, though thususe would need to take 
mto accountthe secnrtty requirementsof these complexes. 

- Meeting tenants’ views Members agreed that this should be a central component of 
any cmdrble housmg pohcy, citmg the example of Rochford Garden Way where a 
small scalebut effectrvesurveyof tenants’ wishes had beenundertaken 

-- Shaping local communities. This was seen as a long-term objecnve, incorporating 
the three points listed above. Members recogmsed the ease wtth whtch progress in 
thusdrrechon could qmckly be destroyed in local commumtiesby a small number of 
drsrupttvetenants. 

Tackling social exclusron Though not a significant problem in the Rochford 
Dtstnct, there are severallocahsedpockets where remedralachon ISrequired. 

Neighbourhood housing management groups. Although this was regarded in 
prmciple as an effecttve way of encouragmg tenant partrcipahon, it was recognised 
that, in prachce, such groups would be drffrcult to establish smce there are no large 
estatesof Council housing m the Dtstrict 

Involvement in Council decision making, There was some concern that the 
mvolvement of Tenants’ representatrvesm the Council’s formal de&on making 
process could cut across the existmg local democraac framework. The 
Sub-Committee wtshed to reserveits posrtron on this question pendmg the outcome 
of current discussionsaboutlocal repCe?XntahOn at Council meetmgs 

Genuine ConsensusfR~nse to local needs. These were constdered extremely 
impottant guidmg prmcrplesof the Authority’s housing pohcy, but it was recogmsed 
that achrevmg the mvolvement of all tenants in consultation processes may be 
difficult; whtlst each tenant is automatically a member of the local tenants’ 
assccrahon, participation in meetings is often low. The Head of Revenue and 
Housing Management informed the Sub-Commtttee that an Off&r with a partrculsr 
wrsh to develop sktlls m nndettakmg consultation exercises ts to be gtven 
responsrbtlity for increasing tenant involvement, and hence awarenessof local needs. 
It was suggestedthat rt 1soften Ward Members who, as representattvesof the local 
community, are in the best position to canvasstenants’ vtews and, mmilarly, that the 
Council 1s the most appropriate authority to monitor the delivery of a housing 
service. 

Core Standards The Authortty has already begun to rdenhfy the mam pnnciples that 
-7yiu nnderpm the HP bid. --- - -

4. Gexkeralcommerlts 

A number of mom generalissues/questionsarosefrom the presentation,assummartsedbelow:-

- The cost of consnltations wrth tenantswtll be taken mto account m the Authority’s Housmg 
RevenueAccount where 510,000 hadbeenearmarkedfor 1999/2000. 

- Improvements m the delivery of the housing service, where necessary,~111be undertaken on 
a “worst first” basis. 

- It was recogmsed that not all local housmg authontres are smnlar - for example, in some, 
‘right to buy’ will have reduced stock- thereby making dnect compartson difficult. The 
Head of Servtce indicated that the Council’s performance in housing would be compared 
wnh those anthonhes agamst which all other services are usually compared These 
authorruesare hkely to have a;srmtlarpopulation and housmg stock., 
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- Every effort will be made to keep the administrative costs of rmplemennng the BVH 
framework to a mimmum, hence the use of a member of staff specndismg m carrymg out 
consultations. 

. - The imminent survey of all housing stock was welcomed A Member requested that, as part 
of any future survey, the posstbility of replacmgstone steps leadmg to flats be examined,to 
be financedeither from the HousmgRevenueAccount or through Care in the Community 

- Ensunng the tidy appearanceof front gardensand the need to prevent anti-social behaviour 
by tenants were matters of concern to a number of Members, The Assrstant Sohcrtor 
suggested that there are already existmg powers, contamed withm the Envrronmental 
ProtectronAct and Housmg Act, for the Counc11to carry out remedial work where necessary 
and to subsequentlyrecharge the tenant Ahematrveiy, the terms of the tenancy agreement 
could be revrewed. 

- A Member requested a lrst of all the Drstrict’s housing stock, and it was agreed that such 
information coufd most appropriateIybe providedafter the eIection in May. 

Followmg consrdemtronby the Sub-Committeeof all the issuesansing from the two consultatton 
documents,rt was 

That a responsebe submitted from Rochford District Council to the D E.T R mcorporahng the 
vrewssetout in paragraphs3(1)and (ii) above @R&EM) 

The Meetmg closedat 10 1Opm. 
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At a Meetiug Held on 18th February 1999. present: Councillors EL. Francis (Chairman), 
P.A. Beckers, K.A. Gibbs, N. Harris, DR Helson, Mrs. S.J. Lemon, Mrs. M. I. Webster and 
Mrs. M.A. Weir. 

Apologies: Councillors Mrs. J.HaB and Mrs. A.R. Hutchings. 

Snbstimte: Councillors R.E Viigoe. 

Co-opted Member Attending: hers M. Lyles - Representing Rochford Huudred &sociahon of 
Local couuclls. 

47. MJNUTES 

The Minutes of the Meeting held on 3rd November 1998 were approved as a correct record. 

With reference to Mmute 38 “Minutes”, Members were advised that Rochford Distrrct Council - -
a- Officers had met with Essex County Council with regard to the future of the former Park School 

sne and were awarting a report back from Essex County Council on the matter. 

With regard to Minute 42 “Rochford District Town Trails” Members were advised that the draft 
trails should be avatlable for Members consuleradou in May. 

48. CIRCALEISUREMANAt3kMENTREPORT 

The Sub-Committee noted the report of the Head of Leisure and Client Services with regard to 
the latest Coca Leisure Management Report Mrs. Wendy Edwards from Circa Lersure attended 
the MeeMg to answer Members queshons relanng to to the report 

In respect of the Millennmm celebrations, Members noted that the Rayleigh Old Trme Dance 
club would now not be using Mill Hall. Offers were bemg invited for the use of halls from 
non-commuuity groups for the Millennium celebrahons in response to market forces. Charges 
would need to be higher to cover the increased staffing costs involved in openmg on the night. 
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The condioon of the heating at Mtll Hall was ratsed by a Member and the Sub-Connmttee 
requested that the situation be looked into. 

children’s actwihes during the Summer were also the subject of discusaon and Members 
requested that they receive the detatls of the schemes to be held durmg the forthcoming year and l 

. that they be invited to attend the launch of FttClub. 

The price compansons between Authorities were also raised by Members and the Sub-Committee 
was advtsed that price fixmg was the responstbthty of Cii Leisure 

In considering the sectron of the Management Report concerning the Clements Hall Performance 
Indicators, Members raised the following points:- 

* the key wealmesses identified m the report and the proposed methods being used in their 
nnprovement. 

* the security at Clements Hall site includmg the possible use of CCTV or security guards at 
the site. 

On the issue of CCTV, a Member raised the point that the CCfV currently used by the police, as 
sponsored by R&ford Distrtct Council, was not able to be used outstde. The Sub-Commrttee 
requested that this be looked into as a matter of urgency. 

Members thanked Mrs. Edwards for her attendance and she then left the Meetmg. 

49. coRPoR.4mlDENTlTr-CLEhfmm HAUL I.EISURE CENTRE (Minutq 47208) 

The Sub-Committee considered the report of the Head of Leisure and Client Services which 
sought Members agreement on the location of the Conncrl’s coat of arms and lettering readtug 
“Rochford Dtsmct Council” to the extenor of Clements Hall Leisure Centre. Members noted that 
at the prevtous Meeting of the Letsum Sub-Committee, agreement had been reached, in principle, 
to the armortal shield and appropriate lettenng being mounted at the stte and, on a show of hands, 
it was 

That the armorial shield and appropriate lettering be mounted as per picture B as outlined in the 
report (HLCS)(6771) 

50. UFGRADE OFFACILTDES - GREAT WAKERING SPORTS CENTRE (Minute 47928) 

The Sub-Committee constdered the report-of the Head of Leisure and Client Services which -_ ’ 
Iprovided Members wtth details of the costs for decorating the weight/party room. In agreeing the 3 
recommendations Members requested that, further to the review of the Repairs and Mamtenance 
budget, any addttional savmgs found over the E20,ooO required be used to finance thrs project 

(1) That decomhon of the weight/patty room at Great Wakering Sports Centre be agreed in 
pMCiple. 

(2) That the work be held m abeyance unttl sufficient funds have been identtfied. (HLCS)(10287) 

The Meeting closed at 8.30pm. 

mar21.rpt 

I 



ROCHFORDDI!XFUCTCOUNCIL 

Mmutes of the colmcd 

At an Fktmordimy Meeting held on 23rd February 1999. Present Councillors Ci. Fox 
(Chatrman), R. Adams, RS Allen, GC Angus, DE. Barnes, P.A Beckers, C I. Black, 
S Cumberland, JM Drckson, D M Ford, Mrs J.E Ford, E.L Francis, KA Gibbs, 
Mrs. MrsJM Gtles, H.L.A G&n, Mrs J. Hall, N Harris, D Helson, Mrs J. Helson, 
V.D. Hutchtngs, V H Leach, Mrs. S J Lemon, C R Morgan, R.A Pearson, TA Powell, 
Mrs. W.M. Stevenson, Mrs MS Vmce, RE Viigoe, Mrs. M.J. Webster, P,F.A Webster, 
D A. Weir and Mrs M A Weu 

Apologies: Counctllors B.R Ayhng and Mrs A.R. Hutchings. 

SFlTING THE LEVEL OF COUNCIL TAX 1999/20CKl 

Councd considered the report of the Corporate Director (Ftnance and External Services) detailmg 
the net expendtture for the Dtstrtct as agreed at the last Meeting of Full Council and the factors 
which need to be taken into account when setting the Council Tax to accord with the 
requirements of the Local Government Finance Act 1992 (the Act) The Corporam Director 
advtsed that, smce preparatton of the report, correspondence had been mcetved mdtcating that the 
Department of the Envtronment grant was to be reduced by a further f8 00. An amended 
schedule detathug the change was tabled by the Corporate Director. 

Prior to detailed consideration of the Corporate Dtrector’s report, the Chartman of the France 
and General Purposes Commtttee made the followmg statement’- 

“Chatrman, Members, Members of the Public and Press, 

The budget was discussed by Counctl at tts last meeting and reached a consensus with regard to a 
three-year strategy Ad&ttonaUy, Council has agreed that a small cross-party group of Members 
wtll monitor the budget throughout the year. Hopefully, this wtll gtve an unpetus to next year’s 
budget process and target areas for Comnuttees to review. Furthermore, it wtll continue to open 
up the budget process, a prmciple whtch the Ltberal Democrat Group initiated m the last few 
Years 

Next fmanctal year, Rochford Diitnct’s net budget for counctl tax purposes wtll nse by less than 
the rate of mflatton. To achieve this wtthout cutting servtces, we wtll need to use five hundred 
and stxty nine thousand pounds of our balances. Thts enables us to do several tbmgs- 

* Firstly, there wtll be no increase in car parkmg charges and we wtll contmue for the 
next three years wtth free car parktug on Saturday afternoons Thrs has proved popular 
wtth our residents and traders and I hope it wdl help our fight to retam trade withtn our 
town centres Furthermore, car parkmg pohcies must be the subJect of continual revtew. 

* Moutes have been earmarked to enable us to be proacttve wttb our come and dtsorder 
strategy and contmue wtth the Domesttc Vtdence Co-ordmator post Crime and 
disorder is a priority nnttattve for the Connctl and smnlsrly the issue of deprivation 
The latter requires the Councd to review rts corporate ObJecttves and strategtes and 
review fundmg arrangements parocularly m respect of the capttal programme. 

* We wltl also be able to ask schools to work m partnership in order to extend the summer 
playschemes by providmg swimnnng facilities 111 Rayletgh and Rochford durmg the 
summer holidays 

* We shall refurbtsh playspaces at Pooles Lane, Hullbndge, Doggetts, Rochford and 
Hanford Close, Rayleigh. 

* We can commence developing a waste management/recychng strategy m conJunctton 
with our consultants Ekologtca to counter the Essex County Council waste plan and any 
proposal to butld an mcmerator m West Rayleigh The pubhc 
mcmerators are not acceptable whether III Rochford District or elsewhere in Essex 
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* Fmally, we wtll be able to refurbtsh and upgrade pubhc conveniences, fitly m 
Rayletgh and Rochford and then throughout the District III later years. 

In essence,there was cross-party support for the budget proposals of the Ltberal Democrat 
Group, albett cnticism of the style of presentation. Sadly, a major area of dtfference was that of 
earmarkmgfurther mottlesfor the enhancementof Raylergh Town Centre. The Liberal Democrat 
Group considers that the enhancement of all the Dtstrict’s town centres, m conjunctton wtth 
Panshesand Town Cotnuls, 1sa prmre objecttve. Hopefully, Counnl wtll revtew the sttuanonat 
a very early date. 

All Members were dtsappointedby our SSA settlement. The figures during the period 1994/95to 
1999/2CHKlmakedepressingreadmg -

* SSA down by five hundred and etghty threethousandpounds- a reduction of 9 4% 

Fmance from Government down by seven hundred and eighty thousand pounds, a 
reduction of 19% 

* Thts at a hme when mflatton hasincreasedcostsby around 16% 

* Over thts period, Rochford’s budget has increasedby a mere 4 4%, BUT our council tax 
has had to be.mcreasedby 77% due to Central Governmentcappmg poltes. The vast 
majortty of council tax increaseshave meantRochford restdentspaymg for the servtces 
provided by other local authonttesthroughout the country 

Clearly, over the next three years, we must try to influence Governmentthinking m tts review of 
the finaucmg of local government. 

The overall effect is that Rochford District’s elementof the cotmctl tax at Band D for 1999/2000 
wtll be El07 01 or c2.06 per week for all of the services we provide plus those additional ones 
that I havementtoned,which I constdershowsthat this Council is financially prudent 

In conclusion,the total council tax for a B and D property will be-

EssexCounty Council 598.50 

Pohce Author@ 65.07 

Rochford m 

TOTAL 770 58 

orf1482perweek 

Dependmg on where you live in the District, when Pa& costs are taken mto account, the tax at 
Band D wtll rangefrom f785.87 to f806 30 

Clearly, the largest propottton of the Council Tax btll to a household ts that of Essex County 
Council whtch has risen this year by 7.2% It ts tmperattve that this Council ensures that tts 
residents get a fair share from the County Ltkewtse, particularly m respect of the Cnme and 
Disorder B111,we must make representationstf the Police precept results in major reducttons m 
policmg ” 

Durmg debate,Counctllor CR Morgan (Leader of the Labour Group) referred to the value of 
cross-party worktug m terms of achieving satisfactory grant settlements and developmg the 
budget review process Counctllor P.F.A. Webster(Leader of the Conservative Group) mdicated 
that, whilst hts Group was m support of the budget strategy, hts Members would abstain from 
voting on tinanctal aspects as they had omitted Group suggesttons,such as pay on exit car 
parking. Counctllor R E. Vingoe (Leader of the Hockley RestdentsAssoctation) referred to hts 
Group’s regret that recent debate had demonstrated how dtminishing budget resources could 
bnng about parochiahsm. He confirmed that his Group was supporttve of proposals auned at 
asststingthe Dtstrict as a whole. 
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The Corporate Director (Finance and External Servtces) confirmed that he would be furtherThe Corporate Director (Finance and External Servtces) confirmed that he would be further 
respondmg to omnnmxahon from the Rochford and Dtstnct Chamber of Trade and Commercerespondmg to omnnmxahon from the Rochford and Dtstnct Chamber of Trade and Commerce 
and the Federationof Small Businessesand the Federationof Small Businesses 

On a mhon moved by Councillor Mrs J H&on and secondedby Councillor D.E. Barnes, itOn a mhon moved by Councillor Mrs J H&on and secondedby Councillor D.E. Barnes, it 
wBs:-wBs:-

Resolved 

(1) That tt be notedthat the tax basefor the year1s29,785.96. 

(2JThat the total for gross expenditure of the ktrict together wtth the Partsh precepts be 
f2.4.671.874m accordancewtth Section32(2)(a)to (e) of the Act. 

(3) That the total of income fo the Distrtct Council be ~17,644,ooOin accordancewrth Section 
32(3)(a) to (c) of the Act. 

(4) That the total net expendttnreof the Distnct Council togetherwtth the Pushes be E7,027,874. 
This is a total of (2) aboveless(3) in accordancewith Sectton32(4) of the Act 

(5) That the total of the sums payable mto the general fund in respect of redistributed 
non-domesttc rates, revenuesupport grant together wtth adJustmetltsfrom its collechon fund be 
U,272,740 There 1sno slim payable tn respectof contnbutions by the I)lsmct Counctl m respect 
of reductions to council tax benefit subsidy 

(6) That the budget requirement for the year of fl,O27,874 less the net mcome receivable of 
f3,272,740 pmduces a net sum of E3.755,134which, lvided by the tax base of 29,785 96 IS 
equal to E126.07which ts the basic amotmtof its Counctl Tax for the year. 

(7) That the total of Parish precepts mcluded wtthlu the above is E567,674 m accordancewtth 
Section 34(l) of the Act 

(8) That the total of the Dtstnct Council without Parish precepts 1sthe basic amount of Counctl 
Taxoff10701. 

(9) That the total tax for both the Distnct and the Partshesbe as set out m the schedulewhich 1s 
mcluded as Appendtx A to theseMinutes These sums8re calculatedin accordancewith Section 
34(3) of the Act s.sthe basic amount of tts Council Tax for the year for dwellmgs in those partsof 
Its areato which one or more special itemsrelate. 

(IO) That the sumsgtven above for Band ‘D’ but now shown m the particular valuatton Bands 
‘A’ to ‘H’ are set out in the schedule shown as Appendix ‘B’. These sums are calculated m 

1, accordancewith Section36(l) of the Act 

(11) That the preceptsIssuedto the Counctl m respectof EssexCounty Councd and EssexPolice 
Authonty for each valuationband ‘A’ to ‘H’ are setout m the scheduleshown asAppentllx ‘C’ to 
theseMmutes. 

(12) That the total Con& Tax for the area for each Valuation Band ‘A’ to ‘H’ is as set out m 
Append= ‘D’ to these Mmutes. In accordancewith the Local GovernmentFmance Act 1992, 
theseare the amountssetasCouncil Tax for the year 1999i2lXKl 

NotePursuant to Standing Order 24(4) the representatives of the Conservatwe Group, 
Counctllors R Adams, K A Gtbbs, R A-Pearson, Mrs M J. Webster and P.F.A Webster, washed 
it to be recordedthat they had abstainedfrom voting. 

The meetmgclosedat 7 44 p m 

exmlnsfeb23 

i 

l 





184 
 



185 
 



186 
 


