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ROCHFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL MINUTES 


1999 


September (Part 1) 



ROCHFORD DJS~RKX COUNCIL 

Minntea of the Eonsing Management Sub-Committee 

At a Meeting held on l*September 1999. Present: Cwncillors Mrs M S Vmce 
(Cb~an), TGCutmore, DMFord, MrsJHall, NHams, CCLsnglands, 
MrsSJLemou,RAPearson,MrsWMStevensonaudMrsMAWeir 

’ 
Mr S Adger, Advmor represemmg Rayleigh and Rawroth Tenants’ Associatior~ 

Apologks Mrs S McPherson, Advisor representmg Rochford & Stamhridge Tenants’ 
ASKUatmrl. 

66. MINUTES 

The Minutas of the Meeting of 30 June 1999 were approved as a conxct record and 
signed by the Charrman 

* 61. MEMEERS’ m 

Councrllor C C Langlands de&red an Interest hy vntue of hemg a leaseholder of a 
former council ptqxrty. 

68. HOUSWG REVJZWE ACCOUNT - STATEMENT OF ACCOUNTS 

The SubCommittee recerved and noted the report of the Hexi of Fmancml Services on 
the cl- of accounts for the 199fU99 fhxmdal year and the umetable and pmceas for 
the 2C@X?OOl e&mates and mart setting. 

69. ADAPTIONS FOR TEE DISAYIXED 

The SubCommrttee consrdered the report of the Head of Revenue & Housing 
Management on the need to iucrease the respoustve reparm allocatmu relating to 
adaptim for the diiled 

On a Maclon moved by Couucillor Mrs W M Stevenson and seconded by Gxmcfflor 
RAPearsonitwz-

(1) That the responsive repairs allocation be increased from E36,ooO to $56,000 to meet 
anticipated demand for adapuons for the disabled 

(2) That the whole of the responsive repairs allocation he met from balances. (EJRHM) 

70. HOUSING CAPITAL PROGRAMME 

The Sub-Committee consrdered the report of the H&of Financial Services on dus year’s 
Housmg Capital Programme and the report of the Head of Revenm & Housing 
Management on the 2000/2C4ll Capital Programme m tandem. 

With regard to the 1999/2000 Housmg Capital Progmmme, Members felt that the 
underspend of ElO8,2CtO should be apphed to a combination of balances, the Mrlbxrne 
Court door entry system and upgrade of the wadened emergency call system. In 
drscussmg door e&y systems, the SubCommittee concurred with the view of a Member 
that msrdents should he advised of the importance of keeping doors closed when not m 
we 
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With regard to the Housing Investment Programme, the Subcommittee agreed that, 
rmtw&auding the ap$xat~on of undempand, the total rdentified under the essential bid 
c&mu should remam at ~573,000 Tim could be achmved WI&I the mctusion of central 
heatmg for properties iu Canewdon and part of Rayleigh within the essential brd cobnun 
The Sub-Committee endorsed the comment of a Member tha$ should funds be available 
over the commg months, farther prtorrty should be given to central beating provtsmn over 
and abwe all other ttems appearing on the schedule 

FcEcoMMENDED 

(1) That the revised Capital Progge set out at Appmdix One to these Minutes be 
approved, wah the underspend of f,lOSJOO being applied as foUows:- 

E22~00tobalances. 
fh,OOO for the Milboume Court dwr entry system. 
E80,OfN forthe Tmstallcalls@m. 

(2) That the element of the Housmg Investment Progmmme Bid relatmg to repmrs and 
tmprovements to Cotmcll housing stock be on the basis set out at Appeudrx Two to tlmae 
Minutes. fJllwHRHM) 

71. TENANT PAB’I’ICJI’ATION - A STBATEGY FOR ENGAGEMENT 

The Sub-Comm~ consrdered the report of the Head of Revenue & Housmg 
Management on the need to formalise a partmipation stmtegy to advance towards full 
tenant engagement and the development of tenant participatton compa&. 

Responding to Member questiom, the Head of Revenue & Housmg Management 
confirmed that documentation should refer to both leaseholders and tenants and that it 
would be of value to d&ermine tenant/leaseholder ratios on Panels. FolIowmg a Matron 
on ratios moved by Councillor Mrs WMStevenson and seconded by Councillor 
MmS JL.emonitwas:- 

Resolved 

(1) That the strategy for tenant and leaseholder participation in the &&ford District, as 
set out m the report attached to the srgned copy of these Mmutes, be agreed. 

(2) ‘Thai a Member S4eermg Group commting of seven Members be estabhshed to oversee 
progress (appointments to the Group to be on a pro-rata hasrs). 

(3) That the leaseholder pqortion on tenantileaseholder Panels be 5%. 

(4j That the proposed strategy timescale and key dates be agreed 

(5) That the Head of Reverse & Housmg Management report to an early Meeting of the 
corporate Resources Sub-Commmee. on the siafling reqmrements to accommodate 
tmantengagement. (flRHMJ 

12. HOUSING REVENUE ACCOUNT REF’AIBS AND MAJNTENANCE BUDGET 

The SubCommittee consrdemd the report of the Head of Financial Services on the 
authorrsation of repairs and mamtemmce m respeot of the Housing Revenue Account. 

Followmg a motmn on budget ooutrol, moved by Councrllor Mrs MA Weir and seconded 
by Councrllor T G Cutmore, and a motion on volume sta&tiq moved by Commrllor Mrs 
S J Lemon and seconded by Cotmcillor N Harris, it was - 



.-_-. --_-__.------_-~ 

RECOMMENDED 

(1) That the current year budget for repans and mamtenauce be made up as follows:- 

Description f f 

Plannd Services - Service Contracts etc. 88,000 
Cyclical Decorations and Repairs 141,000 
Warden Schemes -Internal Decomtions 39,500 
Asbestos works 14,700 
Total PLammd Repairs 
Housmg Repairs and Mamtemmce 491,800 
Internal Dewrations - Votd Properttes 110,ooo 
Plant Replacemmlt 15,ooo 
Adaptatms for the Disabled 56,U@l 
skip Hue Loo0 
Total Responsive Repairs 
Total Repaus Maiutenauce 

(2) That Volume Statistics detailing the type and natme of works &I order levels w&n 
each category be submrtted to the next SubCommittee. 

(‘3) Thatthe Head of Revenue and Housing ?Aauagement reports on spending w&in each 
budgetrtemouaquarterlybasis (HRHM) 

73. BEST VALUE IN HOUSING MANAGEMENT - CONSULTATION RESPONSES 

The Subconmuttee consrdered the report of the Head of Revenue & Housing 
Management ou the value of awmtiug receipt of .a Government guidance paper relating to 
Best Value before agmemg a programme for Best Value Revmw of aspects of the 
Housing Service 

That no action be taken to establtsh a Best Value Revtew Programme for core services 
rdatmg to Housing Management u&l receipt of the Department of Ektvnmmmnt 
Transport & the Regions Guidance Paper. (HRHM) 

RENT COLLECTION METHOD AND FREQUENCY 

The Sub-Committee coustdered the report of the Head of Revenue & Housing 
Management on movement to an electronic swtpe card methxi of rent collection. 

That the Council moves to an electronic swrpe cud method of rent collection, on the basis 
set out m the report attached to the signed copy of these Minutes, subject to.- 

(1) statutory consukation with tenan& 
(ti) payment frequencies being varmd on an optional basrs at the diimu of 

Housmg Management officers (HRHM) 



15 REVIEW OF CONDITIONS OF TIZNANCY (TFBANCY AGREJMENI’) 


The Sub Comm&x consldaed the qxnt of the Head of Revenue & Housii 
Management on the value of undertaking a thorough and wde rangmg rewew of the 
conditions of tenancy (the Tenancy Agreement). It was pro@ that there should be a 
p-mod of mfornml ccmsultation which would involve a team of OfEcers, tenant 
representatives, the Sub-Commit& Chaiirmrm and any other nominated Members with 
sped herests m housmg management 

(1) That the current tenancy agreement be reviewed. 

(2) That the approach and timetable set out below be adopted:- 

Date 

septemberto October 1999 

3 November 1999 

November 1999 to January 2040 

31 Janwy2000 

16 February 2000 

1March2000 

1 April 20+0 

76 DIFFICULT TO LET PROPERTIES 

AC&U 

Inford ccwultion meetmgs 

Consider&on of second draft 
Agreement. 

Formalconsultationprocea. 

constion pend ends. 

Consl&mtion of snbmisaons and final 
am&ents to Agreement. 

-tion by Pxent Committee. 

Agreement comes into effect. 

The Sub-Commrtbe consldewl tie rqmrt of the Head of Revenue & Housing 
Management on the possibility of reviewmg the Council’s policy on designated elderly 
person’s propei-iies. 

During debate the Sub-Committee endorsed the view of a Member that, notwrthstandmg 
the need for effective stock management, any change to astmg arrangements wouk4 
represent B mqor policy change in what is 8 sensitwe ama On * motion moved by 
Councillor Mrs W M Stevenson and seconded by Conncillor D M Ford rt was:- 

That no change be made to the camwt hst of designated elderly persons’ properties. 

CRJMElANDDISORDERREDUCX-IONSTR4TEGY 

The Sub-Committee conadered the report of tie Head of Revenue id Housing 
Management on the Sum s responslbdities in relation to the Council’s Cnme 
and Dwxder R&tion Strategy. 
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In pmvldmg an update on the current position, the Head of Revenue & Housing 
Management confvmed that reports would be submmed to futwe meetings addressing the 
wues contained in the strstegy document. 

That the Commumty Safety SubCummitke be advii that this SubComnutke is on 
- 1 target with its work rehtmg to the Crime and Disorder Strategy document (HRHM) 

The M&ng closed at 102lpm 
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APPENDIXTWO 
SUGGESTED CAPlTAL PRCGRAMME - 2oooK)l 

No of Fisenbl Necessay Dsmble 
units c E E 

WINDOW REX’LACFMENT 

Church Rmd, Bariing 4 8,800 

Mmer Avme 10 21,ow 

Bedloes Avenue I 14,cim 

RawrethIane 1 2200 

Mlddlemead 23 58,ooO 

Rowan Way 3 6,ooo 

OrchardBungalows 4 
&g 

24 55,ooo 

106 266,000 

26 w@J 

68 108,800 

9 22,000 

I 23 52,ooO 

16 36,ooO 

10 24,000 

455,GQO 

J3OILER REF%Acm 

(I!kignal House 38 70,000 

sTRu- REF-AIR5 

Rochford Garden Way 20 100,om 

EXTERNAL wsuL,.4TIoN 

RLxhford 20 200.000 

INOR JXlXY SYSTEM 

Essex closeAvomer Dnve 66 36,ooO 
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Flats, Rochford Garden Way 26 315,ooo 
, 

con~ooa LaveK? 19 315,ooo 
B&ton court 13 315,cm 
spa court 23 525,m 
Hardwick House 26 735,ooo 

Rem@ S/H Schemes 452 55,cQo 

ROOFING 

StatmRoad 11 35,ooa 

PearwmAveme 7 22m 

SouthendRmd 2 W’33 

Rmhford Garden Way 30 %.OiW 

573,ow 592,800 &@wJo 
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9 
Committee Report 


Ro&!fmdDrwacomrd 
To the meetmg of. HOUSlNGMANAGEMENTSUB-CO~ 

On: lSTsslFME4ER1999 

RtpOItOF HEADOF~ANDHOUSINGMANAGE?&W 

Title TENANT PARTICJPATION - A STRATEGY FOR mGAGEW3NT 

Author. S.I. clarkson Report Approved By 

Tins repxt Is hnked with four of the Counc#s corporate ObJstlves; they are.- 

to increase R~lrford’s focus on the Commnmty at all stages of the service planmug and 
delivery process 

to establish appropriate quaky standards and to ensun that they ate contmnc~ly debvered 

_ - to improve customer onentation and Access to R&ford’s sernces 

to ensure that Rochford acts fauly esp&&y when canying out mtpopnk or statutory 
flnxtions. 

Tesmt Bngasanent 

At a meetmg of this Stiomnnttm on 2nd June 1999 Members agreed a Policy Statement on 
Tenant and Leaseholder Pxhnparion This 1s shown on Appendix 1. 

In order to advance the p-s towards fnll tenant engagemeti and the development of Tenant 
Particqahon Compacts it IS now necessary to flesh cut the Poky Statement ti a Particrpaaon 
Strategy. The Strategy should set out Rcchfon3’s obJechve8 and means to &&E% them. These 
wdl be the steppmg stones towards developmg compacts, achievmg best v&ue and maxmzing 
moppormnrty@-- from Central Government 

The adoption of a strategy WIU send a very clear usage to alI those concerned of our mtenth~s 
to involve tenants at all stages of the Housmg Management Review Process. ‘Ii-us is seen as a 
prer+site to the 5I1cce.s~ of Compact.5 and the mvolvemznt of tenants m the management of the 
homes they rent. 

Members are rermnded of the bmetable (Appzndxx 2) they set themselves to achieve these ams. 
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Appe~3isaf~stage~ofastrategy~fmmabestpracticernodelandadapredand 
enhanced to smt the R&ford Dtstnct. It can be adapted further to reflect Member views before 
final&ion and won. However, the Head of SeMce draws Members’ attention to the fact 
thatwork~asyetstartedontfreCompactsandthetimetableistlght. Compaaswlllbe 
statotonly xeqmsed docomen& smdar m nature to the Crime and Disorder Reduchon Strategy 
or the Millenmum Plan, and m be on depoti by 31st March 20X. The work ahead sh&zl, 
therefore, not be underestimated nor should the high cormmtment rqmed by t&e Members 
nommated as representatives to the Tenant Involvement Steering Group (TISG). 

TISG wdl meet on a regular basu to progress ti following-

dense and agree a timetable which will ensure the delivery of CoIIIprtas by the stahrtory 
date 

devise and agree a traming plan which v&l mvolve Me&m, OfEers and Tenant 
repmves 

PdvlseOllCQllSUltatlOll~tObe8dOpti 

oversee the cream of a Truant Panel (target mmlmummemberstupm 
tenant.4leeseholders) 

help develop terms of reference for the Tenant Panel 

mve adnce from other agencies m&e&d m housmg management matters e.g tbs 
Pohce, Ycmth Wo&rs, Somal Services etc. 

agree the level oftenrmt partlcipahon by reference to mcogmaed survey methods 

. - ensurethat~~oftheTenantPanelisarepresentatlvectass-section~teMldsand 
leaseholders m&ding titiorully under-qxesented groups (incladmg children) 

ensure the growth and continuation of existing Tenant Associations and encomage the 
form&on of new gnmps whm appropriate. 

The creation of a Tenant (and leas&older) Panel (TP) was supported in February 1999 with a 
mew to the Panel looking at a whole range of 1ss4es aff&mg tenants. The TP’s views would 
then be fed mto the Co&s decision making pnxess The propxed strategy doaunent 
(Appendix3) gwes a nmnlxr of - where the Panel rmght offer adnce and asststaxe. The 
Panel would not have any dension nuking powers but Members would obviously place h& 
regard on any suggestions or oLtsmauons male. Once estabhshed, ti may be apppmte to have 
‘Tenants Panel Observations” as a standmg Item headmg on all Housing Management 
Snb-Commmee Agenda-. 

Efforts have been male to expand member&p of the e&g Tenant Luuson Meetings and 
subject to approprmte con&on and approval Members of this Group nugbt now form the core 
of the Tenants Panel. 

Nothmg of any slgnmcance at ti stage 
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Resourcesnaedtobe~av~ablebcthm~~~sstafftimeand~bndget~~~via 
the Housmg Revenue ALXXUIK The h&xx etnphasls placed on tenant pmuc~patmn and sapport 
is likely to hxrease yea on year. In 1998m f&oca was -indteH.R& v&t 
margmdly ova fl,CN bemg spent Tins year E13,tX10 has been reserved and ~IU most likely be 
fullyspent. In2WYOlthehkeEh0xlLstithu;wdlimxease qmficantly and for there to be an 
additional regremat for staffing ‘I& current po&on is that the Revenue awl Housmg 
Management Division supwisor has assmxd respansibllily for mt haison and IS making 
good headway She assesses that only 517% of her time 1s devoted to ti foncaon. Thus may 
prove to be in~115Ycient when full tenant engagement ensum. Resources v&l therefore need to be 
i-mewed as the strategy develops. 

Compact wdl be embodied in prmmy legislation m the Antonm Session of Parliament The 
Minister has bxhxted that the timetable IS “not flexible” wbxh means that (WT Compacts will 
need to be m place and pub&&xl by 31st March 20X. The development of the engagerrent 
Strategyandi~~~andpaaels~be~eLementstormccesl. 

Pmpaedthatthls sub-conmn#eeRB@oMMENDs 

(1) That a strategy for Tenant Pardcr@on m the Rochfonl I)lstnct be agreed. 

(2)ThataMemberSteeringGmnpbe~~~assetautmtheRepoa. 

(3)Tbatthe~eandkeydatescontamedintheS~gybeagreed 

(4)ThatmeHeadofSaviQrepo~ntoan~meetlngofCorporateR~ Sllbcommiaee 
on the staffing quirements to accommc&e tenant engagement (HRHM,l 

B=kgromrdpapers 
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AFTENDIXI 

TeaautPa&&ttirm-AMicyStatnnent 

RochfordDistrictCarmciliscommaredtoiovolvingitstenanDinthedensionmakingprocessw 
hansing ma&-s. The Authority welcomes its wauts to partlcipste m urttrers whxh affect their 

. knancm and’or thr horn. 
4 

It believes that knant mvolvewnt is vital to ti provision of the best possible &msiug se~ce 

Thacwndl’SAims 

Weannto: 

keep knants informed 

keep in place and develop effecIive coo&atim procedarrs 

pmvide a range of opporhmihes for tenants to become involved 

deveklpaparkedpwithknauts 

Tenants have the right to: 

be informed and consulted abmt matka of bxsing management 

reume all relevant information co ncemmg housing services, mclnding bedit 

OlpllSandjoinTcaantGroups 

. . equal opportotrity of pzuticipation 

RO%fcldDiSt&GX&lWiU ewwageTmautP~~&+&~rmd~rmiutbefo~wiug 
faeas: 

1. CoJon 

kezp taum~; informed Ann housing nmtters which may affect their homes or 
neighbouhwis 

work towards ptuviding mforioation wntten in pl9in language, without jargon, and m large 
print and altematwe languages where appropriate 

en~the~rmofatenrmtsttewslettermarcgnlarbask 

provi&eachtemmwithacopyofanAmualPetfmmncePian 

dishibute other not&s and letters to all tenants when appropriate 
.-



. , 

ahvays wehme, cmmdu and respond to tmants’ views on housing xsues 

2 -on 

Wewill: 

hoasingmauagementissaes 
honsingdcvdopmnt 

g-zF&~~ 
-cy ngalations 

omlawestandaIKlsandhow~aremonibDredrandma 
the awading of corm-acts for senices 
knants complaints 
rhpntes and amngmmts for solving them 
1CdtenantglUUpS 
rem setting 
fwehousingprowsionintbD&ria 

3. =-Grcops 

WewiIk ~, 

bdp with the development of bting tenad groups 

heIpinsdngupnewknantgKQps 

giVCkJl&UtpUpSth.3oppormnity tDpalkip&where~ 

. . ewowageqsidtwmtspaneltolookatspecificisuu 

assistwithtminlng oppor&wforten?lutgroups 

&Iron& tenant gmnps with adqak fun&g and SuppQrt servkes. 
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APPENDIX2 


ACL’IONFUNpOR lENAWPARTICIPA’ITON 

. 
.’ Jnne 1999 ReporttoHmiqMauage~Sn~on 

Strategy for Tenant Pmcipaticm 

PnblicationofLiJcalPerf- Fk(tOhlClLlde 
lg9f&T39AltnualRepon) 

Novembcz 1999 Targetdatebywbichtosbievcatleastl% 
parhcipatiunaaasstheDistnct 

Duxmba 1959 
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Rochford Drstrict Council believes that tenant involvement is vital to the provisron of the best 
possible housmg servrce and 1s committed to involving Its tenants in b decision making process 
on housing matters 

only by pmmom3 d eamuaghg Tenant Parhctpation will the Authority achieve Best Value 
principles and maxmese 1ts oppoamties to attract resollRRp from central Government 

Cmtomrs of the housing service have a right to have a say in the pmvtsmn of the servrces for 
which they are paymg. Thrs strategy 1s &tended to help them exercise this right. 

Tenant mvolvemcnt cannot be achieved thnmgh the efforts of one parson or one group of people. 
Timen&toteaw ” tfromallthemajorplayem. 

To this end Member support to the principles of particrpation is needed. DfIicers need to be 
wnnnitkd to the concept of pmticipation and tenants need to have confidence that their 
involvement has a purpose and will prcdnce results. 

Tbefnststageinthisprocessisto~serviceprovlderstolecognise and seize tenant 
involvement opportumbes. This 16 a pnxzss whtch has already begun however more wrll be 
s&med thmugb msmg awareness of the importance of mvolving tenants and by constantly 
asking dte question “how have tenants been mvolved?“. During this exercise a trammg need may 
kidenhfied Thiswillclearlyneedtobemetiftbelevelofconmi~nt~istobe 
aclneved 

WhowiRbeinvolvedfromRochfcadD&&cwncil’l 

Clearly Members are linked into the tenant mvolvement process through their day to day dealtugs 
with them. Thrs engagement is welcomed and encouraged, andprovidestheHousingTeamwnh 
a useful source of f&k on the servtce we provide 

As the main contract between the Authority and its tenants, the Revenue and Housing 
ManagementTeamaretbevitall& Tbcymustappreciakthattkeceismoretoknant 
involvement than a regular programme of tenant meetings and an annual report to tenants. Their 
mvolvement and enthusiasm in ~mrhciparion matters is vital If the Authority is sermus akut 
involvmg its customers m the provrsron of its H&g Service. 

The Revenue and Housing Management Team has an OfRoar responsible for involvmg tenants. 
This officer IS able to supply pubhcrty mater@ co-ordinate tenant p&~&&&on aCav&ies and 
generally offer help, advice and support to the DfScers and tenants taking part m the process. 

~ORicerwitbTenantLiaisonresponslbilities~needtosetupaworlanggmapofky 
Officers to review tend involvement aud agree the way forward. Tne group will be led by the 
Head of Service am2 wdl m&de Members, repmsenmtives from the L&me sod Client Services 
Division and from Housing, Health and Commumty Care Division. This group will be known 85 
the Tenant Involvement Steermg Group. 

Other agencies will be involved in the tenant paaicipation process. These m%y well include the 
Police, ethnic mmonty groups, Youth and Commumty Workers, Health and Socml Se-&es and 
any other organisabon that can help m unproving the envimnmmt in which tenants e- 6 8 



The level ad type of tenant mvolvement differs depending on tke issues under t6e spotlight. 

For major issues such as achieving Best Value, Large Scale. Voluntary Transfer, changes to the 
termsandconditionsoftenancyetc. thereisalegalrequirementaswellasadeslleon~epartof 
the Chmcil to involve all tenants. 

- I 
Gwmg all tenants be. oppommrty to be mvolvcxi is somethmg the Council encourages aheady 
over aJI major issues e.g. the Counc~‘s SW pnonhes on Housing, changes in the prov~on 
of housing services and the monitormg of complamts. 

Tkre me some wdm where It Is useful for the Councd to seek the views of a mpre3entative 
group of tenants. Such issues inch& the development of play areas where none exist, the 
sale&on of a particular styk of kitchen umt, a particular ~mttern or shade of floor covering or a 
particular shade of paint for home hnprovements and decoranon etc. 

Whenever we deal with tenants we me involving them m some way. The purpose of thts section 
oftheshategylstoexamme whatwearedoingatpresentamlwhatwehopetodomthenear 
fnture. Inhrne~~tof~vitles~bereviewwlandamendedaccordingly. 

TheCouncllwantstoen~allTenantsAssonationstoprovidealltenants~~aregnlar 
newsletter which advises them on housmg and other tenancy related matters. It should also 
mfomithemofchangestose&ces in&ding the opemng thra of offices, changes m front hue 
staff, arid details of consulmtion programmes. 

The Chml is reqmd by law to provrde its tenauts with au annual report It contams key 
perf- indxators, targets aud achievements for the pmxxbng year. Thts dccmmnt IS 
produced by Housing Team but It is recognised that its format, style and content must change. 
‘Ihe Housing Team are working on this project for 1999. 

Tenant mvolvement should ideally be thmugh a numbsr of established tenant and resrdent 
ass~ons. Altlmgh tbxe are two grap of this nature in the Dumict, they caunot be 
descnbedssbeingveryactlve. Apnoritymustbetopromote&segmupstoenmmtMr 
survrvalandtotrytobmathenewlifemtothem, ThrscanbcachievedbycontactingG2egmu~ 
andrequestingthatweattend~meetingstoexpl~aarstrategyfortwantinvolvementfor~ 
futm. It 1s the responsibility of tie Tenant Liarson Officer and the Croup SecreMes to work 

togethertnunproveeugagmmt. 

Over the years membership of tenants groups increased but then declined once they have 
acheved their aim. The Council has fidly supported both the groups that are still active. 
This suppcrt has involved attending meetings, taking the views of the groups into 
consideration particularly when estate improvements are being planned providing 
meeting facikies when requested and supplymg photocopymg and secret&u1 sapport 
facilities to help with the adn&lstratm ofthc groups. 

Iheideaofsettingopatenants’~lmtfieDistrlctwasconsideredandsuppoaedmFebruary 
1999 It 1s envisaged that the panel would look at tssttes winch affect tenants and its views would 
be seriously considered when decrsions were being made about matters it had looked at. For 
example, the panel might be asked to suggest items to be mcluded in any review of Conditions of 
Tenancy, come to a view about colour preferences when areas are bemg repamted, to suggest 
ideas to impmve any newsletter, be. involved m joint estate mspxtmns wrth Officers and 
Members, and to look at other items of significance picked up by the Housing Needs Survey 
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carried out in 1999 and to provide akhtional mm bite the Hoosmg Strategy Statemeax ‘I&e 
mews of the tem3rKs’ panel w&d be aa important element m the Authority’s strategy to &ieva 
Best Value. Members have already constdexd the view of ‘advisors to Ccmr~ttees at an earb.e~ 
date. 

Akhough tie views of tfme panel would be taken into account m the &&ion makzng process It 
wculdnothaveanydd.stonmakiugpms. ItisenvmagdthattbepauelwiUmeetquasterlyat 
a convenient locahon with Oflicers from Revenue acd Housing Management and Leisure and . 
Client Services. Otkr Council officers might attend for speciiic issues. Reasonable travel 
expses wdl be paid to those attending. 

The panel’s achvitm wcdd complement those of existing tenant groups. The Authority would 
takestepsto~thrrtthepaaelande~tenantgroups~dnotend~incorrrpeh~on. 

The Tenants Panel wdl be c+o&m&d by the Officer wrth respoasibilay for Tenant Liaison. 

TenantMeetings 

Meetings might also be asranged for tenants where a particular issue arises which will affect 
them. This 1s because ths m931od of involving them is cons& to be the mogt effective way 
ofeIp~g~e~andgivmgtbemtheoWomrmtytotalk~tbtheinm~d~g~~ 
it. For example where them is a sensitive matter hke refurbishment or redevelopment of part of 
anestate,alocalrm&ngwdlbearrmgedprmrtowolk cxmmachgintheareasothattenants 
canfindcotwbatwillbehap~g,w6o~bedoingit,andwhenit~hrrppen. Theywdl 
alsohavetheoppcrtunitytoraiseanyconcems that they may have. 

m-a 

A significant and increasing proprtion of Rochford District Council’s tenants live in its 
Sheltered Housing Schemes. Whkt they have the opportunity to be involved in all elenxnts of 
the Council’s general programme they also have theu own self generated programme. They wdl 
be consulted about all densions taken about the Schan~ and any proposed changed affecting 
their tenancy. This is an area of tenant mvolvement wlxch has not bean fully utdikzd by the 
Counciltodateandthatshculdbedevelopedmthefutnre, 

A specific programme of te& mvolvenwt in Sheltered Housing Schemes is organised 
by the tenants themelves. Regular meetings are held and sometimes attended by other 
Oficers from the CoundL These usually focus on local issues but there is the 
opportuni~ to introduce wider tissues to the age&a 

Repaxs and mamtenance is always hxgh on the list of tenants’ pnoritk and &err involvement LS 
encouraged m monitoring the service. This is covered by a Standmg Item on the agenda at all 
Tenant Liaison Meekogs 

When tenan& report a repair they are asked w complete a cwtomer satisfaction slip 
which they return once the repaw has been currted oui. This gives them the opparhmity 
w comment on the quality of the work that has been camed out and to work with the 
Council towards improving the repaus service. Approximately 200 slips each month are 
returned to the Council. 

All Councd Ikpartnxuts are rqmmd to undertake regular surveys to seek the views of tbzx 
customrs cmcming the servies they receive This may be a relatively srmple exit poll type 
survey or by short questiormaire. 



’ : Surwysofthisnaturehawbeencarriedotct~are~rbaslswithintheRevenuemrd 
Hoasing Management Division to nwn&r the performmrce. Feedback has been 
particularly ureful on front line services provrdedfiorn the ‘direct contact team’. 

III Rochford tins method of cons&don has yet to be employed, it may prove to be one of the 
best ways of mvolvmg tenants m terms of numbers and quabty of information coming out of the 
project 

Projds of ths mime wonld be led by the Div~.~~on’s Oftice Supxkon’ Tenant Lmmm Oft&r 
audmanagedbyasteeriuggmupofGff’&ers 

Consultaucy advice might be sought from the Tenants Participation AdGory Senile (TPAS) of 
which the Council and Tenants k&atiom are members. 

We aim to condxt the first tenants at&&e survey in Roch$ord in 2&N and may consider 
engaging consultants for this pqoose. It may include a hoasmg stfl survey, a survey of 
those on the Cormcil’s Holcring Regsiter and those who are existing tenants. l’ke aim of 
the temmts swvey will be W gather iqformahon and feedback about the range of ho&g 
services as well as W iahtify a service mprovenaent agenda. 

Although it is not in&mied w repeat thir exercise on an annual basis it ti seen as 
extremely UT&~ mrd will need to be w&r&ken about every ftve years. 

Resources for involvmg tenants are made available both in terms of staff rime and vm the 
Housmg budget However it must be recognised that involvmg tenants entails a comnt of 
mbstanaal staff time and remunm to assist the development of tenant orga&aaons and training. 
If the Authority 1s sxms about its desire to involve tenants it must aoxpt that additional 
retxmm are gomg to be required m the future. This might involve a fundammtal review of the 
work undataken within the Housmg Off& and ‘stxippmg cut’ dxties &skated wah housing 
provision. 

Cleariy rt is diflicult to stipulate precise tnze scales for reaching the level of tenant mvolvement 
that it is hoped will be achieved. However It IS possible to set a senes of mih%mes and 
dedlmes. The first wdl be the setting up of a tensnts panel which should ~llfl to hold its first 
m-dug before the end of 1999f2KQ. 

Other key milestones and dearnines ale set out in the table below: 

Newsletter Between l-3 issues per Sprmg, Autumn & Wmter 
Year 

Performance Plan &dY By 1st September 

Tenants Grout Groupsdetermme 

Tenants Panel Quarterly setupby 1.4.00 

871 



HIP strategy 

Customer Surveys Bi-AtmuaUy shut 2ooo 

* I Tenant Attit& Once every 4-S years start 2cao 
Surveys 

SteermgGi-oup HalfYearlY Aped and October 

MonhmingandI 

If tenant mvolvement 1s to be suaessfully promoted m the Rochfti Ihstrict it wdl need to be 
monitored and its usefulness evaluated. 

Monitoring can take place in a number of ways. For instance, regular reports to Members will 
outlhe the type of tenant mvolvem the numbers involved, the issues discus& and an 
evaluahon of the exercise Tlb2.e reports can either go to the relevant cammtttees or Members 
may feel that the CIuef Execatves Newsletter would be a more. appqnate way of re~~vmg this 
inf~on. TbefqueiqoftheseqxntswillalsoneedtodetemGnedbyMembers 

It is generally acapted that m well mn hcmaing anthorittes where there are few, rf any, major 
problems it IS diflicult tn generate ah@ degree of tenant actinty Nevertheless ti 1s no excuse 
for complacency and every effort sbuld be taken to engage tenants by a variety of meana 
available 
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ROCEWORD DISTRICT COUNCIL 

Mbutes of the Planning Services Committee 

At a meeting held on 2ti September 1999. Present: Councdlors R E Vmgoe 
(Chauman),RAdmns.,GCAugus,TGCutmore,JMDmon,DFFlack,DMFord, 
Mrs JEFord, K A Grbbs, Mrs J M Grles, J E Grey, Mrs H L A Glynn, N Hams, 
D RHelson, Mrs J Helson, Mrs A R Hutchmgs, V D Hutch&, V H. Leach, 
Mrs S J Lemon T Lrvmgs, G A Mockford, R A Pearson, Mm W M Stevenson 
MrsMSVmce,MrsMJWebstcr,FA.Webster,DAWenandMrsMAWeu 

341 MINUTES 

The Mmmes of the Meeting of 29th July 1999 were approved as a uxrect record and 
signed by the Chahman 

342. MEMBERS’ INTERESTS 

Cotmmllor G C Angus declared rm mterest m the item ‘Breach of Plmming Co&o1 at 
Highlands Farm off Beeches Road/Watery Lane, Rawreth (Minute 345)” by vutue of 
knowledge of the applicant. 

Members’ mterests relatmg to the Schedule of Development Applicattons and 
Recommendahons (Mmute 346) were. recetved as follows. 

Para 7 - Councillors Mrs H L A Glynn and V H Leach each d&r& non-pecuniary 
mterests by virtue of being Hawkwell Par& Councillors CounctIlor J M Dtxon declared 
a non-pecuniary interest by vutue of fannly corm&tons with the club at the she. 

Para 9 - Connclllor Mrs A R Hutchings declared a non-pecuniary iuterest by virtue of 
bemg the Chanman of Hockley Chamber of Trade. 

Para 10 - Councillor J E Grey declared a non-pecumaty interest by vutue of living in 
close proxnnity to the site 

343 BREACH OF PLANNING CONTROL ON LAND AT CORNER OF VERLANDEZR 
DRWF3TRENDERS AVENUE (OPPOSm THE SEARLFS YARD, RAYLJIIGFJ 
ESSEX) 

The Head of Plannmg Servmes reported that a change of use of desrguated Metropohtan 
Green Belt for the storage of burlding stock and other ttems for retatl at the above srte had 
occurred without the benefit of pw permmsion Noting the history of the stte and 
that an Enforcement Nohce had been served prevtously on the same mte, Members agreed 
that It was appropriate to maftirm the prevrous action taken. The use was wnsuiemd to 
be visually obtmsrve and a detnmental f&me m the sunoundmg landscape, impaumg 
the character and appearance of the local cotmu-yside, contrary to both Pohcy GB 1 of the 
Rochford Distnct Local Plan Fnst Revtew and Policy S9 of the Essex Stmcturc Plan 

Iu addltlon to the breach of the existmg Notice, for the deposit of storage of building 
materials,, ti was noted that further items, including private motor vehtcles, had been 
parked or stored on the land Members were of the opinion that d penmtted, the use 
would represent an undesirable precedent making it drtficult to mstst simtlar 
developments elsewhere v&m the Dmtrict to the long term detnment of the Green Belt 
Enforcement acbon had aheady been taken agamst the owners of this land for a slrmlar 
breachtothatreferredtomthe~~andinordertoensuretbattheLocalP~g 
Author@ appeared conststent, rt was consrdeted prudent for actmn to be taken 
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Resolved 

That the Corporate Director (Law, Plamnng & Administrahon) be author&xi to take all 
nassary achon includmg the issue and service of Notices and acnon in the Courts to 
secure the remedying of the breach of plsnmng control now repmted @ES) 

344. BREACH OF PLANNING CONTROL AT 181 GREENSWARD LANE, 
HOCKLEY, ESSEX 

The Head of Planmng Servtces reported that an addrtmnal use of a realdentral sue, lccated 
wdhm the Men-opolrtan Green Belt, for the storage, repair and sale of motor vehmles at 
the above s&e had crxmred wrthout the benefit of plsnnmg permtssmn. In notmg the site 
location and the nature of the use of the sate Members consrdemd them to be a loss of 
vi.4 amen&y to adJomg propertms and the public generally, m addrhon to noise aad 
dishhence (including fumes and dotus) to local residents such usea generate, contrmy 
to phcy GBl of the Rochford Dtstrict Local Plan Prrst Revrew and pohcy SP of the 
Essex stnrctute Plan. 

Resokad 

That the Corporate Due&or (Law, Planning & Administratmn) be authonxd to take all l
necessary actmn inchrdmg the issue and aervtce of Nohces and action in the Courts to 
secure the remedying of the breach of plannmg control now ~K&xI. (HLS) 

345. BREACH OF PLANNIN G COh’TROL AT HIGHLANDS FARM, OFF BEECHf!S 
ROAD/WATERY LANE?, RAWRETH 

The Head of Planning Servmes repotted the partial construchon of a resrdential dwellmg 
house, Located withm the Metropohtan Green Belt, Coastal Protectton Belt and m a 
ktndmpe impmvement area at the above locatron, commenced wrthout the beneSt of 
planmng pannisaion Mindful of the sate locatron, planning htatory and nature of the 
development at the site, Members considered the use contraty ta Policies GBl of the 
Rochford Drstrmt Local Plan Frrst Revrcw and S9 of the Essex Stmcture Plan con.&ermg 
theusewouldresultmanewbmlding~theopenessofthe~Beltin~Iural 
arat 

Resolved 

That the Head of Legal Servtm be authorised to take all necessary action mcludmg the l 
mue and sea-ace of Nohces and action m the Courts to sexre the remcdymg of the 
breach of planning control ru~w reported (HLS) 

346 SCHEDULE OF DEVELOPMENT APPLICATIONS AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

lbe Head of Planmng Sarvtces subnntted a Schednle of Apphcations for cons&n&on 
and a hat of Plannmg Apphcahons and Bmldmg Regulatron Apphcatrons dexxled under 
delegation smce 29* July 1999. 

Para. Dl - !9!%QC1163/FuL - 8 Warners Bridge Chase, Rochford. 
Proposal- new roof to bungalow (including raising ridge heigbf) to provide rooms 
In roof space with front and rear dormers, ground floor and side rem extension. 

Add Inform&es (1) lmntmg working hours at weekends 

(2) lmutmg construction traffic parking along the unmade roads. 



Resolved 

That the apphcatxon be approved subject to the mtihons in the schedule to m&de the 
two informatiws outlmed above. 

Para. D2 - 99/000259iFUL - lla The Chase, Raylelgh 

Proposal - demolish existing dwelling and er& 5 bed, 2 storey dwening with 
lutegrfll garage. 

Resolved 

Thai the apphcat~on be approved subject to the condthons set out in the schedule 

Para. R3 - 99/00096KOU - 29 Eastwood Road, Rayleigh 

Proposal- change of use of shop floor space to coffee shop (Class A3) and new shop 
front (comprising sub-division of exisdng shop 27-29) 

Mmdfid of the officer’s recommendationfor approval, Membas consid& neverthelessl that the applxation would result m the unacceptable loss of reta outlet w~ti the 
pnmary shopping area of Raylagh and mmdful of the comments of the Head of 
Caprate Pohcy and Imtlahves, considered that the applicahon should b+ refused 

Resolved 

That the fqphcahon be refoxxi on the grounds that the pmpxal would result m the loss of 
a retail outlet within the pnmary shoppmg area of RayleIgh contrary to pol~y SAT2 of 
the Rochford District Local Plan Fast Review. 

Psra R4 - 99/00219/OuT- land rear of 83 Grove Road, Rayleigh 

Proposal-outline application to erect detached bungalow and garage. 

Conslderatlon of this apphcahon was deferred from Member sti vlslt. 

Resolved 

l 
Para. R5 - 99/00248/FWLland adjacent to Spring Gardens, Rayleigh -

Proposal- erect detached 2 bed bungalow with detached garage 

Members considered that the apphcahon should be deferred for farther negotutlon with 
the apphcant concermng the sttmg of the garage 

Resolved 

(1) That the apphcation be deferred for further negotiation v&h the apphcant 
wncemmg the siting of the garage. 

(2) That the application be delegated to the Corporate Duector (Law, Plarmmg & 
AUfion) to appmve should the outcome of the dlscuasmn ti both the 
apphcant and Ward Members be acceptable 



Par%, 6 - !29/OW/FuL - Briarley (Modem, Lark EIill Road, Canewdon) 

Proposal-erect detached chalet and detached garage (demolish existing bungalow). 

Add condition 

Condition 12 - delis of the foundations of the proposed garage are to be submitted to 
and approved m wntmg by the local Planning Autbonty prior to development 
CommenCUlg 

Reason: to ensure protectmu of nearby @es. 

That the application be approved subject to the con&ions set out in the schedule to 
mclude Condition 12 o&xxi above. 

Para 7. - 99/002Ol/FUL - Rochford Hundred Rugby Club, Magnolia Road, 
Rochford 

ProposaI- ground floor rear extension l 
Considerationof ti apphcation was deferred for a Member site vlstt 

Resolved 

That a site visit be ananged (HAhB) 

Para 8. - 99KtO21UXJL land adjacent 58 Victoria Avenne, Rayleigh -

Proposal - erect 4 bedroom detached house wlth semi-integral garage. 

Resolved 

That the qphcat~on be approved subject to the cond~hons and mfmmabve set out in the 
schedule 

Para 9 - 99/00325/FUL- 40 Spa Road, Hockley 
0Proposal- siting of storage container (12.2 metres in length) for furniture storage 

Consideration of this Item was deferred for a Member stie visit. 

That a Member slta nsit be arranged 

Para. 10 - 99/0036L!lWL- Rayleigh Indoor Go-karting, Brook Road, Rayleigh 

Proposal - revocation of Condition 1 of F/0207/9UROC to allow permanent 
retention of go&art track extension. 

Add condition “the use of the existmg external track shall not come before full detah 
of the existing tyre wall noise attentuation bamer rqur3te for the purposes of the 
external track have been sob& to and agreed m wnthg by the local Plamhg 
Authority. T!meafb the exstmg tyre wall noise attantuat~on bar&r shall be retamed in 
the aDDroved form. !x, 



Reason - ‘To enable the local Planuing Author@ to r&in adequate control over such 
deli, 111the interest of residential amemty”. 

That the qphcahon be approved subject to the coz&tmu8 set out LU the ~cheduk 
mcludmg the condition outlined above. 

The meeetmg closed at 9 30 p m. 

Date % q% 
3a/l 
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SZEIEDULE OF PLANNJ3 G APPLICATIONS TO BE CONSIDERED BY 

PLANNING SERVICES COhfMITTJ2E 2nd September 1999 

The enclosed reports have been approved by : 

All plannmg applitions arc considered agamst them Town and Country 
Plannmg legislation, rules, orders and cnculars, and any development, structure and locals 
plans Issued or made -under In addition, account IS taken of any guidance notes, advice 
and relevant pohmes Issued by statutory authorities. 

Each planmng application included m dus Schedule and any attached hst of apphcahon which 
have been detemnned under powers delegated to the Corporate Dmxtor (Law, Plannmg and 
Admmlstratlon) LS filed wcth all papxs mcludmg qmentahons received and consultion 
rephes as a single case file. 

All building legulatlon applmattons are c~ns&red against the background of the relevant 
Bmlding Regulahons and approval documents, the Building Act 1984, together with all 
relevant Bntlsh Standards. 

The above documents can be made avallablc for inspection as Committee background papers 
at the oftice of Plannmg Services, Acacia House, Fast Streat, Rochford 



PLANNING SERVICES CO- E 2nd Seotember 1999 

DEF33UtE.D ITEMS 

Dl 99/00 163iFuL Anna Wood PAGE 3 
New Roof to Bungalow (Includmg Raismg Ridge Height) to 
Provide Rooms in Roofspace with Front and Rear Dormers. 
Ground Floor Stde and Rear Extensions 
8 Warners Bridge Chase Roohford Essex 

D2 99/00259mJL. Kevm Steptoe PAGE 6 
Erect 5 Bed, 2 Storey Dwellmg with Integral Garage 
11A The Chase Rayleigh Essex 

REFERRED ITEMS 

991ooo96/c0u Ads Wood PAGE 11 
Chsnge of Use of Shop Floorspace to Coffee Shop (Class A3) 
and New Shopfront (Comprming Subdivision of Existmg Shop 
27-29) 
29 Eastwood R!d byleigh Essex 

R4 991002 1 P/OUT hits wood PAGE 15 
Outline Application to Erect Detached Bungalow and Garage 
Land Rear of 83 Grove Road Rayleigh 

R5 99/00248mJL Auitawwd PAGE 18 
Erect Detached 2-Bed Bungalow Wrth Detached Garage 
Land AdJ 2 Spring Gardens Rayleigh 

scHEDuLEITEMs 

6 99/lwo4o/FuL Anita wood PAGE 21 
ELmt Detached Chalet and Detached Garage (Demohsh Exishng 
Bungalow) 
Montem Lark Hill Road Canewdon 

7 99/@3201/FuL Julie Morgan PAGE 26 
Ground Floor Rear Extension 
Rdfonl Rugby Club Magnoha Road Rochford 

8 99/0021 UFUL Julie Morgan PAGE 3 1 
Erect Detached 4&d House With Semr-Integral Garage 
Laud AdJaoent 58 Victoria Avenue Raylergh 

9 Anita Wd PAGE 35 99~00325~ 

Wing of Storage Container (122m) in Length for Funuttue 
Storage Puqmes 
40 Spa Road Hockley Essex 

10 99BO361/FUL AIlltaWwd PAGE 39 
Revocatron of Condition of F/O207/98/RGC to Allow Permanent 
Retenhon of Go Cart Track Extensam 
Rayleigh Indoor Go-Karting Brook Road Rayleigb 
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Committee Report 
Deferred Item 

Dl. 

To the meeting of PLANNING SERVICES COMMITTEE 

On: 2au SEPTEMBER 1999 

Reportof: CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, FZUWING & ADhlINISTRATION) 

NEWTile : ROOF TO BUNGALOW (INCLUDING RAISING RIDGE 
HEIGHT) TO PROVIDE ROOMS Ih’ ROOFSPACE WITEI FRONT 
AND REAR DORMERS. GROUND FLOOR SIDE AND REAR 
EXTENSIONS. 
99/00163/FUL - 8 WARNERS BRIDGE CEASE, ROCHFORD 

Author * Anita wood 

Deferred Remit 

1.1 This apphcahon was deferred at the last meetmg for a Member sate vistt 

12 The ongmal report and recommendation considered at the last Committee IS reprmted below to 
assist members. 

1.3 Roehford Parish Council objects to the proposal on the grounds of over-mtensificatmn, loss of 
light to the adjommg property and that there is only lm shown between this and the adjoimng 
property which also share a dram and manhole cover. 

14 ‘IIns application proposes to convert sn extstmg bungalow to a chalet style dwelling The extstmg 
bungalow 1s set in a residenti street, winch is a mm of houses, bungalows and sun~lar chalet style 
dwellmgs. 

I5 Ad&tonal rooms in the rcof are proposed by extendmg the roof and raising the ridge her&t 
marginally Two pitched roof dormers are to be located on the front elevatron and a larger flat roof 
dormer is shown to the mar. In conjunctron with this there IS a ground floor stde and part resr 
extensmn and conservatory. Two bay windows to the ground floor front eievatron are another 
feature to be added 

1.6 The ndgs IS to be nmraased by OSm, although the mcresse in hen&t does not affect the lm 
separation to the boundary at first floor level. Whilst a wmdow at first floor level 1s shown in each 
of the side elevattons, these are to be obscure glared. 
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1.7 Essex County Council (County Sarveyor) recommends that space shall be provided within the 
site for the parlung of veh~clcs regularly vistig the site, clear of the h&way and pqerly laid out, 
paved and maintamed for use and that each hard-standmg shall be constnmkxl in a suitable 
permanent material. 

18 The Civil Aviation Author@ raises no objection tn the proposal. 

1.9 Two neighbour letters have been rexwed both of which maintam points of ObJechon with refed 
to ones such as loss of light, loss of privacy, drainage matters and question the design pmposed 

APPROVE 

1 SCd Time LmCts Full - Standard 
2 Materials to Match (Tkternally) 
3 PD Restricted-Windows (Ab&e First Floor Fimahed Floor Level) 
4 Garage and Hardstand 
5 PD Restricted - OBS Glazing 
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Committee Report 
Deferred Item 

D2. 

To the meehng of PLANNING SERVICES COMMITTEE 

On . ZND SEPTEMBER 1999 

ReportOf. CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNING & .4DMINISHUTION) 

Tie DEMOLISH EXISTING DWELLING AND ERECT 5 BED, TWO 
STOREY DWELLING WITH INTEGRAL GARAGE. 

l 11A THE CHASE, RAYLEIGH 

Author Kevm Steptce 

Applmatron No 99/00259/FUL 

Applicant : Mr. T. WJTHRINGTON 

Zonmg : RESIDENTIAL 

Pmsh RAYLEIGH TOWN COUNCIL 

Site Frontage. 11.4m Site Area 375sq.m 

Deferred Report 

Thus apphcatton was presented to the Comnuttee at its meetmg of 29 July 1999 7he matter was 
deferred to allow a sue visit to take place.. Members will recall the chamcteristtcs of the site and the l 21 neighbouring exsting development tiom that vtsrt. 

22 The original report and recommendation 1s reprinted below to assist members 

Plannina Auulmahon Details 

2.3 These proposals represent the demolition of the ourrent dwelling on the site of nolla, The Chase, 
and the replacement wrth a new dwelling The current dwellmg has, m fact, already been 
demohshed. It was a modest dwelhng apparently constructed m the 1920s or 30s. It was two 
StOiTy. 

24 The new dwellmg is proposed to have five bedrooms and an mtt$gral garage to the frontage It is of 
a mock TudoriJ%zab&h.an design wtth a projecting gable feature to the frontage and a mc&re of 
bnck and timbermg/render destgn. ‘Ihe new dwellmg will have a larger footprint than the dwelling 
thsd it replaces but IS to be accomm c&ted within the existing boundarms of the plot 
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Relevant Planrune: History e 
2.5 None 

Consoltahons and Remesentations 

26 Essex County Council (County Surveyor) raises no objecaons subject to the implementation of 
condnions regardmg the tecbnimical aspects of access, visrbihty splays and parkmg areas. 

2.1 Envimnment Agency - No objections 

2.8 Am&an Water Services L&I -No objections 

2.9 Rayleigh Town Cooncll - Object as thts IS an overdevelopment and considered unacceptable 
Concerned at the nanuwness of the road and that the development would be out of keepmg wrth 
adjoining properties and lead to over-lcokmg Noted that trees referred to a- removed 

2 10 Bead of Housing, Health and Community Care -No adverse comments subject to the standard 
mformabve S116 bemg attached to any consent. 

2 11 Head of Corporate Policy and Initsatives - suggest a wndrtion be attached rquhmg protection to 
the srlver bnch to the rear of the plot dming construction. 

2 12 Rayleigh Crvic Society - Conarda that thrs IS a very large house for the plot Comments are made 
in relation to the use of materials and the bullding lme for thus site m relation to an apphcatron that 
was submitted for the plot to the north (No. 15 The Chase, ref !99/00263/FuL) It IS requested that 
both the materials and the building lme should b-e varied and the use of dark red bra&s should be 
avoided. [The applicatmn for the site to the north has now been w&drawn so this applicatmn needs 
to be constdaed in isolatmn] 

2 13 Six ha1 residents have lwponded to consuhations on the proposals and have raised, m the main, 
the fallowing points: 

- the proposals represent an overdevelopment of the plot and in fact the dwelling proposed will 
not fti within the extshng plot boundaries 

- the development will result in over-looking and loss ofpnvacy to the east and south. l 
- the development will block hght received by the dwellmg to the south 
- dramage S~IVICBS are hradeqate or would be overloaded 
- the development will alter the character of the mad 
- the hedge/ tme boundary to the west (rear) may be threatened 
_- &wting trees have already been remdveel 

Material Plannme Consrdemtions 

2 14 In tins case the key msues to be considered are: 

- the Impact of the development cm the character and appearance of the area, gwen the local plan 
and design guide policies, and, 

- any impact m relation to over-looking and the loss of amenrty, privacy or ltght. 
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Character and Appearance 
e 

2.15 The Chase IS an area of mmed forms of development. There cunentty exist bungalows, chalet 
bungalows and houses The frontage widths of the properties do vary but few could be considered 
to be exceptionally generous grven the styles of properties contamed on them They vary between 7 
to 14m with a number of the existing houses being on plots which are 9 or 10m m width. The plot 
pndth anticipated here is 11.4m. ‘IIus accords wtth measurements taken on the ground and IS mom 
genemus than the mmimum width estabhshed in the local plan Side separahon distances wtll be 
achieved in the normal way 

2.16 In terms of frontage treatment, many of the existing properties have these set to hardstanding for 
vehicle parkmg gtven the limrted nature of the plots. There is a mixture of QXS and styles of 
garaging but there are a number of integral garages. The treatment of the proposed plot would be 
conststent wtth thts, wnh an integral garage proposed and a double w&h drrveway 

2 17 There is consrderable uniformrty m the street when the dtstance of the properties from the f&way 
edge IS considered, Invariably they am set back between 6 to 8m. The new property is to be set 
backbyadiamnceof6m 

2.18 As indicated, the extsting dwellmgs in the road have a mix of heights, dependmg on their type. 
There are extsting houses in the street with a ridge height greeter than that of the proposals, and in 
close proximity to them. These are located rmmedtately adjacent to bungalows or chalet 
bungalows The proposed dwelling has a he&t of 8 5m to the ridge. To the north the existing 
bungalow will remain, to the south is a chalet bungalow. 

2 19 Tha style of the dwelling is contemporary wrth many that are commg forward now. The street does 
not have an existing dominant style There am examples of development from almost all decades 
from me late 19thC onwards. Modern development is already readrly apparent m the street 

2.20 The applicant has submitted a supportmg statement In It he argues that the form of development 
proposed now 1s srmilar to redevelopments that have already taken place close by to the srte in the 
street The hnpau on character and appearance then, must revolve around the cons&ency w 
otherwise that the proposals have with the ext.&g forms of development in the area It IS 
considered that the pmposed development would fit acceptably in a street whtch has a mix of styles 
of development, gtven its comparable oharactmisttcs. It would not have an unacceptable impact on 
the character or appearance of the area 

l 
2 21 It would be difficult to sustain any argtmmnt that the pmposals will lead to the loss of amemty for 

residents across the road (to the east). The road is public domam and any housmg amoss the mad 
would probably be a minimum of 20m distant. The situahon here will be no dtfferent from that 
elsewhere on the street 

2 22 To the north is the exrsting bungalow. IZxistmg boundary treatmenf with fencing and substantial 
plantmg to the north side, will reduce over-lookmg from ground floor windows. This can be 
remforced by any boundary h-eatment required by virtue of a condition attached to any permission 
Only one fust floor window, which 1s to a bathroom and can be obscure glazed would face this way. 
The bungalow IS over Sm dmtant from the house an& as such, it ~111 not have an unacceptable 
nnpact on right reachmg that property. 

-



223 On the sonth side at ground floor three windows face the side of the exrstmg chalet bungalow. 
Fixistmg boundary traatment here is a low hedge (only approx lm hrgh) Thus falls within the 
adjomiog plot and wll not ke remwxl by the development. Further boundary treatment could be 
implemented to reduce overlooking more. At the rear, of the proposed dwellmg, patro doors are 
proposed that wdl face the due&on of No 11 to the south However these are located 6m from the 
boundary and boundary treatment can reduce any impact to an acceptable level. At first floor level 
there are two windows, both to bathroom factlities. These can be obscure glazed. 

2 24 As the existing property 1s to the south it would be difficult to substantrate any argument that the 
proposed dwelling would lead to the loss of any light. The main room windows m the extstmg 
chalet bungalow face towards the road or the rear garden Given that and the location of the 
existing and proposed dwellings in rels&on to each other, it is unlikely that there wdl be a 
dehnmentsl impacton amen@ or privacy here. 

conc!uslon I 

2 25 These proposals represent a form of intensificatmn development that IS supported in prmciple by the 
pollcms set out in the Local Plan. Despite that, such forms of development can bave an 
unacceptable impact on the chamcter and amenity of an area by vutue of the type and sc& of the 
new development proposed 

2 26 In this CBSB constderation has to be tempered by t&e existing charader and types of development 
that have already taken place in ihe area Bearing that in mind, it IS not oonsidemd that the 
proposals will have an unacceptable impact such that they should be restated 

Recommendatmn that thns Commmee resolves~ 

That the Corporate Director (Law, Planning and Admmistration) recommends that this application 
beAPPROVEDsubject to the followmg Conditions: 

I SC4 Tie Lnnib Full - Standard 
2 SC14 Mater& To Be Used (Extemally) 
3 SC1 6 PD Restricted - Model PFPL 
4 SC23 PD Restricted - Obscure Glazing 
5 SCSOA Means of Rnclosure - Full (Wrthout PD Restriction) 
6 SC60A Tree & Shrub Pmtectton 
7 SC64A Vrsibtlrty Splays - Details 
8 SC70 Vehicular Access -Det& 
9 SCSl Garage&Ha&band 
IO SC75 Parkmg & Turning Space 
11 SC84 Slab Levels Specified 
12 The w&h of the dwelling hereby pernutted and its location wrtbm the plot shall be as shown 

by the specific dimensions identified on revised drawing no 2A receded by the authority on 9 
August 1999 





Committee Report 
Referred Item 

R3. 

To the meetmg of PLANNING SERVICES COMMITTEE 

On. 2ND SEF’TJXMBER 1999 

Report of CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNING & ADMINISTRATION) 

Tltie CHANGE OF USE OF SHOP FLOORSPACE TO COFFEE SEOP 
(CLASS A3) AND NEW SHOPFRONT (COMPRISING SUB-DIVISION 
OF EXISTING SHOP 27-29) 
29 EAST-WOOD ROAD, RAYLEIGH 

Author Amta Wood 

This apphcatlon was included m Weekly List 482 rquumg notlficahon of referrals to the 
Corporate Director (Law, Planning and Admimstratlon) by 1 OOpm on Wednesday 4” August 
1999, with any appllcatlona bemg refen-xl to this Meeting of the Comrmttee The Item was 
referred by Counclllor Mrs J. Helson and Councillor Mrs M. J Webster. 

The tiem whvzh was referred IS appended sa it appeared m the Weekly List together w& a plan. 



c 
Apphcation No : 99/OOO%/COU Zoning Primary Shopping Fmntage 

Rayleigh Town Council 

L.ocafion ’ 29 Eastwood Road Raylegb Essex 

Proposal : Change of Use of Shop Floorspace to Coffee Shop (Class A3) and New 
Shopfront (Comprising Subaivlsmn of &stmg Shop 27-29) 

Rnyleigh Town Council objects to the apphcation, as it is a loss ofretad space 

The proposal 1s to subd~de an existmg retail unrt (Al R-1) and convert part of It to a coffee 
shop (A3 Food and Drink) the remaining part to stay as re-!zl. The premises hes wlthm the 
Pnmary Shopping Frontage Area where Pohcy SAT2 of the Rochford DImct Local Plan First 
Review 1995 seeks to prevent an undue dommance or ovver concentmtion of uses other than Al 
retail uses The policy states that any non-r&ad use permitted must be appmprmte to a shopping 
area, tiesa normally beiig A2 (Financial and ProfessIonal Services) or A3 (Food and Drmk) 
uses. As a general guide but not part of the pohcy the preamble to the pohcy seeks to retam at 
least 75% of the Primary Shopping Frontage in Class Al uses and to ensure that not more the 15 
metre8 of non-retail tintage will occur 

Whilst the proposed unit would be lwated adjacent tn an A2 use, the shop fronts are fa~riy 
namw and as such this would not result m a continuous non-retail frontage of more than 15 
metres. However, with E~~NI to the 75% threshold there is one existing pennissron and a further 
resolution to approve subject to a Legal Agreement for non-retail ws elsewhere m the Primary 
Shopping Frontage although only one could be implemented as they are linked via a SectIon 106 
Agreement requuing revOultlon of the earlier one If the latter is implemented That stud, the 
current apphcation alone will bring the threshold to a borderlme mark of 75% and this level 
would drop to only 74.4% if one of the hvo c~4es referred to above is implemented. However, 
there has been no confmation that erthar of these extant permissions 1s to be implemented, 

Consequently It IS considered that them would be an over concemtratum of A2 and A3 uses m the 
Primary Shopping Frontage nor 111 this m of Eastwood Road which is quite close to the High a
Street Junction and where there is an existmg level of four A2 uses existmg as well as one A3 
use. 

EPser County Council (County Surveyor) has IK) obj&on to the proposal. 

The Head of Housmg, Health and Community Care has nd obJections to the proposal, subject 
to a mecbamcal extrachon system and other details of extemally sited refrigeration or plant or 
sumlar equtpment to be submItted fo and agreed m wrting wti the Local Planning Authority. 

The Head of Corporate Policy and Initiatives advises that whilst the proposal would no 
exceed the 15m llmif of conhnuous non-r&ad frontage, in terms of the 75% threshold, the 
current figure IS slightly above the threshold although with other extant planning permissions 
this figure could fall marginally below this threshold. He also advises cauhon and some 
flexlbihty concerning the 15m and 75% gmdanoa as the Local Plan Inspector did not sup@ the 
mcluslon of such preswlpve measures in the pohcy. 
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The Rayleigh CIVIC Society comments that tf allowed this appbcatron would result m the lass of 
an Al unit m this parade of shops. Another pomt also raised IS the fact that once an A3 use has 
been estabhshed there would be the opportumty to change the style of this outlet to another type 
of A3 usa wrtbout the need for planning pxnission and that this point ought to be constdered 

APPROVE 

1 SC4 Time Ltmits Full - Standard 
2 SC92 Extract Ventilation 
3 Detatis of any externally sited refrtgeration or plant ur similar equipment shall be 

submitted to and agreed in writing with the bcal Planning Author@ prtor to 
rnstallation. Thereafter, any such plant/eqmpment shall be retamed and shall only be 
operated as approved in vmting by the Local Planning Authc-rtty. 

4 The USB of the site hereby permitted, shall not tie place (whether or not open to 
customers) and no dehvenes shall be takan at the mte, outside the hours of 8.0&m to 
ll.O+m Monday to Saturday and 9.OOam to 10.3Opm Sundays and Bank Holidays. 
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Committee Report 
Referred Item 

R4. 

RmhfMd!hsbldcolmdl 

To the meeting of PLANNING SERVICES COMMI’M’EE 

On: zND SEPTEMBER 1999 

Report of, CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNING &ADMINISTRATION) 

Trtle ; OUTLINE APPLICATION TO ERECT DETACHED BUNGALOW 
ANDGARAGE 
LAND REAR OF 83 GROVE ROAD, RAYLEIGH 

Author : Anna wood 

Thw apphcation was included m Weekly List 484 reqmrmg n&ficatlon of referrals to the 
Corporate Du-actor (Law, Plannmg and Admimstration) by 1 .OOpm on Wednesday 1 g* August 
1999, with any apphcations being referred to this Meetmg of the Committee The Item ws 
refed by CounciIlor D. E. Barnes and CouncGx D. R H&on. 

The item which was referred is appended as it appeared m the Weekly List together with a plan. 

The Head of Planning Serves would like to apology for the omission of Rayleigh Town 
Counc11 comments from the Weekly List report, whiih are as follows:- 

Rayleigh Town Coumil expresses major concerns over aocess and egress. 
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Apphcatton No 99/00219/OUT Zonmg . Local Netghbourhocd Shoppmg Parade 

Rayleigh Town Council 

Location : Land Rear Of 83 Grove Road Rayleigh 

Proposal : Outlme Apphcatton to Erect Detached Bungalow and Garage 

‘Ihu IS an outline app!.ication to erect a detached bungalow and garage on a parcel of land to the 
rear of number 83 Grove Road. 

The CWX.S.S to the sate is the only matter that csn be taken into wnsrdemtton on this application m 
coqunction wrth the princmle of what would be baokland development on the stte. l 
Although the land IS zoned as a Local Neighbourhood Shopping Par& and subject to pohctes 
SAT1 and 4, this sue 1s at the nor&m extremtty of the existing group of shop, and 1s open 
land, whtch has been vacant for many years The sttc abuts the zone of &song restdemial 
development. Pkmnmg pxmmsion for testdential development has already been granted on land 
to the west wtthm the Local Shopptng zone and it seems unlikely that retail proposals for tbts 
land wtll come forward 

The sate IS to be accessed via an exlstmg driveway from The Chase, whtch is already used by the 
residents of the existing flats above the retarl units and serves a number of garages Although 
the site ts to the rear of the retail units and existing tesidennal development, there IS the 
opportunity to a&eve a workable relationshtp between the proposed bungalow and these 
extsting dwellmgs, so as to reduce any Impact on the restdential amemty of those adjacent to the 
Site. 

The County Surveyor advwes De-minhnis 

Essex County Council (County Planner), the Head of Housing, Health and Community lCare, the Environment Agency and Angtian Water (Developer Services) all ratse no 
objeotion to the proposal 

Two letters have been mcetved from residents The restdents of no 38 Sheridan Close are 
concerned with the impact on amen@ i e loss of pnvacy, Ii& the use of the site and the 
removal of the extstmg trees. The restdents of number 85A have no objectmn to the pmpxsl as 
long as n is not to be used as a play school etther informally or formally 

APPROVE 

I SC2 Reserved Matters - Specific 
2 SC3 Time Lmuts Gutlme - Standard 
3 SC77 Car Parking Pmvisron Detatls (Smgle) 
4 SC66 Pedestrtan Vistbility Splays (Single) 
5 SC49 Means of Enclosme - Outline (PD Restricted) 
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Report of 

Title : 

Author : 

Committee Report 
Referred Item 

RS. 

PLANNING SERVICES COMMITFIB 

2HD SEPTEMBER 1999 

CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNING & ADMKNLQRATION) 

ERECT DETACHED 2-BED BUNGALOW WITH DETACHED 
GARAGE 
LAND ADJACENT 2 SPRJING GARDENS, RAYJXIGH 

Amta wood 

Thus application was mcluded in Weekly Lii 482 requiring not&xtion of referrals to the 
Corporate Director (Law, Pluming end Admi&n&on) by 1 OOpm on Wednesday 4’ August 
1999, wrth any applications being referred to this Meetmg of the Commrttee. The Item was 
refer& by Councillor Mrs M. J. Webster 

The rtean which was referred 1s appended as it appeared m the Weekly List together with a plan 
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Apphcat~on No 99/00248/FUL Zonmg Exrstmg Resrdentral Development 

RayleighTown Council 

Lmatlon Land Adj 2 Sprmg Gardens Rayleigb 

Proposal : Erwt Detached 2-Bed Bungalow Wrtb Detached Garage 

Rayleigh Town Council querms whether this would be classified as backhand development and 
therefore could set a precedent 

NOTES 

Thts applicatton proposes the erectmn of a detached bungalow wtth a detached garage to the 
front of the site The sate comp&.es part of the mar gardens of three dwellings fronting Love 
Lane and the proposed bungalow Itself would be built alongside no 2 Spring Gardens The 
principle of a bungalow here has already been agreed vra an outline planning permmston grsnted 
last year on a sue which also included the part of a fourth garden. The garage to the front IS a 
new aspect 

The detached garage 1s sited m from of the proposed dwelhng and its side elevation will run 
along Spring Gardens. The garage 1s of a single sue and has been designed wrth a pitched roof. 

The design and siting of the proposed bungalow is acceptable with regard to the adjmxnt 
properties and the mimmum requuemenis for site frontage and private garden areas is also met 

Essex County Counal (County Surveyor) rams no objsbon to the proposal although it IS 
recommended that condibons relathrg to the access, pedestrian visrbrlrty splays, the hardstrmdmg 
material and the parkmg of vehmles are added to any gram of consent 

The Head of Hot&g, Health and Community Cam has no adverse comments subject to 
Star&d Informative S16 (Control of Nuisances) being added to any gram of consent 

The Rayleigb Civic Society object that the proposal is out of keeping wrth the other dwellings m 
Spring Gardens and that the proposed garage IS visually mtrusrve m the street Scene and does not 
fulfil the psrking requirements for a two bedroom dwelling 

The Environment Agency and Anglian Water @eveloper Se~ccs) have no objection to the 
proposal. 

A local resrdent has no objection to the bungalows but does object to the garage 

APPROVE 

SC4 Time Lunt+s Full - Standard 
SC14 Materials to be Used (Externally) 
SC20 PD Restrmted - Dormers 
SC59 Landscape Design - Details (Full) 
SC51 Enclosu&ueenmg - Details 
SC81 Garage and Hardstand 
SC67 Pedestrian Vtsrbtlrty Splays (P’lural) 
SC70 Vehrcular Access - Detarls 
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Committee Report 
6. 

To the meeting of. PLANNING SERVICES COMMITTEE 

on. 2* SEPTEMBER 1999 

Report of CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNING & AD-TION) 

Title * ERECT DETACHED CHALKI AND DETACHED GARAGE 
(DEMOLIslI EXISTING BUNGALOW) 
‘BRIARLEY’ (MONTEM) LARK HILL ROAD, CANEWDON 

Author * Amta Wood 

Apphcahon No: 99/00040mJJd 

Apphcant : MR&MRsALDOUS 

Zoning : METROPOLITAN GREEN BELT, LANDSCAPE IMPROVEMENT 
AREA, SPECIAL LANDSCAPE AREA, ROACH VALLEY 
CONSERVATION ZONE, COASTAL PROTECTION BELT 

Parish: CANEWDON PARISH COUNa 

Plannina Ap~licati~~~ Details 

61 ‘lks application proposes to demohsh an exlshng bungalow and erect a detached chalet and 
detached garage. The chalet will be built upon the same site as ihe existmg bungalow and the 
garage IS to be situated to the front of the s&e 

l 6.2 Tlk ch&let has been desigtied with ?ihalf hip nwf with three small, pItched roof dormers to the front 
and four to the rear A balcony also features to the mar of the chalet The proposed dwelling 1s to 
accommodate one large bedmom and three smaller ones. In accordance with the relevant car 
parking standard 3 off street spaces are pmposed m the form of a double garage to the front of the 
site and a hardstand smce them is plenty of off skeet parking space. 

63 The existing dwellmg is located withm a cluster of resldentlal properties in a 30meb-e long sectIon 
of Larkhiil Road Many of these pmpe&es are of a chalet style design 

Relevant Plannina History 

64 F/604/86/ROC Add carport-&s was approved and has smnee been bult. A condtion was added 
to the grant of approval that the carp& shall be I& open and shall not he enclosed by any wall or 
other matenal without the prmr consent of the LPA 

65 F19451%6/ROC New pitched roof to exiatmg bungalow - approved on 7X1/5/87 

l 
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6.6 Fi872038~OC New pitch& roof to exkting bungalow - this was a revision of the previous 
apphcatlon which increased tie he& and prtch of the new roof. This applicakm was refused since a 
thd pmposal was consIdered to be excesske rather than reasonable &d the mofspace could be. 
readily converted to habtible flmrspacz. 

6.7 Ffl176B8/ROC New pitched roof to exiatlng bungalow - thrs wa.s mvrsion of planning 
application F/872!%8iROC with a lower pitch and was approved subject to a &bon 106 Agreement 
wbiohstopped the roof from being converted to habitable accommodation. 

Consultations and Reomserrtatons 

6.8 Canewdon Parish Council rases concern m respect of the mcrease in the SZB of the proposed 
bulldog in comparison to the existing bungalow 

69 Essex County Coo& (County Surveyor) advises dsminimis 

6.10 The Environment Agency has tm objection to the proposals 

The Head of Rowing, Health and Community Care has no adverse comments subJect to the 6.11 

Standard Informative SI16 (Contml of Nmsances) bemg attached to any co&%& gmnted 

The Head of Leisure and Client Service (Engineers) make 110 observation on the proposals. 6,12 

6.13 Anglian Water (Developer Sernce8) raisesno ObJectin to the proposals 

6.14 The adJacent neighbour at ‘Hillside’ objects to the proposals on the basis that the development w11l 
have a negative impactupon the tree lined boundary between the two properties. 

Material Plannmng Considerations 

6.15 The mam plsnnmg consideration would appear to be the appmprktenw of the development given 
the Green Bet location of the site and the impact of the development on the landscape character 
designations 

6.16 The site is designated not only as Metmp&an Green Belt but pmt of the Landscape Impmvement 
Area, Special Landscape Area, Roach Valley Conservahon Zone and the Coastal PmtecQon Belt. 

’ Metropolitan Green Belt 

Pohcy GB8 of the Rochford Distnot toCal Plan 1995 refers specifically to the demolition and 6 17 

rebuild of properties within the Green Belt 

6.18 There are three optlons set out in the pohcy, one of which is to ensure that the total size of the new 
dwellmg is no greater than the size of the h&table floorspace of the dwelling lawfi~lly exisbng at 
the tune of the apphcation. ‘Ike application has been made on the basis of the requirements of that 
pat of tie pohcy. 

The current habitable floor area that 1s lawfully emsting 1s 168sqm. This takes into consldetiton 6.19 

the existmg conservatory and a north-e& wing to the rear of the property. Although not mdicati 
on any of the Cauncd’s available planning records there IS aenal photographic evidence provided by 
Essex County Council to show that this annex is lawful development The photogmphlc evidence in 
addltlan to the style, conskuction and appearance of the annex pmvtdes a substantial record that the 
annex has been m place for over 10 years In the absence of convincmg evidence to the contrary the 
annex has been taken to c.onstm&e lawful development It currently comprises .s study, bemwm, 
sittmg me and WC. 
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 6 20 The proposed habiible floorspace of 168s4m does not mvolve any element to reflect the existing 
carport 

6.21 ‘Ihe emting dwelling mcluding the north-east wing to the property IS m good condition and clearly 
mhabitable The design of the new dwelling is representative of those that already exist. Whilst the 
bungalow is to be replaced wrth a chalet style dwelling it is not consIdered unacceptable in this 
situation The chalet destgn not only keeps to a mimmum the amount of habitable floorspace 
available on the first flocr but also enables the dwellmg to have a smaller foctprmt comparable to 
the wi~acent moperties. The replacement has been sited in the same iocatmn w&m the plot as the 
ongmal dwelling and does not alter the existing inter-relationship wtth the other dvrelhngs. The 
new dwelling is clearly and unprovement in the general appearance of the plot. 

622 The new dwellmg complies with all of the minimum standards contained within me design 
gmdelines set out in 1.2 tc 1.4 of Appendix 1 of the Local Plan AS mentlod previously the 
design of the chalet incorporates a balcony to the rear Due to the width ofthe balcony overlwkmg 
to the adjacent propertres is mmimal and the view to the rear is that of open land to the River 
Crouch. 

l l Special Landscape Are&Landscape Improvement Area 

6 23 The boundary between the Landscape Improvement Area and the Special Landscape area bisects the 
site. These policies cover sreas of high quality landscape to areas m need ofremedral treatment 

6.24 The front of the site IS wtthm the Landscape Improvement area whilst the mar of the dwellmg will 
look out onto the land designated as a Special Landscape Area. The two pohcies both have sn 
emphasis on a htgh standard of design as well as the location siting and materials used The 
proposal for a bungalow with rooms m the roof would be an tmpmvement compared with the style 
of the original dwelling (which has little srchi&&ual detail), and would not Imk out of plaoe 
sitnated adjacent to a two-storey dwelhng and dmer ohalet type dwelhngs, It is considered 
acceptable m terms ofthe requirements of these polrcies 

’ Other Landscape and Conservation Interests 

625 The policies that refer to the Roach Valley Conservation Zone and the Coastal Protection Belt are 
destgned control development t&at would be harmful to wddlife and its habitats Since the proposed 
chalet IS replacmg an existmg dwefling withm a developed part of Lark Hill Road it IS not 

0 con_s!de@ t&&t&em will be -any d&imental impact upon mesa zones 

626 The proposed new dwelling has been designed without gomg beyond the maxrmum size allowed for 
‘in the pohcy, taking into account the habitable floors-pace lawfully existmg at the time that the 
applicatron was made Due to the proposed style of new dwelling there IS no further scope for the 
rcof space to be converted to habrtable accommodation 

6 27 The new dwellmg has also provided the opportunity to a&eve an unpmvement m terms of design 
when considerad wrthin the existing stmdsxne. The materials to be used ulll also have to be 
agreed with the Local Plannmg Authority as well as a planting scheme which will both con’mbute to 
an ongomg enhancement of the plot 

6 28 It is considered that the proposal has been designed m accordance with the pmvrsion cotimed 
w&in Pohcy CiB8 of the Rochford Distnct Local Plan 1995 and as such the spphcation should be 
approved Conditions are suggested to be applied removing pernutted development rqhts. 

0 
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Recommendation that th= Commlttse resolves: 

6.29 That the Corporate Director (Law, Plannmg and Admimstrahon) mends that this applition 
should be APPROVEDsubject to the followmg Conditions. 

1 SC4 Time Lun~ta Full - Std 
2 SC14 Mstenals to be Used 
3 SC22 PD Restn’cted - Wmdows (Above fti floor level only) 
4 SC23 PD restricted - Obscure Glazing 
5 SC50 Means of Enclosure-Full (Includmg PD Reskichon) 
6 SC59 Landscape Design D&ails -Full 
7 SC60A Tee & Shrub Protection 
8 SC81 Garage & Hardstand 
9 SC17 PD Remcted - Extensions 
10 SC18 PD Restricted - Outbuildings 
11 SC20 PD Restricted - Dormers 

l 
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Committee Report 


7. 

To the meetmg of. PJANNJNG SERVICES COMMITTEE 

On: 2” SEPTEMBER 1999 

Report of. CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNING & ADMINISTRATION) 

Title * GROUND FLOOR REAR EXTENSION 
ROCHFORD HUNDRED RUGBY CLUB, MAGNOLIA ROAD, 
RO(=BFORD 

Author : Juhe Morgan 

Applicahon No. 99/002OlFUL 

Applicant : ROCHFORD HUNDRED RUGBY CLUB 

Zonmg : METROPOLITAN GREEN BELT 

Parish: HAWKWELL PARISH COUNCIL 

PlanninE Auuhcatmn Details 

71 This IS an applicahon to erect a ground floor rear extension to the exlshng Clubhouse for Rcchford 
Hundred Rugby Club The apphcation szte is on MaguoLia Road, Rochford, loxted m a rural setting 
mid-way between the urban envelopes ofHockley and Ashingdon 

l 12 The-proposal would in-e the floorspace area by approzumately 100 square metres There is a 
consIderable planning history m terms of previous small-scale piecemeal applic&ons, sqmficant@ 
increasing the onginal size and scale of the clubhouse. 

7.3 The Rugby Club has a total member&p of 532 parsons. This figum comprises of 191 senior 
members (wer IS years) who play rugby , 127 social members (over 18 years) who do not play 
rugby ; and 214 rugby-planmg youth members. 

14 Rochford Hundred Rugby Club is not expanding its memberstip capacrty, nor ax the hours of 
current usage of these facihties proposed to be extended at all. The club also goes on to pomt out 
that there will he no further increase in the amount of traffic gene&on to the sate The proposal 
simply bemg an upgmdmg of tie existing faciliaes at the clubhouse. 
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75 Exmtmg facdrtres m the clubhouse are to be displaced and mternal akmhons are proposed in order 
to pmvrde a hrgher smmiard of these existing facrhties. Supporting evrdence submitted for thrs l 
applicatron provides the following informanon, The proposed new changmg mom wrll meet 
minmmm smndards as set out by the Rugby Football Umon and the former changing room will be 
converted into an office The showers are also proposed to be expanded to accommodate existing 
members and attempt to avoid queues 

Relevant Plsnnina Histom 

16 Application ROC/OCl85/68LFUL 

II Application F/llW73/ROC 

78 Apptication F/O166/8O/ROC 

73 Application F/O505/81iROC 

7.10 Application F/OO51(89jROC 

7.11 Applicahoa FN725kWROC 

7.12 Application @578Bl1ROC 

7.13 Application F?O214BZROC 

7-14 Applicatkn Ab/O48WfJROC 

7 15 Application F/O299/97/ROC 

7.16 Application CU/OO26/97/ROC 

The original clubhouse approved in 1968 was bunt wnb a 
floor am of approximately 30 square metres. Thts outline 
applmatron for changing ac~nunodat~on and clubhouse was 
followed by details of reserved matters in the same year 

Full plsnning applicatron for a store to be added to the 
clubhouse. Approved with condrtrons requiring the 
development to be begun before 5 years of the permissron 
with matchng mater&. 

AppUcation to install a gas pressure regulatmn statron ~ 

Full planning apphcatton for a single storey rear extension to 
be added to the clubhouse. Approved with comhtions 
mqming the development to be begun before 5 years of the 
permission wrth matchiig materials 

Full planning application for a single storey side extension to 
be added to the clubhouse 

Full planning application for a smgle storey side extension to 
be added to the clubhouse. 

Full plannmg application for the erection of 4 floodlightiig 
cchnns and flocdlighis. 

Full planning applm&n for a single storey side extension to 
be added to the cmbhouae. Approved subject to 7 conditions. 

Applicatron to display 14 non-illuminated adverts on the 
clubhouse and 4 non-illuminated free-standing hoardmgs 
(adjacent to pitches). 

Full plannmg application to erect a single storey flat roof 
extension (to form entrance lobby), Approved. 

agricultural land to rugby traimng field (mcluding 4 mobile 
floodhghhng units). Refused planrung permmsnm but 
granted on AppeaL 

7.17 The origmal clubhouse WBS approved in 1968 with approximately 301 square m&es ‘Ihe existmg 
floor area of the chrbhouse totals approxunately 635 square metres. Already the area of floorapace is 
double that of the ongmal floorspace proposed m 1968. Ibe current proposal would further mcrease 
the amount of floorspace to an overall total of appmxrmately 735 square metmo. 
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Consultsttons and Reoresentattons 
a-

7.18 Hawkwell Parish Council has no objectton 

7 19 The County Surveyor has no objection subject to coaches parking withm the site 

7.20 The Environment Agency, whilst they have no objecbons, have advised that wntten consent 1s 
requued from them prror to any proposed works or structures wrtbm 9 metres of the top of Hockley 
Brook Thts will be the subject of an informatwe if permission is granted. 

7.2I The Head of Eoasing , Health & Comma& Care recommends that a condition requtrmg extract 
ventilation systems details, and Standard Informstrve No. 16 are rutached to any approval grven. 

7.22 Bailtrack have no adverse comments 

The main planrung tssues material to Member’s constderstion ofthis application are 
ll 7a23Plsnnmg Pohcy 
9 Sitingand qxmmnce 
9 Carpsi-kmgissues 

Planning Policy 

7.24 Plsnnmg Pobcy Gunlance Note 2% Green Belts, clearly supports the use of land designated ss Green 
Belt for purposes such as, the provlslon of opportunities for outdoor sport and outdoor recreation 
near urban sreas PPG2 1995, (1 6). 

7.25 Poltcy S9 contamed within the adopted Essex Structure Plan sWes that withm the Green Belt, 
permission will not be given, except in very special circumstances, for the extenston of existmg 
bmldings for purposes other than sgrtcu1tnre, mineral extraction; forestry; small-scale facilities for 
outdoor parhcipstory sport and recreatton; inshtuhons m large grounds, cemeterres or stmilar uses 
which are open in chars&r 

7.26 The proposal is therefore acceptsble for purposes sncdlary to the undenaking of small-scale outdoor 
parlictpatq sport and recreation in conjunction wrth the exrstmg clubhouse of the Rochford l Hundred Rugby Club. The proposed purposes specified are conside& as complymg wttb thts 
policy 

7 27 The stte lies within the Metropolrtan Green Belt according to the proposals map of the adopted 
Local Plan The site is us.4 for out-door particlpatmy sport, wtth the clubhouse functions ancillary 
to this use. Policy GBl of the adopted Local Plan restricts the amount of development in the 
Metropohtsn Green Belt, although thts proposal is for an extension to a clubhouse for purposes 
ancillary to outdoor participatory sport and therefore complies with the pohcy exemptions. 

7 28 However, If thts proposal where to be approved, there would be a considerable amount of existing 
floorspace that would be freed-up The proposed floor layout from the existing clubhrmse proposes 
to create a small retall outlet wttbin me bmldmg. It IS d&able to hmit the use of this “shop” to the 
sale of merchandise directly associated wtth the Club, such a souvenirs, psrsphenalm, sportswear 
etc. and restrict the retail facility to members of the Club only. Thii would ensure that no additional 
retarl function would ensue as a sepsmte und from the Rugby Club facihty and retain a degree of 
control over acceptable uses witbin the Green Belt 
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129 The other proposed rooms and uses are reasonable proposals for enhancmg the outdoor sporting 
factlitms pmvided by the Club. e 

730 Policy LT3 states that the Local Planning Authority will encourage proposals for sports clubs 
havmg regard to noise, limits on usage, traflic, viaus. amentty and the need for facility provision. 
There are no significant material consnlemtmns in resp& to this pmposal for an extension 

Siting and Appearance 

1.3I The smng of the rear extension does not detract from the nm&atwl mass of the clubhouse. The 
proposed elevations conform to the existmg and the style proposed IS simrlar. The proposal is 
logrcally stted and pmvrdes a “rounding ofp of the built form. 

car Parking Prwision 

132 The proposed extension does not reduce the amount of car parkmg provision as specified m the site 
plan drawmg number 197 02A illustratmg oar parkmg layout. This car parkmg layout scheme also 
shows the number and layout of rear “over-spill parking” provision, which would also be unaffeoted 
by the pmposal. Thm “over-spill” parking srea was previously agreed m order to pmvrde adequate 
pmvision for cars vmiting the site. It 1s considered that no addttional parking spaces are requned as l 
memb-ershii will not be further increased. 

133 The SD% has a history of nmnemus plsnnmg permissions granted for single storey extensmns to be 
attached to me original clubhouse However, me increase m size wd scale of thus factlity from its 
origmal size is not res@tcted under any Local Plan pohcies. Each previous extension proposed was 
for pmposes anotllmy to outdoor perticipatory sport, m accordance with Pohcy GB 1. 

7 34 In this apphcation, there 1s no mason for refusal provided by Local Plan Policres, as the purposes for 
the proposed use of the extenston to the clubhouse are just&d and are also supported w&m 
Plannmg Pohcy Guidance Note 2: Green Belts ‘Ihis proposal as presented does not contradict the 
aims that lie behind the des@ahon of Green Belt 

That the Corporate Director (Law, Plannmg and Adminmtmtion) be instructed to negotiate a 
7.35 Section 106 Agreement to ensme that the single storey rear extension shall be used salely for 0 

purposes ancillary to the sportmg activities of the private members olub known as Roahford 
Hundred Rugby Club. 

136 That subject to that Agreement bemg completed to the sat&action of the Sohcttor, the apphcatton 
be APPROVED subject to the following Condrtions 

1 SC4 Trme Limrts Full -Standard 
2 SC1 5 Materials to match (Externally) 
3 The proposed new shop arming ant of the release of mtemal floorspace by vu-me of the 

extmslon hereby permitted, is only psnnitted to serve a retail funchon directly amxllary to the 
pmsutt of the outdoor sporting activities of the Club and shall be open to Members of the Chtb 
only. 

4 The release of internal floorspace of the existing clubhouse by vntue of the extensron hereby 
permitted, IS only to be used for purposes directly ancillary to the pursuit of outdoor 
partqatory sports and shall at no tie mvolve an increase m the amount of bar area. or 
provision for eating or drmking 
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Committee Report 
8. 

To the meetlag of PLANNING SERVICES COMMITTEE 

On: tm SEPTEMBER 1999 

Reportof. CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNJN G & ADMlNlSTR4TION) 

Title ERECT 4-BEDROOM DETACXED HOUSE WITH SEMI - INTEGRAL 
GARAGE 
LAND ADJACENT 58 VICXORIA AVENUE, RAYLElGH 

Author : Juhe Morgan 

Apphcation No 99/00218/FUL 

Apphcant : MORDEN HOMES LTD 

ihnmg : PROPOSED RESIDENTIAL 

ParlSh RAYLEIGH TOWN COUNCIL. 

Site Frontage. 11.0 m Srteh Approx 506 sq.m 

Plannine. Au~hcat~on Details 

The proposal IS to erect a 4-bedroom detached house W&I semi-integral garage The applution site 
IS bounded to the south by a brook, into whmh the land falls away approximately 15 metres fium 
the achd southern boundai-y 

82 The proposal includes the removal of an existing Oak Tree designated TPO 10 of TPO 07197, and 
would also materially affect another n&y Oak under TPO 09 of 07 / 97 There are five trees in, or 
adlacer& the site at least one of which potentmlly would be affected by a proposed dwellmg stied 
anywhere within the site. 

Relevant Planning History 

83 Plannmg Applioatlon OUO374’98/ROC for two houses wu refused outline planning permission on 
this site on 20 January 1999 on the ground.5 of over-crowded mfilling compnsing unsuitable 
backland development and unsatisfactory siting There was also a failure to have sansfactory regard 
to existmg trees and TPO designabons on and around the srte. 

84 XIIS spphc&on now proposes a single dwelling to the front of the site rather than two dwellmgs 
proposed to the rear 



85 The adpcent site to the northern flank is being developed by Davtd Wilson Homes to create a l 
residential estate Many of the trees that were covered by TFQ designatmns on dus adjacent sate 
were removed in order to accommodate this development As a result it is constdered that the 
sigmficance and w&t applied to the remainmg TPO designabons on the applicz4on site is 
mcreased m terms of arnemty value 

Consultations and Representattons 

86 Rayleigh Town Council - has no Obp?&On 

8.1 The County Surveyor - has reoonnnended 2 conditions to be attached to any condition regarding 
the creation of a new access to the proposed dwelling. 

88 Head of Housing, Health & Commmuty Care- has no adverse comments subject to the standard 
Informative SI16 (Control of Nuisances) bemg attached to any consent granted. 

8.9 Anglian Water - has rexxtnnended that no buddii shall be emoted within 3 metres of cenneline 
of the pubhc sewer crossing the site. 

8.10 Woodlands & Environment - an insp&on of the sate was carried out and it was considered ti181 
the twm stem Oak tree proposed to be removed in this apphcation is not m good condition, has poor 
shape, and dtsplays obvtous stgns of neglect and damage. It is not wotlhy of ‘IPO designatton. 

8.11 Two objectiona have been raised by local residents hvmg adjacent the sate on Vtctorta Avenue. 
One concern raised was in relation to the land ownership of part of the application site, the other 
concerns related to a loss of trees, wildhfe and pocket of urban green space, increased highway 
congestion, and nuisance due to development. 

Matenal Plannine. Considerations 

8 12 There are three mam matenal considerations that are relevant to the planning applicatron. These 
molude. 

l The ate lombon. 

l The scale and size of the proposed dwelling. 
l Sate featums and TPO destgnations. 

The Stte Locaboq 

8.13 The srte IS destgnated in the Local Plan for proposed residential development. ‘Dus planning 
applicatron IS an acoqtable use for residential development m thts locahon The sate is sttuated well 
wrthin the existing nrban envelope of Rayleigh 

8 I4 To the. rem of the site ts an area of desrgnated pubho open space - Sweyne Park To the south of the 
site is a detached bungalow To the north a new houstng development 1s beiig budt by David 
Wilson Homes. 

Scale and Stze of Pmoosed Dwelling 

8 15 The size and scale of the proposed dwellmg is dtspmporttonate m mlatton to the sate frontage A 
mmntnnn distance of 1 metre thorn the site boundary has been mamtained nevertheless, but with no 
regard to the presence of a naturally formed brook ditch running along the southern flank of the site. 
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8 16 The sitmg of the proposed dwellmg would oxnravene recommended mmimum dmtances to bz 
mamtamad &rn a presarved tree 

Site Features 

8.17 The recommended distance to be maintamed between development and a medium-sized trae ia at 
least 5 metres However, there also has to be some wnstderatron as to the ptedmted growth of a tree 
in terms of the probable stze of the crown and mcrease m the base of tree roots. A growing tree ‘I9 
of ‘I’PO designation 07/97 m the ad~acant northern srte is curmntty of a mednnn sma Conslderatton 
for thts planning application needs to have due regard to the parue~ved growth of this nearby 
protected tree, situated outside of the control of the apphcation site. 

8.18 The site has several TPO prutected trees on the site. The weight applied tn the status of these 
destgnations has been greatly inareased due tn the removal of many TPCI trees on the adjacent site 
for residential development. 

The prqosal would uome in close proximity to an underground sewer hne. Anglian Watnr have 
recommended that a minimum distance of 3 meti is mamtained finm the sentra of tins ptpe 

8.20 In the hgbt of the recent adjacent development by David Wdson Homes on land to tbe north of the 
application site, including siguificant removal of ‘II% trees, It is considered that the weight applied 
to regarding tmes covered by TPO desrgnation in this location is tncreased. However a report from 
the Woodland and Envrmnmental Spectaltst did not attach any amenity value to the TPO tree 
proposed 03 be removed in this application 

8.21 This IS a narmw she, providing amenity value as a whole in the street Scene. It has been left to 
develop intn a natural pccket of urban green space, although there IS the possrbility of the site 
shpping mtu neglect and being vandabs&. The proposed 4-bsdnmnn dwellmg would aid the 
maintensnce of the s&e, and may eliminate a +ntial crnne hotsput. 

Recommendatton that this Committee resolves: 

That the Corporate Dmxtor (Law, Plannmg & Adrnnustrabon) recommends that this application 
should be APPROVED su$ect to the followmg Conditions and Informattve~ -

1 SC4 Trme Lunits Full - Standard 
2 SC 14 Materials to b-a Used (Fxmrnally) 
3 SC59 Landscape Design-D&ads (Full) 
4 SC60 Tree and Shrub Protection 
5 SC66 Pedestrian Vistbiltty Splay (Single) 
6 SC74 Driveways - Surface Finish 

910 !!!* 
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9. 

R&ford D~stnct Camdl 

To the meetmg oE PLANNING SERVICES COMhlITTEE 

on 2ND SEPTJZhIBER 1999 

Report of CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNJN G & ADMINISTRATION) 

Title : SITING OF STORAGE CONTAJNER (123M IN LENGTE) FOR 
- STORAGE PURPOSES 
40 SPA ROAD, HOCKLrEY 

Author. Anita wood 

Applxatmn No, 99/00325mlL 

Applmnt HARPERS LOUNGE m 

PRIMARY SHOPPING FRONTAGE AREA 

Parish HOCKLEY PARISH COUNCIL 

91 Tins apphczt~on proposes to erect a storage container to the rear of the untts’ car park for the 
purposes of furniture storage 

Relevant Planning. History 

92 The retall nmt was ongmally appmved under ROC/306/68 and the car park was shown as ancillary 
to the retad utnt for purposes of parkmg and delrveries 

Consultations and Representatmns 

9.3 HockIey Parr.& CounciI rase several obje&ons to the proposal - 

1 The proposal ~111 lead to the loss of parking spaces, 
2 The pmposed contamer IS of sub standard construction, not reagnlsable as a buddmg suitable 

for the proposed loc&on and as such would be dtiental to the street scene in the main town 
shoppw area, 

3 That them appears to be B ‘dead’ space behmd tie proposed contamer which would lead to anb 
social beh&& and an acamndatkn of rnbbtsh. . -

4 The contamer would also have a potential for noise to the detrunent of the amenity of 
neIghbowing residents. 

5. The proposal would create an unacceptable and undefendable precedent for the introduction of 
sub-standard building mto the town ceutre. n 



9.4 Essex County Council (Coanty Surveyor) recommends that the following conditions be applied TV 
any permission. That the parking area be proved in a suitable permanent matenal as agreed with the e 

Local Planmng Authonty and that space shall be ptwtded wrthm the sate to accommodate the 
psukmg and turning of all vehicles regularly visiting the site. 

95 The Head of Honsing, Health and Community Care ratses no &verse comments m respect of the 
application 

9.6 Seven letters of objectton have been recened from restdents and other tnuiers m the immediate area 
The mam issues of concern include loss of pmking spaces, lighting, securny, vtsual amemty and 
how the contamer is to be used. 

Matenal Planninp Considerations 

97 The matenal consideration to thts application are as follows- 

. IAW of Parking Spaces 

98 The cm park was ongmally grven spproval in connmchon with the retail unit in 1968 and at that 
time it was to serve only 4 vehicles. l 

99 The applicants stme that only 1 parking space would be lost &rough the proposal, shhough from she 
inspection it would appear that two to three ts EI more reahstic loss, unless the layout of the car park 
is to be revised. 

9.10 The R&ford Dtstnct Local Plan car parking standard for retml stores and shops LY B6 (a mimmum 
of one parking space plus one spece per 25s4m floorspace). Using the standard, 11 spaces would be 
required, Since the current level is 9 parking spaces the unit is already below that standard 
However, it should be noted that the retail umt was fm appmved at a time when thus stand& did 
not exist and that there kas been an increase in the level of parking smce It was approved t.e from a 
level of 4 to 9 spaces. 

9.11 The current car parking standard does also allow for a t&xs.tton of policy in town centre lccatrons 
and that account should be t&en of the new traffic generated compared to thxt existing at a centre. 
It is unlikely that the proposal will generate a msjor increase m traffic and it should be taken mto 
constdemhon that there is a public car park as well as short term on sheet parking to serve Hockley 
town centre. l 
. Impact on visual amemty 

9 12 The container unit is to be screened from Spa Rosd by a 1.8m high fence, although this is not 
considered to be of a surtable nature due to the proposed materials and height Therefore a more 
permanent style of screen of a brick and fence con&u&ton and designed to match the height of the 
cantamer would be more apprcpnate in this situation. The applmants have stated that they are not 
adverse to this proposal. 

9 13 Simrlarly the top 6Ocm of the umt wrll be seen above the rear fences of the resrdenttal umts to the 
rem of the site although there is an exzstmg hedge which provides some addmona screening. The 
applicants have also stated the3 the umt will be painted in a colour to be agreed with the local 
planning anthority and ss such a suitable colour such as dark green, brown or black could be used to 
blend wrtb the existing backdrop. 

9 14 It is constdered that the contamer will not have a gr& visual impact upon Spa Road since it has a 
mixed street scene wth B range of diierem types of retail unit with little archttectuml value 
(recognised by the fact that tt does not warrant conservation area status) 
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1 Impact on residential amen&y 

9 15 There IS wnoern that the container may be lit m some way Clearly any lightmg 1s not shown in the 
proposal and any grant of permission could be given a condrtron to enable the Local Plannmg 
Authonty adequate control over any lighting. 

9 16 Tummg to the security aspect no comment h.as been received from the Cnme Preventron officer 
The container is to be accessed via gates to the car park these will enable the container to be 
sewed when the retail umt IS closed. It is therefore considered that tie amtamer will cream a no 
less secwe arrangement than the existing close-boarded fence that separates the car park from the 
rear of the residentml dwellmgs. 

9.17 ‘The use ofthe container has also ramed the issue of noise disturbance. The contamer is to be used 
as storage ancillary to the retail unit and as such any grant of psnniasion could be grvcn a condihon 
to isolate the hours of operation for the container to match that of the retatl umt Any noise 
drshubance to the resrdential propertres would also have to be considered in conjunctron with the 
exmting background noise level of Spa Road, which r.s a mam road through Hockley town centre, 

l 
9.18 Takmg into aocotmt each of the above issues rt is cons&r& that the proposal will not have a 

detrrmental effect upon visual or residential amenity Wh~lat there will be a mducbon in parking 
provrsion tlus is not ccn.sidere$to be so significant, in this case, that permmsion should be withheld 
onthisbasia 

Recommendation that thus Committee resolves. 

9.19 That the Corporate Director (Law, Plannmg and Administmnon) recommends that this application 
should be APPROVED subject to the following Gmditmna. 

I SC4 Time Llm~t.s Full - Standard 
2 SC14 Matensl to be Used (Externally) 
3 SC75 Parking and Tnmmg Space 
4 The storsge wntainer hereby p-erm~tted shall only be used for pmpcscs of storage ancillary to 

the Al retall unit at 40 Spa Road, Hockley. As such the w hereby permitted shall not take 
place and no dehveries shall be taken at or dispatotwd from the contamer outside the hours of 
8OOsm to 6.OOpm Monday to Saturday, 1OOOam to 5pm on Sundays, Rank or Pubhc l Hohdays. 

5 No securrty lights or other means of artrficmliy illuminating the storage container hereby 
pernutted sbl.l be installed and/or operated, whether or not m association with the use of the 
srte hereby permitted. 

6 Notwrthstandmg the submitted plan, date stamped 3rd June 1999, the proposed 18m hrgh 
I fence 1s not considered a suitable means of screening Therefore, no development shall 

commence, before plans and particulars showmg detads of a means of screenmg comprismg 
of brmk and fencing, to be erected between points A and B on the approved plan, date 
stamped 3d June 1999 have been submitted to and agreed in wrttmg wrth the Local Planning 
Authorrty Such detarls of screening as may be agreed in wrrbng by the Local Plannmg 
Authority, shall be erected prior to the storage contamer to whmh they relate timt being 
avarlable for use and thereafter maintamed in the approved form. 

$t!J 
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Committee Report 
10. 

To the meetmg of. PLANNING SERVICES COMMITTEE 

On: 2m SEPTEMEtER I999 

Report of CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, P LANNING & ADMINJSTRATION) 

Trtle: REVOCATION OF CONDITION 1 OF F/O207/%/ROC TO ALLOW 
Pm RETENTION OF GO CART TRACK EXTENSION 
RAYLEIGB INDOORGO-KARTING, BROOK ROAD, RAYLEIGH 

Au&or. Anita Wood 

Application No. 99/00361/FuL 

Applicant. RAYJXIGH KARTING LTD 

Zoning * EXISTING AREA P RIMhRILY FOR INDUSTRIAL USE 

Parish: RAYLEIGH TOWN COUNCIL 

Planning Apulication Detmls 

10.1 This application proposes to retam the external track extensmn approved with a temporary 
permIssIon under apphcahon F/O207/98iRCX 

10.2 The site 1s w?thm Brook Road Industrial Estate, with duect access from Brook Road itself. There 
em mduatrial units to the north and east and a further leisure use to the west (The Warehouse 
Centre). The nearest residential properties are approximately 135m awayon Weir Gardens and 
Clyde Crcsc=ent 

Relevant Plmmmg HI&IQ 
-_._-. .- __ _ _. 

10.3 Plarmmg permission was or&ally granted m January 1992 for change of use from warehome to 
mdoor go&art centre (CU/O711/91/RCC) One of the condtbons mcluded that there shall be no 
operation of go-M outslde the building. 

was10.4 On 3" September 1998 a temporary planning pmnisslongiven to extend the go-k& track to 
the rear of the existing building. This p-em&on was limited to a period of 12 months 

Consultations and Representations 

10.5 Rayleigh Town Council has no objechons to make subject to regular noise monitormg. 

10 6 Essex County Councd (County Surveyor) advises de-mmunia 
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10 7 The Head of Housing, Health and Community Car-e recommends that the following conditmns 
be attached to any grant of consent: open areas of the srte are not to be used outside hours of 
lO.OOam to 103Opm Monday to Saturday and lO.OOam to 10OOpm on Sumfays; oniy ‘Kart 
Frostratos’ g&arks powered by four stroke engines and fitted witi catalytic converters shall be 
used wrthm open areas of the s&s; the concrete surface finish of the site shall be mamtamed in its 
exshng form and all repairs/renewal of thts shall be given a tamped fmsh, no amplnied speech or 
music shall be broadcast on open part of the site; a maxntmm of 8 go-ksrts shall be in use pt any one 
time. 

10.8 The Health & Safety Execo6ve has no observations to make on the proposal 

10 9 Rayletgh Civrc Society IS of the opmion that if permanent retention of the extension is granted It 
should be r&ncmd solely to Rayleigh Kartmg Ltd 

lg.10 Followmg extensive not~Eoa&n of local residents, only two letters of obJection have been mzetved. 
These relate to norse dMnbanoe especially durmg reoreatioual hours r.e. evenmgs and weekends, 

Material Plannme Considetations 

lO,ll~ The main rssue with regard to the pmmanent retention of the extended track is that of noise unpact 
: The tcinpormy pemussion was originally pamitted for a penod of 12 months so that the Local 

Plannmg Authority tetamed control, m the interests of amenity (noxe levels) and highway safety 
(Park~P). 

10;12 The original apphoanon for the extension WBS submitted alongside a Sound he1 Report The 
report concluded that the four stroke engines with catalytic converters that pox-seer the go-karts used 

: at Rayleigh Indmr Karting are inherently quietes than the two stroke engmes used elsewhere ‘Ihe 
sound analysis also rdentrfied that with prxmanent aooustrc barriers erected at the boundary of the 

~ racetrack that sound levels would be reduced to acceptable hmits It was held that the normal sound 
level on the estate was generated by traffic on the nearby A127, therefore vehicle nom-e 6-om wtthm 

; the factory estate was smtably dampened and should not be cause for complaint or obJections fmm 
local residents, 

I0.U ‘I3e external track has been operating with a tyre wall around the perimeter of the rear of the site 
Smoe the temporary permission was gxven the Head of Hea& Housing and Community Care has 
recorded one complamt but considers the noise levels operate well withm acceptable levels. 
Therefore tt is oonsrdered tbst the proposal to retam the extended track does not warrant any 

’ alteratron to the conditions that relate to the type of g&arts, the hours of use, the smfacmg of ihe 
’ track, the number of go&arts which can be used on the external track or the prohibitron of any 

means of amplificatron. These conditions were origmally imposed to control the noise Impact of the 
proposal. 

western boundary (details of which were to be approved prtor to the commencement of 
development). This noise at&mnat~on bamer has not been bmlt rmr agreed by the Local Plsnning 
Authonty and so the external track has been operatmg for the past lo-12 months wrth no addrtional 
nos.3 rvductlon scheme. Since the expermnce over this period has been w&m acceptable noise 
levels, the extra noise attenuation barrmr IS not necessary for the proposal to continue operating. 

Concluston 

10.15 It was state3 that the track extensm was originally reqmred m order to compete with other g&art 
centres that had opened wthh the area It was also stated that the corporate functions had declined 
to 3 evenings a week The track extension was to be a method of at!mchng back the busmess that 
had been lost to other centres. The applicant has stated that them has heen an mcrease in attmctmg 
back custom, espexally corpxxate functions, smce the external track has been m place 



Recommendation that this Commtttee resolves 

10 16 That the Corporate Due&r (LAW, Planning and Administration) recommends that thts apphcation 
should be APPROVED subject to tie followmg Condinons: 

The use hereby permttted shall not take place outstde the hours of 10 OOam to 10 3Opm ’ 
Monday to Saturday inclusive and outside the hour of lO.OOam to IO OiJpm on Sundays. 
No Go-Kart other than ‘Kart ProstraW’ GC-Karts power-4 by four-stroke engines and fitted 
with catalytic converters shall be used withm the open areas of the srte G&Carts powered by 
two&r&c engines shall not be used within the site 
No more than 8 Go-K&s shall be in use on the racetrack (that is both Internal and external 
sectioIls) 
The cons&e finish to the open areas of the racetrack shall be mamtained m its existing form. 
All repau-s or renewal of the concrete racetrack shall be gven a tamped finish do match 
exlstmg 
No amplified speech/mus~c or other form of public a&&as system shaI1 be bro&ast or 
operated on any part of the stte, other than that whmh was agreed in wrtting by the Local 
Planning Authorny on 1’ January 1992 m relation to the Internal Go-Kart track under 
plannmg permission ref. CD/O71 1/9URGC. 
No flocdJt&ing or other means of artificial~ illuminatmg tbs site, other than d&uls of 
ltghtmg prev~ousiy agreed in the Local Plannmg Authority’s letter dated 7e May 1992 in 
relation to planning permission CU/0711/91/Roc, shall be mstalled and/or operated on any 
part of tie site. Should any fintha external illummation be rquimd, full details shall be 
submitted to and agreed m wrrtmg by the Local Planmug Authority 
SC79 Car Parkmg - Delmeated 

--.- . 
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DELEGATED Pm G DECISIONS - 2 SEPTEMBER 1999 

I havedecided the following applications in accordance with the policy of delegatmn 

Applicatmn No 98/00057KBC De&on Grant Listed Building 
Consent 

Location : 134 Shoebury Road Great Wakering Southend-&Sea 
Proposal : Remove Exxhng Damaged Window to Rear Elevation and Replace w&h 

New Wmdow 
Apph& Sandra Elizabeth Turner 

Application No 98/00&18(FUL Decision : Appkicatim Permitted 
Locahon : Verge Adjacent 109 Greensward Lane Hockley 
PrOposZ&: Erect FrzGtanding Post Pouch Box (Single) 
Applicant : Royal Mail 

Application No 98100739MJL Decision : Application Permitted 
Location : 190LondonRead Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal : Install Two Potile Buildings for Use as offices for a Temporary Period 

OfThreeYears 
Apphcant ’ E&stern Electnclty PLC 

Apptication No 98/00746iFUL Decision . Application Permitted 
-on. 211 Eastwood Road Rayleigb &sex 
Proposal. Ex.t Two Storey Rear Extension and Ground Floor Front Extension 

with canopy over 
Apphcant : Mr&MrsJJarv~s 

Applic&mNo 98/0077O/COU Dexslon * Grant Planning Permission 
ww 

Location. GreenacreHyde Wood Lane Csnewdcm 
proposal ’ Change of Use of Existing Agricukural Bullding to L&t Induslnal 

Workshop (Class Bl) 
Apphcant Mr J Morley 

,- ^ 

Application No 99/00007iFuL. Decision. Appkatioa Permitted 
IBcation , Eleinor Central Avenue Hullbndge 
Proposal. Erect Detached 2-Bed Bungalow (Demolish &sting) 
Applicant : Miss3JHead 



Apphcation No 99/00017iKJL Dectsion Application Permitted 
Location. Hullbridge Sports Club Lower Road Hullbrtdge 
Proposal , Variatmn of Conditmn 2 of Planmng Permissmn Ref F/O413/97/RGC to 

Allow Use of Floodlights on No More Than 3 Occas~ona Per Week and 
Not Outside me Hours of 7pm-1Opm (Monday to Fnday) and 3 45pm- 
5pm (SaturW) 

Applmnnt Hullbndge Sports & Socud Club 

Apphcstion No. 99mo33mJL Decision . AppIication Pernutted 
Location . 67 Abbey Road Hullbridge Hockmy 
Proposal. Single Storey Rear Extenston 
Ap~lmant : Tim Hall 

Applicatton No : 99noo4uFuL De&ion : Refuse Planning Permhon l 
Location : Former Baler House Dalys Road R&ford 
Proposal : Mounting of 3(no) Co-Polar Antennae, l(no) 3OOmm Dmmeter Dash, 

3(no) Low Noise Amps on Fxhing Chunney Together With 3(x10) 
~~~hbiiets at Ground Level 

1 The hstallat~on of the telecommumcations equipmesrt as d&&ad m the submttte.i 
plans on this hated buildmg, would form an alien and mwngruous feature at a height 
vistble to a wade area to the detriment of the butldings character and appeatcmce and 
1s therefore con&y to Policy UC7 of the Cotmcifs Local Plan. 

Apphcation No . 99/00043iL.BC Decision Refuse Planning Permission 
Location. Fomw Botler House Dalys Road Rochford 
Froposal : Mounting of 3(no) &Polar Antennae,l(no) 3OOmm Duuneter Dish, 

3(no) Low Noms Amps on I?xist@ Chimney Together With 3(no) 
Equpment Cabms at Ground Level. 

Apphcant orange PCS 

1 The m.stdlation of telecommunmattona equipment as detatled in the subnutted plans 
on this hated buildm&> would form an alien -and incongruo~t~ &&re. at a height_ 
&%le to a wade area to the detnment of the buildmgs character and appearance and 
IS therefore coutmry to Policy UC7 of the Council’s J&al Plan. 

Apphcation No . 99/00070mJL Dectsion : Application Permitted 
Location . 4 Dq@ts Close Roohfd Essex 
Pmposal . First Floor Rear Extension 
Appbcant : J Irons 

Application No : 99/OC#85/FlJL Deoislon : Application Permitted 
Loction . 2 Wymm Cothges Mount Bovers Lane Hockley 
hoposal : Two Storey Stde Extension 
Applrcaut : Mr & Mrs Popplewell 
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Application No. 99/0010o/FuL Decision . Refuse Planning Permission 
Locatron : Kia Ora Pudsey Hall Lane Canewdou 
Proposal : Ground Floor Stde Extension. Extensron to Roof and Formation of Two 

Bedrooms m Extended Boo&pace. 
Applicant : Mr&MECUmberiand 

The Rcohfotd Dis!& Local Plan First Review shows the sue to be w&m the 
Metropoktan Gteen Belt and the pmposai in considered to be contrary to Policy GB 1 
of the Local Plan and to Pohcy S9 of the Essex Structure Plan Withm the Green Belt, 
as defined in these policies, planning permission will not be given, except m very 
q&al oircumstanaes, for the constiction of new buildings or for the change of use 
ar extenston of extsting bmldm~ (other than reasonable extensions to existing 
buildings, as defined in Polmies GB2 and GB7 ofthe Local Plan). Any development 

’ whmh LY permuted shall be of a scale, design and sitmg. such that the appearance of 
the countryside is not impanud 

Polmy GB7 of the Local Plan provides mat the total size of a Green Belt dwellmg as 
-extended, incMmg any extension whmh may have previously been added, will not 
‘normally exocd the origiual floor space by more than 35 square metres. The proposal 
IS considered excessne, rather than reasonable, restthing in a substantial change m the 
-appearance and character of the property contrary to the above policies includmg the 
unacceptable change fmm a low pitched bungalow to a chalet dwelling. 

Application No : 99/00126&m Decision . Application Permitted 
Location : 21 Jan* Dnve Rayleigh Essex 
Ivqmal : Formatron of Addttional Rooms m Roof Space wrth Dormer to Side 
Applicant Mr&MrsMormw 

Applicatmn No : 99/00127/FUL t?slslcm Application Permitted 
Lmation : Plot 22 Glencrofts Hcokley 
Pmpal : Substmrtion of House Type (5-B@ (Revimon to Appbcatton 

FfOO33/9URtX) 
Applicant : Regis Gmup PIG 

_ ____ .~~ .__. ._ - . .--- _~ .-
Applimon No : 99/00156/FuL De&on . Apphcation Permdted 
Lucation 7 Windsor Gardens Hockley Essex 
Proposal ’ Pitched Roof to Rear, Front & Side Dormers and Rooms m Roof. 
Applicant. D Jobson 

Applicatmn No : 99/00181/FUL, De&on Application Permitted 
Lmation~ 17 Leslie Road Rayleigh Essex 
Proposai : Rear Bathroom Extensmn 
Applicant: Mrs P C D&ens 
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Applicatmn No. 99/00187/RE Declslon. Application Permitted 
Location 11 Liile wbeatley Chase Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal. Erect Detached 4-Bed House 
Applunt P Livemore 

ApphcationNo . 99/00198/FuL De&on Application Permitted 
Location. 88 Bull Lane Raylqh Essex 
Propiml : Form Additional Hardstanding Parking Area 
Apphcaut : MrsDParekb 

Appiicaflon No : 99/002o2mJL. &&ion : Application Permitted 
Lxation : 26 King Hem-y Dnve Rochford Essex 
Proposal : Erection of 2 Bungalows 
Apphcant : s cottmu 

Application No : 99/00207/ADV Decision : Grant 
Consent 

Advertisement 

Lxauo”. I-4 Woodlands ParadeMain Rnad 
Proposal. Install Internally Illuminated Fascia S@n 
Applicant : Halifax Plc 

Application No . 99/00216/FuL Dewion Application Pen&ted 
LJxation~ 37 Wybms Avenue Rayle& Essex 
Proposal : Relocate Existmg Detached Garage 
Appbcant : A Marshall 

Applicm No : 99/0@217iFLJL Declslon : Application Permitted 
Location : 
proposal : 

1-9 Ferry Road Hullbr~dge Hockley 
Erwt 3 no I&tmg Colamns and L&its a 

Apphcant : Budgens Stores I&l 

9910@229/nL~ _ _--DsI.sID~~ ApplicabonPerrmtted~. -
16 Elm Grove Hullbridge H&&y 
Create Single Storcy (Ground Floor) &de Extension and Two Storey 
Rear Extension 

Apphcant : L Iv&m 

AppIlcation No . 99m236rFuL DKk4on. Application Pernutted 
LOCatiOn 72 Southwew Road Hockley Essex 
Proposal : Extension to Roof (Hip to Gable) Formation of Rooms m Extended 

Roofspace with Dormers to Front and Rear, Together with Single Storey 
Rear Extenxon 
Mr & Mrs Jeffries 
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Application No . 99/00244lFUL Decffiion . Application Permitted 
Location : Kataan Hlgb street Canewdon 
Proposal. Two Storey Side Extension to Incorporate Integral Garage With Room 

Over and PItched Roof 
Applicant 1 Mrs C Wakeman Reynolds 

Apphcatia No. woo2wcou Deolsion * Apphation Permitted 
Location * Suite 3 Wanea House 10-20 Main Road Hockley 
Proposal , Change of Use From offices to Specialist Orthodontic Practw 
Applicant : Dr G Gmndt 

Application No 99/00247m Deuision : Application Permitted 
Location :: 54 Victoria Road Rayleigh Essex 
Pmposal 1 Demolish Existmg Garage and Erect Single Storey (Gmund F&r) 

Extena~on to Side and Rear to Incorporate New Garage Wti Pitched 
Roof Over 

Applicant : Mr&Mrs Blocmfield 

Application No 99mo249/~ou De.m10” Refuse Plaaniag Permission 
Ldxation : 20 Salem Walk Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal : Change of Use of Land to Irmorpxate Area of Pubhc Space Within 

Pm&e Dome&c Curhlage and Er& Boundary Fence & Gates 
Applicant : Mr A R Tucker 

The pmpo$, if permitted, will be d&mental tn the character and appearance of the 
area by v&e of the change of use and character of the land and its enclosure and as 
such IS contrary to Policy H26 ofthe Gxmcil’s Local Plan 

Applicatmn No. 59/0025muL De&on : Application Permhted 
Location. 50 Langham Dnve Rayletgh Ewx 
FToposal * Erect Conservatory to Rear of Property 
Apphcant . Michaela Smith 

- -. --_ - .-- .~ - -- .---. _ _--~-
Application No , 99/00253/FUL De&Ion : Application Permitted 
Lowion : 14 Lascelles Gardens R&ford Essex 
Pmpoaal , Demolish Existmg Garage and Rebuld New Detached Garage 
Apphcant : Miss At&bury 

Application No. 9!%'00255fFUL DeasIo" : Application Permitted 
Location. 2 Connaught Road Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal I Single Storey (Ground Floor) Rear Extension W~tb Prtched Roof 
Applxant : Mr Mark Pickenng 
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Application No 99/002fxvFLJL Decision : Application Permitted 
Locations 9 Retreat Road Hockley F&sex 
Proposal : Fnst Floor (Single Stnrey) Rear E%enslon with PItched Roof 
Apphcant : R Glbb 

Apphcation No : 99/00262AlL Decision Refnse Plannmg PermLssion 
JBCab0n 32 Rushley Close Great Wakermg Southend-On-Sea 
Pmposal : Create Front Extension to Garage 
Applicant : Mr&MrsA JKnell 

1 If permitted the proposad garage extenston will reduce the h&standing length to the 
frontofthegarageto unacceptable size. This wrll result m vehicles overhangtig the 
h&way which may result m pedestrmns b&g forced onto the highway at a point 
where vehtcles me turning, to the detrnnent of other road users and general iqhway 
safety 

Application No : 99/0026WLJL DtXlsloil Refose Planning Permission 
IAUltiOtl The Old Rectory Nursing Home S&&ridge Road Stambrldge 
Proposal : Erect Conservatory with Pitched Roof off Existing Lounge 
Applicant : Ablequest Investmexrts Ltd 

1 FtFR4 Green Belt I Extensmns 

Apphcahon No : 99/00269mJL Dewion : Application Perrmtted 
Location. Hwkley F’rii School Chevening Gardens Hockley 
Pmposal : Erect Conservatory Extension (Smgle Story) to Northern Elevation and 

Carry Out Internal Alteratmns 
Apphcant Hcckley Pnmary School 

Application No. 99/0027cmuL Decision : Refuse Planning Permission 
Location. 2 Picton Gardens Rayleigh Essex 
Pmpsal : Erect Conservatory to &de 

&pJ.lcant~ -

1 The proposal 1s considered to be conimry to pohcy Hll and the design guidelines 
contained withm Append= 1 of the Rcchford Dlstnct Local plan Fnxt Revfew 1995. 
The rear extensron 1s not harmontous m character, scale or form to the exlsting 
dwelhng and as such IS consider4 to have a detnmental Impact on the. amen&s of 
adjoining residents and on the appearance of the street scene 
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Apphcation No 
Location. 
rnopsal: 

Apphcant : 

Application No 
Location ’ 
Proposal : 

Applicant. 

Apphcation No 
Incation. 
Proposal : 

Apphcant , 

Application No 
LbCdlOll 

Proposal : 

Apphcant : 

Application No 
Location : 
Pmpml : 
Apphcant : 

Application No 
Location 

_ _~PropC-. 
Apphcant ’ 

Application No 
Location, 
Propxal : 

Apphcant 

99tOO271/FLJL Declslon Application PermItted 
35 North Stred Great Wakering Southend-On-Sea 
Ptxtia~ Demohtion of Existmg Garage and &e&on of Two Storey Side 
Extension With Pitched Roof, Incorparatmg Integral Garage and 
Extension to Porch Canopy 
Mr & Mrs G Kellett 

!wlmmFa Declslon Application Permitted 
93A New Road Great Wakering Southend-On-Sea 
Provision of New Roof to Exlshng Smgle Storey Dwellmg to Allow 
Provision of Rooms in Roofspaw and Balcony to Rear Elevation 

99/00279mJL Decikton Application Permitted 
H&ridge Foodcentre 115- 12 1 Ferry Road Hullbndge 
Installahon of new shop fronts, together with secunty shutters, extraction 
and condensing equipment. 
Chelmsfbrd Star Co-qma6ve Smety 

99fom8OlADV Decision . Application Permitted 
H&ridge Foodcentre 115-121 Ferry Road Hullbridge 
Display Internally Illuminated Signs Cunsistmg of 4 Co-op Logos, 3 
‘Altogether Freahe~’ Signs and 1 Golden Crust Bakery Sign. 
~lmsfod Star Co-operative Society 

99/00282mJL Decision . Apphcatioa Permitted 
17 Twyfod Avenw Great Wakermg Southend-On-Sea 
I%& Rear Frst Floor (Smgle Storey) Extension wth PItched Roof. 
P Ashby 

99/00285iFuL. Decision : AppIication Penmtted 
38 171e Walk Hullbndge Hockley 

--TwStorq.SideEx@nsion-.. ._-_ - _ - ~~. --- .~.-
Mr & Mrs N Addington 

99/00286lFUL De&on : Application Permitted 
Treetops Bullwood Approach Hockley 
Implement Fvst Floor to FIxistmg Bungalow to Create House Retaming 
-&Garage
Mr & hirs N R&r&on 



Apphcation No 99/00289lADV Deoismn : Refuse Planning Permhion 
Location. Hcckley Dental Surgery, 2,3,5 & 6 Woodlands Parade Main Road 
Proposal. Display Internally Illuminated Fascia Sign. 
Apphcant : John Joyce & Associates 

1 The pruposd sgn, by reason of its stig above the existmg fascia and its level of 
tllumination, would appear as an incxmgmous feature and result in an undue 
prol~femtion of advertising material, and so be detrimental to the vtsual amemties of 
the area and contrary to Policies SAT17 and SAT10 of the Rochford District Looal 
Plan First Review. 

Application No : 99/0029muL I?easton . Application Permitted 
Loction. 80 Tnmty Road Rayhph Eksex 
Proposal : Erect Two Stony Side Extensmn With mhed Roof ’ lApplunt: Mr & Mrs A Phillips 

Apphcation No * 99/00293@uL Decision : Application Permitted 
Location. 42 Pearsons Avenue Rayle~gh Essex 
Proposal : Demolitmn of Existing Bungalow and Erection of a Three Bed Detached 

Bungalow 
Apphcant . Mrs Wallace 

Applica&n No : 99Mo296mJL De&on . Application Pernutted 
Location : 18A Sutton Road Rochford Essex 
PmpQsal . Create New Vehicular Crossing 
Apphcant . D J Anderson 

Applicatmn No : 99/00303mJL Decision . Application Permitted 
Location : 44 Alexandra Road Rochford Essex 
Proposal : Smgle Stmy Rear Lounge Extension 
Apphcant . Ian & Ainmda Wdley 

KFUL~. -- lkcti-- . Application Permitted - - .~ - - - -.AppJic&n NQ r. 991003.1 
Lx&on. Plots 51-55 Victoria Avenue Rayletgh 
Propal . Substitution ofHousetypes (From Type H303 to H383) for plots Sl, 52, 

53,54,55 
Applicant David Wilson Homes 

Appltcatlon No 99/003 14iLDc Decision . Grant Lawful Development 
Certficate 

LJxstion : MSXBmakRoadRayleigh 
Proposal : Use of Premises for the Collection, Sortmg and Dlstributlon of Dirty and 

Clean Laundry 
Applxant : Albany Rental SuppIles Lid 



Apphcation No. 99/003 1 s/FuL De&cm Application Permittad 
Location 3 113 Ferry Road Hullbndga Hockley 
Proposal Erection of a Detached Shed (Workshop)at the Side 3m x 2 lm 
Apphcant : Arthur R Pooley 

Application No . 99/00317lFuL Decision : Application Permitted 
Lcmtion : 12 Hill Lane Hockley Essex 
Proposal ’ Add&ion of Bay Wmdow at Ground Floor Front of Exrstmg House 
Applicant. Anthony Colin Cooper 

Application No 99/00319FuL Decision. Application Permitted 
htion :, 28 Bollwood Road Hookley Essex 
Proposal , Demolish Existmg Detached Garage and Erect Repllacement Attached 

Gwe 
Apphcant’; MI 6% Mm T Ha&t 

Applicati~ No : 99/00328/FuL De&cm . AppIication Permitted 
Location : 73 tiwnhall Road Rayleigh Essex 
Propml : Single Stcmy Rear ?&tensmn 
Apphcant : Ian Peter cross 

Applicahon No . 99/0033 l/FuL Declslon , Application Permitted 
Location : 21 Warwick Gardens Rayleib Essex 
Proposal : Einlargemerd of Existing Garage and Provision of First Floor Extension at 

Rear of Side E!+~&on with Pitched Rwf and Porch to Front 
Mr&MmGqm 

Appl1cz6mn No . WQQ334lFUL Decision . Application Permitted 
Lclcatioll 263A Main Road Hawkwell Hockley 
Proposd ’ Addition to Roof to Create Rooms in Roofspace w&h V&x Wmdows to 

Front and Rear and New Window to Side 
Ms R Windle 

Application No : !wm336mx Decision : Application Permitted 
Location : 41 Oak Road RDohford Essex 
Proposal. Single Stony Rear Extensions ti Flat and Prtched Roofs and 

Conversion of Balcony to Termze at Fust Floar. 
Apphcant . MrRiChEldBarber 

Apphcation No. 99/00338mlL Decision . Application Permitted 
Locatton: Robin Hill Chm-ch Road Hockiey 
Proposal : Rear Extensions lncoqmratmg Basement Cellar Mth Porch Above 
Apphcant : Mr&MrsDMann 

I ^ Il 
i 
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Applmauon No 
Location. 
Proposal s 

Applicant. 

Applicatmn No : 
Location : 
Proposal : 

Applicant : 

Applic&on No : 
Lmatlon : 
Proposd : 

Apphcant : 

Application No : 
Location : 
Proposal : 

Appltcant . 

Application No : 
Location. 
Proposal. 
Apphcant : 

Application No. 
_-. -. ikcation~- --

Prop@sal: 
Applmant : 

Applicatton No : 
Location : 
Proposal : 

Applicant : 

950l341KJL De&on. Application Permrtted 
180 Grove Road Rayleigh Essex 
Pmvismu of Front Extansion tu Accommodate Cloakroom, Front Canopy 
and Alteration to Side Elevation Window. 
Mr E Beaven 

9!9/00342/FGL Dectsion Application Permitted 
23 Park Gardens Hockley Essex 
Demohsh Exrstmg Garage and 2 Stcnuy Stde Extenswn Incorporating 
Integral Garage wrth Pitched Roof at Seuund Floor and Part Flat Roof at 
Fii Floor, Pmvlslon of Front Dormer. 
Renewal of F/CI409/94/RGC! 
Mr P Driscoll 

99/00345mJL DeclSlOll Applicafion Permitted 
42-42A High Suust Rayleigh wx 
Relocation Forwards of Extension Doorway to Pmvtde Extenston to 
Shop (by Approx 3 Square Metres)and Replacement of Shopfront. 
Sue Atkinson 

99/0034cXBc Decision * Application Permitted 
42-42AHigh Street Rayleigh Essex 
Relocation Forwards of Exrstiug Doorway to Provide Extensron to Shop 
(by Approx 3 Square Metres) and Replacement of Shopfrunt 
Sue Atkmson 

99/00347mJL Dectsion : Application Permitted 
12 Pevensey Gardens Hullbridge Hc&ley 
Fmct Detached Garage 
Mr & Mrs Gorham 

99/0034&FuL Dacisron Application Permitted 
-39.YorkRuadRayleighEssax __-_- ---- -~- .-- ~-

Erect Rear Conservatory 
Mr W Mtluer 

99/00353m Dectslon . Application Permitted 
30 Hambro Avenue Rayleigh Essex 
Proposed Garage Exfensmn in Front of Exrstmg Garage, Comerston of 
Existmg Garage into Livmg Accommodation and Provisron of a Rear 
Bay Wtndow 
SM&RLWn+ewell 



l 

Applicatron No . 
Lccatim: 
Prolposal : 
Applicant. 

Application No 
Location : 
Proposal : 

Applicanr : 

99/ao357rFuL Decision * Application Permitted 
78 Hawkwell Chase Hockley Essex 
Ground Floor Rear Extension and Reposihonmg of Exrstmg Garage 
N Thomas 

99roo3s9rADv Deciwm Refuse Planning Permission 
28 High Street Great Wakering Southend-On-Sea 
Display of Internally Illuminated Fascia Stgn and Internally illuminated 
ProJeotmg Box Sign (with Clock). 
CG-Operative Funeral Servme 

1 The proposed fascia and protecting box sighs, by reason of their desrgn, appearance, 
mamrtals of construction and method of illumination, appear as unsympathetic and 
incongruous features detrmmntal to the chamcter and visual amenities of the building 
on whichthey would be dtsplayed and to those of the Conservatron Area in which the 
bmlding is sttuated. The proposal ts, thus, constdemd contrary to Pohoies SAT7 and 
SAT8 of me R&ford District Local Plan (Fii Review) 

Apphcatlon No. 
Location. 
Proposal : 
Applmant : 

Applicatmn No : 
Lmatlon : 
Proposal : 

Applicant : 

Application No * 
Location : 
Proposal : 
Applicant : 

Application No . 
Location : 
Proposal : 

Applicant. 

Application No : 
Lxatron 
Proposal : 
Apphcant : 

99/0036O/FUL De&on ’ Application Permitted 
34 Buckingham Rod Hoekley Essex 
Two Storey Extension at Side 
MrPBennett 

99/00362@LJL Deolsion ’ Application Permitted 
9 Martins Walk Hoc&y Essex 
First Floor Extension Over Existing Double Garage and Conversion of 
Part Garage into Living Accommodation. 
Lllda cnltls 

99/00363/FUL Decision : Application Permitted 
104 Daws Heath Road Raylen& Essex 
Detached 5 Bedroom& House wrth Attached Garage 
Gales Development Ltd 

__ .____._ ~-------_-.--~ ~- --------- -

99/00367/FuI. Decision Application Permitted 
23ABrook Road Rayleigh Essex 
Ereotmn of 2 1 M High Pahsede Securrty Fencmg to Gas Stomge 
Compound 
An Products Plc 

99/0036QFLJL De&on * Application Permitted 
56 Alexandra Road Great W&ring Southend-OkSea 
Ereot Single Storey Side Extension 
Miss J Gxlade 



Apphcation No. 
Location, 
Proposal : 
Applwmt . 

Applicahon No. 
Location : 
Pi-oposal. 
Applwnt . 

Application No : 
Location, 
Pmpcsal . 

Apphant I 

Application No . 
LocaQon ’ 
Pmpmal : 
Applwnt 

Applicaflon No : 
Location : 
Propwd : 

Applicant. 

Appliation No 
LmaticmI 
Proposal. 

Applwt : 

Application No 
Location. 
Proposal : 

Apphcant : 

Application No 
Locahon . 
Proposal 
Applwnt : 

99/00315/RJL !h&ion : Application Permitted 
113 Ferry Road Hullbridge Hockley 
Erection of a Detached Shed (Workshop)& the Side 3m x 2 lm 
Arthur R Pwley 

99/003 17KTJL De&ion Application Permitted 
I2 Hill Lane Hockley Essex 
Add&n of Bay Window at Ground Floor Front of Exlstmg House 
Anthony Calm Ccqer 

99m319mJL Ika.Yion : Application Permitted 
28 Bullwood Road Hockley Essex 
Demolish Existing Detached Garage and Erect Replacement Attached 
Garaga
Mr&MrsTHaslett 

!79/Cf~328@UL Declslon Application Permitted 
73Dovmhall Road Rayleigb Essex 
Single Storey Rear EXewon 
Ian Peter cross 

99/00331EuL Dew10n : AppIicbon Permitted 
21Warwick Gardens RayleIgh Essex 
Enlargement of Existing Garage and Prowsion of First Floor Extension at 
Rear of Srde Elevatmn with Pitched Rwf and Porch to Front. 
Mr&MrsCooper 

!woo334iFuL De&on . Application Permitted 
263A Main Road Hawkwell Hockley 
Addition to Roof to Create Rooms in Roofspace with Velux Windows to 
Fmnt and Rear and New Window to Side 
Ms R Wmdle 

99/00336MJL Dwsion : Application Pentted 
41 Oak Road Rcchford Essex 
Single Storey Reear Extensions with Flat and Pitched Roofs and 
Conversion of Balcony to Terrace at First Floor. 
Mr Richard B& 

99/00338/FUL De&on : Appticatioo Permitted 
Robin Hill Chmch Road Hockley 
Rear Bxtensmns Incorporating Basement Cellar wth Porch Above 
t&&MlSDMaIUl 

f I . l 
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DELEGATED BUILDING REGULATIONS DECISIONS 


‘e APPROVALS 

2 Septemba 1999 

Plan Nnmber Dcsenption 

98/120A 7 Victor Gardens 
Hawkwell 

Two Bedmom & K&hen Fktensm 

99/211 2 whaatleys c1os-e 
Rochford 

Loft Conversion 

l 

99rI.12 

99t314 

SmgIe Storey Rear Extensmn aud 
Dormers m Pront Eleranon to Enlarge 
Existing F&e3 space 

Detached Games Rwm 

991336 lOCE&UW& 
Cmewdon 

99rMl 73 Downhall R&xl 
RaYMa 

59m8 65 Abxmdra Rmd 
a-eat wakmllg 

99i363 7oMainRmd 
H.¶wkwelJ 

l 

99tm 

99l‘loI 
44 AlcxSnma Road 
RD~ord 

Frst Floor Front Extewon & Internal 
Alterations 

BR 99t373 

BR 99lt254A 
._---~-. 

97 suttnn cault mve 
Rochfcrd 

- _ _ __.__ - _-----
Convert Bungalow to House v&h Stde 
& Rear Bxtms10n 

BR 991122A 

BR99031 36 Hullbridge Road 
Raylelgh 

Roof Extension & Alterahons 

BR%‘/172A 15 camttc Close 
canewdon 
ROChfCUd 

bommRs0f 



DELEGATED BUILDING REGULATIONS DECISIONS 


APPROVALS 

Plan Number 

BR99/19tA 7 Wmdsor Gardens 
Hoc&y 

BRS9R18A 205 EastwoQdRoad 
Rayleigh 

BR 99R32A 1 Hamdtm~ Gardens 
Hockley 

BR 99R69A 33 tvfmltyres wdk 
Rochford 

BR 99074 

BR 991275A Hullbridge Foixi centre 
115-121 Fmy Road 
Hullbridge 

BR 991292 SbAlexmma Road 
Gmd wakmhg 

BR 991293 Wakefield 
EMUWHallRoad 
Great Waker@ 

BR 99R94 

BR 99I2.95 

BR 99/323 The Bungalow 
FambridgcRoad 
E&hford 

BR 99/‘335 

BR 99i346 34 Buckmgham Road 
Hockley 

l ’ 
2 septmber 1999 

Desa~ption 

Rooms m Roof 

New House 

LoA convemon 

Fii Flow Extenswn 

Re development and Extension of New 
sales Area for Existing c&p 
Convenience stm WIthIn Exkthg 
Rcnllses of R&ated Golden crust 
Bakery to Adjet Vacant Premises 

Smgle Sbmj Rem & Slda Fxtem~an 

Entrance. Porch, Smglo StoTey Frc¶t 
Extanon & Internal AMons 

!7?mztio~ of Four Bednmmed Farm 
Workers Dwellmg 

Smgle Stony Flat Rear Extension 

Internal Alteiattons 

Bay Wmdow to Fmnt of House 

Two Stmey Side Emswon 

l 



l 
DELEGATED l3UILDING REGULATIONS DECISIONS 

APPROVALS 

Plan Number 

BR 991360 

BR 99f362 

BR 991374 

BR 99i333 

BR 99080 

BR 991341 

BR 99t345 

BR 991416 

BR991412 

BR St419 

.---BR99W--

BR 99t399 

BR WI384 

BR 99i38P 

Address_ 

SeetfX 
Mam Road 
Hockky 

LJmtI 
Airport Retad Park 
Lmdon Southend Anport 
RwhfotKi 

Land Adjacent 17 Stm Lane 
Industi Fsta&, Star Lane 
Great W&aing 

46MancKRd 
H&Y 

57 High Road 
H&V 

6 Parklands 
Rochfmd 

- - -102-Akxa&aRaad- - --
Great wakering 

26 hfiitm Heights 
Rcdlford 

Hanover Golf Club 
HuUbndge Road 
Raylei# 

2 September 1999 

Description 

Mum Internal Alterations to create 
Intermew Room 

Internal Shopfinmg Works 

Garage & canopy 

Two No. Three Bedroom Sam- 
DetachedHouses 

Frame Induafnal Buldmg 

Rebudd Rear Extension, Garage and 
Cqat on Piled Foundations 

convart Garage WC-I Single storey 
EXtens~om to Foim Enlarged tit&en 
wth Utility Room 
Singk Storq Rear Exrens~on 

Underpmnmg 

C!wvert Garage to Study and Rear 
lh7ne.r Extemon 

-Q&Eaw,on.-m - ---.- ----.-

Kitchen Extewon 

IntemalAltmhons to Form New 
Kitchen/Bar and Toilets 

Extension to Club House 



DELEGATED BUILDING REGULATIONS DECISIONS 


Plan Number 

BR 991376 

BR 991355 

BR 99A78 

BR 99i349 

BR WI328 

BR 99/368 

BR 991394 

BR 991381 

BR 99/285A 

BR 99082 

BR 98/526A 

APPROVALS 

2 September 1999 

Description 

18 SpaRoad Extension 
Ho&&y 

Unrt 5 Sti Lane Industnal Flat Roof Parts Store on Rear Elevation 
Eat&. star Lane 
Great Wakenng 

23Rmmthhne Smgle Stmy Rear Extcnslon 
Ray&h 

8ReadClwe Extend Doimer to Fwm En-wte 
Hockley l 

Roof C~nverslon 

17,GoosCouages 
aleIm5fod Road 
Rmvrcth 

Fii secondary s*od 
Ho&q Road 
Raylegh 

3, Butts Paddwk Extension 
ChEWdon 

Land Souh oftiehall Way New Manufactunng Umt 
R&ford 

Bemon Lund I-on of Fue Pmof Well, Ceding lAvmtion Way end Floor to Archwe Area 
Sauthend Aqcat 

89, Downhall Rmd EXteMOll 
Raylw#l 

_- . . _--- ~._ -.- .- -__-

” 935”’ 
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DELEGATED BUILDING REGULATIONS DECISIONS‘e 

Plan Number 

99R60 

99R83 

99R85 

99RJ38 

99R98 

991302 

99nw 

99lY)8 

~-- _I_-~-
99t322 

991324 

991325 

59l344 

REJECTIONS 

m 

Land Comer Anchor Lane/ 
Rmml way, 
canewdon 

72 Southview Road 
Hocklq 

Land SC& Of 
Rochehall Way 
Rmhford 

38TheWaik 
HUUtUIdge 

4sI..awerRoad 
Hullbndge 

4 The Drwe 
Hullbridge 

Chmch Road Nwenes 
Chtmh Road 
H&9 

263A MainRod 
Hawhvell 

2 West Avenue 
HUllblIdga 

Great Wakering Raven FC 
Lttde wakering HFdl Lane 
ORat WakerIng 

58 Chfbn Read 
R&ford 

2"dSeptemberl999 

Descnption 

‘be No Two Bedroom Taraced 
HOUSeS 

New Manufachring Umt 

Two Stmey Side Extensmn & Single 
stQ-7 

Convemon into 26 Unr*i and Ancillary 
WGlkS 

Fxcnd Fxlsung Rwm In Roof Space 

Two stay Extensmn 

Oara@ and Dimng Roam Extension 

F’mposad Outbuildmg ta Replace 
Buildmg Bemg Dan&shed 

Room m Roof 

New House 

Extension & Altaatlons 



991333 

.4 

l ’ 

w343 108 Feny Road Single Storey Rear Extcnsmn 

Hullbadge 

99034 

l 

l 


