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MINUTE INDEX 1986

ACCESS TO INFORMATION

Local Government (Access to Information) Act 1985: 24,198,283
Local Government (Access to Information) Extension Bill: 25,135
Public Participation in Local Government: 373,400

ALLOTMENTS

Relocation of Deepdene Avenue Site: 41,46,2]1
Allotment Competition 1986: 273,447

ANGL LAN WATER AUThORITY

Restriction of Development; 33,181
Review of River Quality Objectives: 98

Ferry Road Pumping Station, Hulibridge: 99,178,580
Introduction of Water Metering: 107

Capital Programme 1986/87 — 1989/90: 179
Sewer Problems in Great Wakering: 180
Environmental Protection under a Privatised Water Industry: 308

AUDIT

Depot Services Review: 389,400



CAPITAL PROGRAMME

Capital Programme 1986/87: 15

Capital Programme 1986/87 — Public Conveniences: 62,147
Capital Programme 1985/86 — Rupert Jarvis Court,

Buckingham Road, Hockley: 200
Hockley Woods — Car Park and Information Centre: 274

Mainframe Computer Replacement; 386
Computer Services Directorate — Accommodation: 387

CARAVAN SITES

Unauthorised Caravan — Land at Crouchman's Court,

Poynters Lane, Shoeburyness: 168
Riverside Trailer Park, Wallasea Island, Rochford: 377

CAR PARKING

Hullbridge Playing Field: 80
Mill Hall Car Park — Access to Regal Cinema Site, Rayleigh: 106

Car Parking Charges: 124,147
District of Rochford (0ff—Street Parking Places)

(Amendment) Order: 124,606
Golden Cross Parade Car Park: 189
Back Lana Car Park — Resurfacing: 344
Unauthorised Use of Hockley Car Park; 381
Grove Playing Field Car Park: 525
Back Lane Car Park: 605

Gateway Food Market, 12—24 Eastwood Road, Rayleigh: 620
Hockley Car Park — Site for Old People's flay Centre 363(A)(2)

CEXETERIE S

Provision of Cemetery for Rayleigh: 321,400
Joint Crematorium Study: 361(F),369,400,519

CHARGES

Review of Charges — Health & Housing Services Committee: 51,147
Review of Charges — Leisure Services Committee: 75,126(u)
Car Parking Charges: 124,147
Review of Charges — Policy & Resources Committee: 126(i)
Charges for Acupuncturists: 240

Contd/..



CLEMENTS HALL LEISURE CENTRE

Clements Hall Second Access — Accommodation Works:

Supervision of Swimming Pools:
Water Flume:
Haltern Suite — Conversion into Snooker Centre:

Clements Hall Swimming Pool — Use by Disabled:
Weights Room and Creche:

Storage:
Relocation of Leisure Offices and Parks Operation:
Business Exhibition:
Clements Hall — Spencers Nursery:
"Children in Need" Broadcast:
Meeting: Southend Cancer Treatment Centre:

Locker System for Swimming Pool Changing Rooms:

Seawall Construction:
Hullbridge Foreshore — Erosion:

Staffing Sub—Committee:
Economic Development Panel:
Smoking at Panel Meetings:
Rochford Show Working Party — Charitable Status:

Water Flume Working Party:
Chairman's Panel:
Audit Panel:
Rate Consultation Panel:

Hackney Carriage Panel:
Appointment of Panels of Committees:

Twinning Panel:
Emergency Panel:
Widdicoinbe Panel:
District Plan WorkingParty:

COMMITTEES AND REPORTS OF

Finance Report:
Local Government Bill:
Health & Housing — Information Report:
Planning Services — Deferred Planning Applications:
Cycle of Meetings 1986/87:
information/Statistical Reports:
Appointment of Standing Committees 1986/87:
Southend Health Authority Matters — Report to Policy

and Resources:
Engineering Works 1986/87:
Planning Services 24/7/86 — Outstanding Business:
Development Services Committee — Provision of Pedestrian Crossings:
Pupils of St. Thomas More High School — Visit to Development

Services Committee:

Committee Agenda, Reports and Minutes — Binders:

20
78

83,147,576
157,218,266,475

263
264
265

275,524
365

472,525
476,564,625

521

COAST PROTECTION

COMMITTEES — FANKLS OF

205
581

12(A) ,122(A) ,122(D) ,197(B) ,361(B)(C)

12(B) ,46,197(A), 361(D)
68
77

83,122(B)
197 (C) ,361 (F)

122(B), 122(C),122(F),281,361(E),361(H)
12 2(E)

193,261 ,582
234

361(A)
361(G)

423,527
51)5 ,583

13,123,19Q
26

55
151

198(B)
198(C)

233

310
349
397
400

495
599

Contd/ . . . . . . .



COMMITTEE STRUCTURE

Appointment of Standing Committees 1986/87: 233

Appointment of Panels, Sub-Committees etc. 1986/87: 234

Meetings Timetable 1986/87: 235,600

COMMUNITY CENTRES

Rayleigh Grange Community Centre — Future Management: 276,305

COMPULSORY PURCHASE ORDERS

Hulibridge Foreshore: 581

COMPUTERS

Housing Benefits — Computer System: 129
Leisure Directorate Computer System: 141

Mainframe Computer Replacement: 386
C—View Sponsorship: SF3

CONCESSIONARY SCHEMES
Transport Act 1985 — Effect upon Schemes: 23,138

CONFERENCES

National Playing Fields Association Conference 1986: 210
C.I.P.F.A. Conference 1986: 375(A)
A.B.C. Conference: 375(B)

CONSERVATION GRANTS

Financial Assistance towards Repairs to Historic Buildings: 603

CONTRACTS

Contract 1155 — Replacement of Windows, Flats, Rochford: 34
Contract 1156 — Electrical Rewiring — Various Dwellings: 34
Contract 1054 — Spa Court Lift Installation: 59
Contract 1010 — Britton Court Extension, Rayleigh: 60
Contract 1095 — Development at Lodge Close, Rayleigh: 61
Contract 1176 — Annual Supply of Building Materials: 71

Contract Progress Reports: 82,203,269,320,477,552
Contract 1149 — Land Drainage, Tiedgehope Avenue, Rayleigh: 100,204
Contract 968 — 17, South Street, Rochford: 131
Contract 1016 — Buckingham Road A.P. Scheme: 169
Contract 1135 — Golden Cross Parade Car Park: 189
Contract for the Purchase of Refuse vehicles: 213
Contract 1153 — External Painting and Repairs — Ct. Wakering: 245
Contract 1128 — Cleaning of Elderly Persons Schemes: 296,532
Contract 1198 — Works in Void Properties: 323(a)
Contract 1152 — External Repairs and Decoration to

Council Dwellings: 323(b)
Contract 1195 — Re—roofing, New Road, Ct. Wakering: 323(c)
Contract 1196 — Replacement of Windows — Canewdon/Gt.Wakering: 323(d)
Contract 1217 — Window Replacement, Rochford and Stambridge: 384
Contract 1227 — Replacement of Various Bedford Vehicles: 436
Contract 1197 — Cleaning of Sports Centres: 482
Contract 1186 — New Coffee Lounge, Mill Hall: 483
Contract 1199 — Cleaning of Council offices: 531



COUNCILLORS

R.A. Pearson:
Miss D.M. Stow:
J.A. Gibson:
R.D. Foster:
Mrs. L.A. Holdich:
Royal Garden Parties:
D.R. nelson:
B. Taylor:
B.A. Crick:
L.K. Cope:
A.J. Harvey:
C.J. Gardner:
K.E. Banks:
Mrs. t.M.A. Campbefl—ta1ey:
M.J. Jones:
J.E. Nokes:

W.H. Budge:
Appointment of Chairman, Vice—Chairman and Leader of Council
Appointment of Chairman's Chaplain:
Record of Councillors' Attendances:
Members with Special Responsibility for Disabled:
J.A. Sheaf:
S.H. Silva:
D.F. Flack:
R.H. Boyd:

I

C.R. Morgan:
D.A. Weir:
Miss B.G.J. Lovett:
Mrs. P.E. Hawke: 443 Para. 14,
Mrs. M.A. Weir:
Mrs. E.M. Heath:
T.L. Dean: 490
M.J. Handford:
Mrs. S.J. Lemon:
Mrs. E.M. Hart:
Mrs. M. Hunnable:
C.JB. Faherty:
Mrs. L. Walker:

COUNCIL PROPERTY AND PREMISES

Smoking in Council Buildings:
Huilbridge Playing Field — Car Parking:
Access to Regal Cinema Site, Bellingham Lane, Rayleigh:
17, South Street, Rochford:
Council Depot — Disposal of land and provision of

Industrial Units:

Picture Display, Mill Hall, Rayleigh:
King George's Playing Field, Rayleigh — Festival of Sport:
Relocation of Leisure Services Offices:
Maintenance of Council Dwellings and Civic Buildings:
Grove Road Field — Changing Accommodation:
Hockley Woods — Management:
Civic Suite — Refreshment Are-a:

Contd/ . ........ ...

28

47,110,118
86,223,227,306,401

117 Para.29
117 Para.30,220 Para.7, 559 Para.l9, 632 Para.17

137
147, 408 Para.S37, 628

162 ,225

165,319,366,417,448,449 ,453(c),626
172,224,225
210,229,400
220 Para. 7

225
225
225
225
228

227 ,228,229
230
232
237
296

306,343,366 ,40l ,416,503,538
306,521 ,538

319 , 401,449 , 453(c) , 626
366

400,443 Para.23
400

559 Para. 17
443 Para. 23

446

Para.24, 628
514

514,626
521
521
562
569

68,79
80

106
131

142,287,413,434
146
160

197 ,275
244
271
274
289



COUNCIL PROPERTY AND PREMISES (COMm!...)

Depot Services — Review: 389,400
Civic Suite, Rayleigh — Use for Rochford Magistrates Court: 401(a),416
Cleaning of Sports Centres: 482
Location of Computer Centre: 510
Servicing and Repair of Domestic Gas Appliances: 549
Hulibridge Foreshore — Erosion: 581

COUNCIL RECOGNITION

Mr & Mrs H. Odd — Help to OAP Day Centre: 45
Mr. F. Ford — Aid to the Elderly and Handicapped: 45
Mr. C. Wallace: — Rochford OAP Welfare Committee: 45
dive Donaghue — Scouts Award: 45
Mr. P. James — Courageous Rescue: 146
Timothy Saunders — Accident Recovery: 146
Tributes to Mr. George Young and Hr. William wright: 399
visitors from Watauga, Texas: 399
Remembrance Day Service: 534

CROUCH HARBOUR.

Council Contributions to Crouch Harbour Authority: 19



DEEMED PLANNING CONSENTS

Siting of Demountable, Hockley School: 76,362(A)
Car Parking Spaces — New Crested Court, Rochford: 170
Sanctuary Housing Association — Group Home, Victoria Avenue,

London Road, Rayleigh: 175,197(c)
Sites for Residential Development, Rayleigh: 175,191,378
Relocation of Deepdene Allotment Site: 211
Clements Hall Leisure Centre — Storage: 265,414(C)
Park Sports Centre — Storage: 265
Relocation of Leisure Directorate: 275
Relocation of Demountable, 57 South Street, Rochford 287, 414(a)
SEETEC — Siting of Portakabin Extension: 288,362(C)
Rochford Reservoir — Miniature Railway: 293

Wardens Garages/Electricity Sub—Station, Buekingham Road, Hockley: 311
Mill Hall Coffee Lounge: 329,362(B)
Safestore Buildings — Community Programme: 362(A)
Extension to Car Park, Back Lane, Rochford: 414(B)
Pembroke House, Rochford: 457

Spa Court, Hockley: 457

New Computer Centre, r/o Finance Department, Rochford: 510,530,555,598
Changing Room Unit, Grove Road Open Space, Rayleigh: 555,566
Brooklands Public Open Space, Rayleigh: 565

DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY

Delegated Powers — Director of Development: 38,206
Smoking in Leisure Buildings — Director of Leisure: 79
Director of Health and Housing — Housing Act 1985: 167(i)
Secretary to the Council — Caravan Sites and

Control of Development Act 1960: 167(u)
Secretary to the Council — Goods Vehicles Operators' Licences 419
Director of Health and Housing — Came Dealers Licensing: 517

DISABLED PERSONS

Difficulties in Rayleigh: 89
CEDAR Centre — Employment Centre for the Disabled: 132
Member with Special Responsibility for the Disabled: 237
Disabled Persons and Access to Information: 198,283

DOG FOULING

Dog Fouling at Rayleigh Mount: 479

Dog Fouling in public places: 628

DOMESDAY ANNIVERSARY

Chairman's Theme: 227

DRUG ABUSE

Smelly Stickers: 69,147



ELECTIONS

Review of Electoral Arrangements: 27,46,429
District Council Elections: 225

EMPLO'YMENT AND INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT INITIATIVES

Shuttlewoods Boatyard, Pagleaham: 12(Z)
Industrial Promotions Budget: 197(A)(1)
Rate Relief on Industrial Property: 197(A) (2)

Hockley Foundry: 197(A)(3)(4)
Essex Industry and Business Exhibition: 221
Chairman's Theme: 226
Pilot Employment Initiative Schemes: 361(D)
In Search of Economic Initiatives:

I 365,515
Youth Enterprise Centre at Basildon: 515,614
Unit 11, Rawreth Industrial Estate: 515
Warehouse Use — Dollymans Farm, London Road, Rayleigh: 515
Rochford Young Entrepreneur of the Year Award: 614

ESSEX COUNTY COUNCIL

Structure Plan Review — Employment Land Uses: 191

County Policy on Signs: 350

Consultations on County Hatter Planning Applications: 394

County Land rio Erookiands, Rayleigh: 433,448
Meeting re Highway Maintenance Policy: 500
Provision of Horse Riding Facilities: 509
Essex Bill: 609
Rochford Library — Hours of Opening: 611

B STIMATES

Revenue Budget 1986/87: 14

Subscriptions 1986/87: 18
Supplementary Estimate — Clements Hall Second Access: 20
Supplementary Estimates — Britton Court and Lodge Close: 127
1985/86 Revised Estimates — Virements: 128
Supplementary Estimate — Buckingham Road A.P Scheme: 169
Contrib-utions Towards "Essex Coast and Countryside' leaflet: 572



FOOTPAThS

Diversion of Footpath 23 Hawkwell: 97

Provision of Footway in Ashingdon Road, Roehford2 257

Walkable Verge — Stambridge: 257

Tynedale House Footpath to Ferry Road: 339,400

FUNERAL ARRM4GEMENTF S

Mrs. J.F. Chivers (Deceased): 372



GRANTS AND LOANS

Grant Aid to Outside Bodies 1986/87: 17,119
Contributions to Crouch Harbour Authority: 19
Homers Corner, Rochford: 39,404
Southend Enterprise Agency Ltd: 202
Transfer Allowance for Older Tenants; 317
Police Convalescence & Rehabilitation Trust: 420
C—View Sponsorship; 515
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BACKNEY CARRIAGES

Hackney Carriage Licence Applications: 193
Minutes of Hackney Carriage Panel; 261,582
Licensing of Private Hire Vehicles — Mini Buses: 592

HEALTh AND SAFETY

Storage of Crates — Nagees Nurseries, Hockley: 65
Public Safety Information Bill: 67
Supervision at Swimming Pools: 78

HIGHWAYS

Rayleigh Orange Village Development: 32

Installation of Wheelchair Ramps — Rayleigh: 89

Rayleigh Weir Underpass Scheme: 89,257
Hockley Road — Overtaking Restrictions: 90
Clements Hall Way — Traffic Management: 90

Proposed Pedestrian Crossing — Main Road, Havkwell; 91

B1013 Access to Southend: 92,147,498,588
Traffic Signs for Tourist Attractions: 93

Paglesham Primary School — Change of Use — Highway Implications; 94
Petition re Bramerton Road, Bockley: 186

Stopping Up Order — Crested Court, Rochford: 187
Bus Lay-Bye — Rayleigh: 257
Maintenance Work: 257
Motion Regarding Provision of Pedestrian Crossings; 306
Alfreda Avenue, Hullbridge — Unmade Road: 338
The Drive/The Walk, Hullkbridge — Unadopted Streets: 339,400,586
Provision of Pedestrian Crossings — Eastwood Road, Rayleigh: 343,400
Pedestrianisation of Rayleigh and Rocliford Town Centres: 361(P),515
Provision of Pedestrian Crossings — Ashingdon Road, Rochford: 400

Provision of Pedestrian Crossings — Bull Lane, Rayleigh: 401(b)
Omnibus Shelter, Eastwood Road, Rayleigh: 426,504
Al2 Chelasford By—Pass: 498
Problems at Greensward Lane, Rockley: 498
Indiscriminate Parking — Rayleigh: 498

Highway Maintenance Policy: 500,591
Provision of Pedestrian Crossings: 503,535,579
Inplementation of Part XI of the Highways Act 1980: 386,626
By—Way No. 2 — Gusted Hall Lane to Flemmings Farm Road: 587

HOUSE PURCHASE LOANS

R.P.L. Arrears: 53
Local Authority Mortgage Interest Rates: 165,417

ROUS INC

(See also Improvement Grants
Unfit Rouses

Municipal Housing
Housing Benefits
House Purchase Loans
Housing Act 1980 — Right to Buy)

ContdJ..



HOUSING (CONTD/..)

National Mobility Scheme: 56

Spa Court Lift Installation: 59

Britton Court Extension, Rayleigh: 60

Development at Lodge Close, Rayleigh: 61

Council House Repairs: 242,305
Maintenance of Council Dwellings and Civic Buildings: 244
Transfer Allowance for Older Tenants: 317
Council Housing Stock — Provision of Central Heating: 319,400,460
Housing Act 1985 — False Statement by Applicant: 3R5

King George's Close, Rayleigh: 458
Homelessness: 45Q

Programme of Pre—Painting Repairs and Decoration 1987/88: 462
Servicing of Domestic Gas Appliances: 549

HOUSING BENEFITS

Changes in Housing Benefit Scheme: 122(C)
Reform of Housing Benefits: 129

HOUSING INVESTMENT PROGRAMME (HIPS)

}I.I.P.S. 1986/87 — House Renovation Grants: 54

H.I.P.S. Bid 1987/88: 282,318
H.I.P.S. 1986/87 — Amendments re Spa Court and Pembroke House: 318,424



IMPROVEMENT GRANTS

House Renovation Grants: 54



LAND

Land West Side of Wadham Park Avenue, Hockley: 43

Land rio Bull Public House, Hockley: 81

Grove Road Open Space: 84

Disposal of Land Adjacent to 187 Rochford Garden Way: 105
Council Depot — Disposal of Land: 142

Rulibridge Foreshore 158,272,328,526
Land in Rayleigh — Housing Association

— Care in the Community Project: 175

Sites for Residential Development: 175,197,329,378
Land Adjacent to 21, London Hill, Rayleigh: 216

Land at Wellington Avenue, Hulibridge: 217

Land Adjacent to Crown Bingo Hall, Crown Bill, Rayleigh: 249

Land at North Street, Ct. Wakeririg:
I

252
Land at Hambro Hill, Rayleigh; 294,301,307,346,379,425,518
Land at Romney Marsh, Rochford: 318(2),356,437
Land North of the Gattens, Rayleigh (Dekkers Wood): 353
MAFF Land at Rayleigh West; 354
Playspace 2000 — King George V Playing Field: 363,446,523,537
Land at Locks Hill Area, Rochford: 388
Land at Brooklyn Drive and Downhall Road, Rayleigh: 428

County Land rio Brooklands, Rayleigh: 433
Land rio South Street, Rochford: 474
Sale of MAFF Land: 623

LEISURE - GENERAL

Rochford Leisure Bus: 31,622
Smoking in Leisure Buildings: 68,79
Supervision of Swimming Pools: 78
Signposting of Tourist Attractions: 93,350
Children's Play Equipment: 147,525
Children's Playgrounds — Replacement of Equipment: 159,471
Sports Council — Festival of Sport; 160

Youth Facilities: 161
Rochford Leisure Membership Scheme: 267,430,573
Sport Aid — The Race Against Time: 268
Grove Road Playing Field —

Changing Accommodation: 271,305,469,514,555,566
Hockley Woods — Management: 274,305
Rochford Regatta: 304
King George V Playing Field — Playspace 2000: 363,446,523,537
Training Facilities for Essex Games: 376
Rayleigh Town Cycle Race: 399
Arts Development in Essex — Some Ways Forward: 468

Play Area, Fyfield Path, Rayleigh 470
Action Sport Scheme: 478,514
The Ernie Adcock Trophy: 567,625
Ashingdon Playing Field — Putting Green: 568

Youth Facilities, Ashingdon Playing Field Pavilion; 569
King George V Playing Field — Bowling Green: 570

Horse Riding Facilities: 593

Contdi..



LICENCES AND LEASES

Lease of Cedar Centre, Rayleigh: 182

Grant Easement, Former Regal Cinema Site, Rayleigh: 106,215
Hay Croppin,g Licence — Little Wheatleys Farm, Rayleigh: 347
Rochford Old Peoplets Day Centre: 370,432,604
Caravan Site Licence — Riverside Trailer Park: 377
Goods Vehicle Operators Licences: 419
Easement — Land rio Council Offices, Rochford: 506
Game Dealers Licensing: 517

King George V Playing Field Bowling Green: 570
Car Parking Licence to Simpson, Robertson & Edgingtcn: 606

LISTED BUILDINGS (HISTORIC)

Homers Corner, Rochford:
I

39,404
Historic Boundary Walls rio Council Offices, Rochford: 435

LOCAL AUTHORI2! MORTGAGES

Local Authority Mortgage Interest Rates: 165,417



MANPOWER SERVICES COMMISSION

Community Programme: 76,615
Community Programme — British Rail: 136

MSC Ditch Survey: 182
Action Sport Scheme: 478,514

MEALS ON WHEELS

Daily Charge: 126(u)
Rayleigh Meals on Wheels: 201

MEETINGS WITH LOCAL ORGANISATIONS

Rockley Community Association/Rochford Sports Council: 29

Grange Village Public Meeting: 36
Rochford Sports Council: 74,376
British Rail Unreliability: 103,147,535
Southend Cancer Treatment Service: 520

MILL HALL

New Coffee Lounge, including
Delft Tile Collection: 156,27O,277,329,362(B),382,48O,483
Role as a Community Resource: 361(C)

MUNICIPAL HOUSING - DEVELOPMENT

Britton Court Extension, Rayleigh: 60,127
Development at Lodge Close, Rayleigh: 61,127
Rupert Jarvis Court, Buckingham Road, Hockley: 169,200
New Crested Court, rio Council Offices, Rochford: 170
Lift Installation — Pembroke House: 171

Extension to Spa Court, Hockley: 424
Extension to Pembroke House, Rochford: 424

MUNICIPAL HOUSI — GENERAL

Housing Stock — Provision of Central Heating 460



NATIONAL REPOSITORY FOR NUCLEAR WASTE

Bradwell Proposals: 139,141
Shallow Burial Opposition: 538,607
Essex Against DumpIng: 538,607



OFFICE ACCOMMODATION

Leisure Directorate: 275,524
Computer Services Directorate: 387
Cleaning of Council Offices: 531

OFFICE EQUIPMENT

Telephone Dictation Recording Equipment: 21

Disposal of Print Room Equipment: 383

Improving Telephone Performance: 515
Replacement of Shredders and Review of Photocopying

and Reprographic Services: 618,626

OUTSIDE EPODLES
I

Grant Aid to Outside Bodies 1986/87: 17

Subscriptions 1986/87: 18

Essex South War Pensions Commitee: 28

Hockley Community Association/Rochford Sports Council: 29

Appointment of Representatives to
Outside Bodies & Organisations 1986/87: 236

School Governing Bodies: 285
Southend Airport Consultative Committee: 608



PARK SPORTS CENTRE

Storage: 265
1Iardsurface Between School and Sports Centre; 364

PUBLIC CONVENIENCES

Crown Hill, Rayleigh: 62

Old Ship Lane, Rochford: 62

Safeguards Against Vandalism: 147

PTJBLIC/KNVIRONMENTAL REALTh

Noise Nuisance — Gee Vee Fitments, 49 Brook Road, Rayleigh: 64
Odour Nuisance — Magees Nurseries, Hockley: 65

Chemical Spillage — Ever Ready Batteries, Hockley: 66

Ferry Road Pumping Station, Hullbridge: 99
Control of Acupuncturists: 240,312
Meat (Sterilisation and Staining) Regulations 1982: 313

Smoke Nuisance — Former Wyle Cop, Hockley Road, Rayleigh: 371

PTJBLICIfl

Rochford — The Public Image: 290
Rochford News: 291.

PUBLIC OPEN SPAGES

Grove Road Open Space: 84

Horse Riding Routes Across Public Open Space: 473
Rayleigh Mount — Dog Fouling: 479



RATE RELIEF

Rayleigh Town Sports and Social Club: 368
Canewdon Community Association: 516

RATES GENERAL

On—Line Rating System: 122(C)(ii)
District Race 1986/87: 125,143,147
Green Paper "Paying for Local Government": 130,422
General Rate 1985/86 — Irrecoverable Items: 367

Making the Rate 1981/88: 601

RAYLEIGH PARISH STATUS
Review of Electoral Arrangements: 27,46J29
Motion Regarding Parish Statue for Rayleigh: 306,366,400

RAYLEIGH (DNSERVATION AREAS

Mulberry Tree at Barringtons, }Iockley Road: 30

REFUSE COLLECTION AND DISPOSAL

Wheeled Bin Scheme — Capital Allocation: 15,546
Supply of Household Refuse Sacks 1986/87: 22
Wheeled Bin Cleansing Service: 63

Purchase of Refuse Vehicles: 213
Bottle Bank Service: 281,305,548
Save—a—Can Scheme: 281
Refuse Collection — Change in Collection Days: 314
Refuse Tipping at South Fambridge: 542
Litter: 547,602
Laird "Rotopress" Refuse Freighter: 621

RENTS

Housing Rents 1986/87: 16
Rent Collection and Arrears: 52

Housing Rent Arrears — Irrecoverable Debt: 174

ROACH VALLEY CONSERVATION ZONE

Minutes of the Group of Representatives: 101,183,341
"Woods of South East Essex" Publication: 102,342,536

ROCHFORD LOCAL DISTRICT PLAN

Revisions to Draft Plan: 107,260,505
Fambridge Works Site, South Fambridge 190
Deposit for Public Inspection 707
Local Plan Inquiry: 583,610



S.E.E..T.E.C.

Siting of Portakabin Extension: 288

SELECTIVE TENDERING
Waiving of Standing Order 4.4 — Selective Tendering Procedures,

Back Lane Car Park Re—Surfacing: 344

SEWERS

Hedgehope Avenue, Rayleigh: 7

Ferry Road Pumping Station, ilulibridge: 99,178
Sewer Surcharges, Ct. Wakering: 180
Private Sewer Blockages — Revision of Contract: 357,511
Foul Sewerage System — South Fambridge 508

SMOKING

"The Big Kill' — Smoking Epidemic in England: 68

SOUTREND AIRPORT

Petition on Noise Nuisance — Southend Airport: 454,541,626

SOUTHEND HEALTh AUTHORITY

Relocation of Cancer Treatment Centre: 50,224,360,449(b).,452,521
Griffiths Reorganisation of Health Service: SO
Operational Plan 1986/87: 50
Charter for a Democratic health Service: 133,284
Reprovision of Services for the Elderly and the

Closure of Shoehury Hospital: 453(a)
Operational Plan 1987/90: 453(B),626
Review of Primary Health Care Services: 453(C)
Dental Treatment Services: 449(a)(C),453(C)
Essex Ambulance Service Operation Plan 1987—1990: 543

Nursing Shortages: 551

SPORT

See: Leisure General

STAFF — A.P.T. & C.

Principal Assistant (Audit): 8

Fixed Term Contracts: l2(A),529
Mr. D. Deejcs — Chief Accountant: 118
Hiss G. Ward — Memento of Service: 197(B)(2)
Catering Manager — Interviews: l97(B)(5)
Staff Authorisations — Control of Acupuncturists: 240
Authorisation of Prosecuting Officers: 286,418
Mr. I.M. Edwards, Director of Development: 408 Para.S39,509 Para.29
Chief Executive — Fees to MENCAP: 597(C)



STAFF - GENERAL

Relocation Expenses: 197(B) (3)
Revised Scheme for Staff Handbook: 191(E)(4)
Relocation of Leisure Directorate: 275
Superannuation Regulations: 361(C)
Medical Examinations: 597(C)
Car Leasing Scheme: 597(C)
Staff Appraisal: 597(C)

STAFF — MANUAL

Community Programme Employees: 76
Loss of Tool Kit — Ex—gratia Payment: 361(B)
Environmental Maintenance — Parks Section: 571,626

STANDING ORDERS

Amendments to Financial Standing Regulations: 122(c),515
Waiving of Standing Order 4.4 — Selective Tendering

Procedures: 344,530,622
STREET LIGHTING

Street Lighting — Rochford District: 95,185,258,305,498
Footpath — Nursery Close, Daws Heath Road, Rayleigh: 499

STREET NAMING

Development at East! Street, !Rochford: 104(i)
Development at Curtis Way, Rayleigh: 104(u)
Development at Seaview Drive, Great Wakering: 188

Naming and Numbering of Rawreth Lane, Rayleigh: 351

Development of Site at Regal Cinema, Rayleigh: 352,507
Development at Kent Cottage, White Hart Lane, Hawkwell: 589

Development off Little Wheatley Chase, Rayleigh: 612

SUNDAY TRADING

Texas Homecare Ltd., Purdeys Industrial Estate, Rochford: 315,619
Essex Plan Ltd., Rayleigh Lanes Market, High Street, Rayleigh: 315,619
Queensway Discount Warehouse, Purdeys Industrial Estate, Rochford: 455

SURFAGE WATER

(See Also: Sewers)

Surface Water Drainage, Hedgehope Avenue, Rayleigh: 7,100
Surface Water and Land Drainage — AWA Provision: 179
Problems at Beichamps Way, Hawkwell: 179
Surface Water Land Drainage — Lower Road, Hullbridge: 348



TEACH-INS AND SEMINARS

Departmental Teach—Ins: 12 2(A) ,134
Seminar — "Out from the Shadows": 133,241
Repository tar Nuclear Waste — Eradwell: 139,147,374
Radio Essex — Teach—In: 209,415
Essex Industry and Business Exhibition: 221,415
Flood Prevention and Coastal Protection: 374
Findings of the Widdicombe Report: 400
Provision of Members Teach—Ins: 515
Planning Function Teach—In: 613

TOURISM

Traffic Signs for Tourist Attractions: 93,35p
Tourism — Essx Coast and Countryside Leaflet: 572

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING

Grange Village, Rayleigh: 36,37
Homers Corner, Rochford: 39

Access to Regal Cinema Site, Bellingham Lane, Rayleigh: 106,215
Fambridge Works, South Fambridge: 109,190
Identification of Horse Riding Routes: 184
Structure Plan Review — Employment Land Uses: 191
The 1987/88 Transport Policies and Programmes and Public

Transport Plan: 192,208
Proposed Doctors Surgery — Roch±ord Town Centre: 214,520
Use of Former Ayres Coal Yard, Hawkwell: 250
Land at Rawreth Industrial Estate, Rawreth: 251
Provision of Bus Shelters: 259

Use of Structural Engineering Consultants: 292
Rochford Reservoir — Miniature Railway: 293,335
Land at Hambro Hill, Rayleigh: 294,301,307,346,379
Baltic Wharf, Wallasea Island, Rochford: 334

Alfreda Avenue, Hulibridge - Unmade Road: 338
Consultations on County Matter Applications: 394
Building Control — Muniguard Scheme: 421
Temporary Grant of Access — Development at Briar Close, Hawkwell: 427
Park Drive Nursery, Windsor Gardens, Hawkwell: 441
Relaxation of Building Regulations — "Tow—a—Home",

Aviation Way, Rochford: 486

Glebe Farm, Barling Road, Great Wakering: 493

Antiques Warehouse, 41—67 Lower Lambricks, Rayleigh: 554
Overhead Power Line, Pudsey Hall Lane, Canewdon: 558

131—133, Ferry Road, Hulibridge: 633



TOWN AND (DUNTRY PLANNING — CONTRAVENTIONS

287, Pluaberow Avenue, Hockley: 2

Car Repairs — Harrogate Drive, ilockley: 6

Works — West Side, Wadham Park Avenue, Hockley: 43

Rectory Farm, West Side, Fambridge Road, Ashingdon: 113
Caravans — Land adj. 3 Hydewood Cottages, Canewdon: 114

2 & 3, Boarded Row, East End, Paglesh.am: 115
Review of Planning Functions: 206
Helmsley Garden Centre, London Road, Rawreth — Unauthorised

Change of Use: 248,487
Land adjacent to Crown Bingo Hall, Crown Hill, Rayleigh: 249
Land at Rawreth Industrial Estate, Rawreth: 251,299
Land at North Street, Great Wakering: 252

Unauthorised Development — Land adjoining 181 Greenswad Lane,
Hockley: 326

Unauthorised Use — 1 Florence Villas, Barling Road, Barling: 327

Construction of Jetty at Foreshore, River Crouch, Hullbridge: 328
Unauthorised Use — Lynwood Nurseries, Arterial Road, Rayleigh: 392

Unauthorised Use of 105, High Street, Rayleigh: 393
Illuminated Forecourt Sign, Ashingdon Service Station: 405

Unauthorised Advertisements, Rayleigh Lanes,
89 High Street, Rayleigh 406,556
Unauthorised Development — Rosebud Cottage,

The Chase, Ashingdon: 407
Rawreth Garage, Chelmsford Road, Rawreth: 440
Sub—Division of Land — Malyons Farm, Hullbridge: 442
Unauthorised Car Repairs, "Highfield", off Greensward Lane,

kshingdon.
Newhall Nursery and Garden Centre, Lower Road, Rockley: 489

The Grange, Ironwell Lane, Iiawkwell: 557

TRAFFIC REGULATION ORDERS

Rayleigh May Day Fair — Closure of Street: 96
Clarence Road/Grove Road, Rayleigh —
Revision of Waiting Restrictions 345
Queen Elizabeth Chase and Leicester Avenue, Rochford — Revision

of Waiting Restrictions: 501

Updating of Weight Limit — Great Wakering High Street: 502

ElOl3/Folly Lane Junction, }Iockley — Prohibition of Waiting: 584
Rectory Road, Hawkwell — 40mph Speed Restriction: 590

TREE S

Mulberry Tree — Barrington4s, Hockley Road, Rauleigh: 30
TI.P.0. 3/86 — Land at North Street, Great Wakering: 252
Hockley Woods — Management: 274,305
T.P.0. 30/83 — Land adjacent to 67 Woodlands Road, }lockley: 332,439
T.P.0. 46/83 — Lime Tree at 85 Grove Road, Rayleigh: 494
The Woods of South East Essex: 102,342,536

TWINNING

Weekend Visit to Haltern: 400,446
Donation of Painting — Twinning Exhibition: 534



UNFIT HOUSES

141, High Street, Great Wakering: 57

29, London Hill, Rayleigh: 58,456
61, Hawkwell Park Drive, Uawkwell: 166

"Hidhurst, The Drive, Rayleigh: 316,463



VEHICLES AND PLANT

Replacement of Various Bedford Vehicles; 436
Laird "RotopreBs" Refuse Freighter: 621
Rochford Leisure Bus: 31,622

VIREMENTS

Crown Hill Public Conveniences — £6,000: 62
1985/86 Revi8ed Estimates — Virements: 128
Local Authority Building Control £750: 421
ChildrenTs Play Areas — £5,500: 525
Grove Playing Field Car Park — £2,000: 525



WIDOICORBE REPORT

Establishment of Panel Members: 423

ADC Statement on Local Government Structure,
Functions and Finance: 616
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ROCHPORD DISTRICT COUNCIL

Minutes of the Policy and Resources Committee

At a Meeting held on 9th December 1986. Present: Councillors A.J. Harvey
(Chairman), M.N. Anderson, LII. Budge, T.H. Burt, B.A. Crick, T.L. Dean,
T. Fawell, J.A. Gibson, Mrs. E.M. Hart, D.R. ilelson, Mrs. L.A. iloldich,
Mrs Jo Jones, Miss E.G.J. Lovett, C.R. Morgan, R.A. Pearson, J.A. Sheaf,
C. Stephenson, J.P. Taylor, D.A. Weir and D.C. Wood.

pLogies: Councillors C.I. Black, R.H. Boyd and B.T. Grigg.

Visiting by Invitation: Councillors Mrs. R. Brown, Mrs. P. Cooke,
D.F. Flack-, Mrs. H. Hunnable and S.fl. Silva.

Visiting: Councillor Mrs. M.A. Weir.

594. MINUTES

Resolved that the Minutes of the Meeting of 4th November 1986 be approved
as a correct record and signed by the Chairman.

595. MONITORING OF PERFORMANCE

(a) Policy and Resources Committee — Meetings of 3rd June and
23rd September 1986

(b) Council Meetings of 5th and 17th June and 7th October 1986

The Committee were satisfied that all necessary action had been taken.

Minutes 873/84(SEC), 893/84(SEC), 899/84 (CE), 14O(a)/85 (DD), l22(A)/86
(SEC), 122(C)/86 (SEC), 136/86 (SEC), 142/86 (CE), 147/86 (DM11), 305/86
(DF,DL) and 429/86 (ACE) were carried forward.

596. MINUTES OF COMMITTEES

The Committee received the following Minutes:—

Committee Date Minute Nos

Health and Housing Services
Planning Services
Leisure Services
Development Services

18th November 1986
20th November 1986
25th November 1986
27th November 1986

539 — 552
553 — 560
561 — 577
578 — 593

597. PANEL MINUTES

The Committee received the appended Minutes containing
recommendations : —

Panel Date

the following

(A) Staffing Sub—Committee
(No recommendations)

20th October 1986

oo1484
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(B) Emergency Panel 23rd October 1986

(No recommendations)

(C) Staffing Sub— Committee 26th November 1986

Minute 102 — The Six O'Clock Show — Fees

RECOMMENDED That the request of the Chief Executive to be permitted to
donate his appearance fee of £75 to MENCAP be approved. (CE)

Minute 104 — Medical Examinations

RECOMMENDED That the Chief Executive, in consultation with the Chairman
of the Sub—Committee, be authorised to obtain independent medical advice
on the health of particular employees. (CE)

Minute 106 — Car Leasing Scheme

RECOMMENDED (1) That the car leasing scheme for "lump sum" essential users S
be agreed in principle.

(2) That the Director of Finance undertake a survey of the
staff concerned to assess potential demand and report back further on the
details of the scheme and the response of the staff.

(3) That authority to implement the scheme in detail be
delegated to the Staffing Sub—Committee. (DF)

Minute 107 —_Staff Appraisal

RECOMMENDED (1) That the Staff Reward Scheme be now adopted in the form
set out in the appended statement and that its implementation continue to
be delegated to the Sub—Committee.

(2) That the Sub—Committee report to the Audit Panel in due
course on the means of co—ordinating the corporate process of performance
review. Sw

(3) That approval be given to expenditure of up to £500 for
training in appraisal interviewing techniques, the cost to be met from
savings in salary votes in the current financial year. (SEC)

598. DEEMED PLANNING CONSENT. DEMOLISH EXISTING PRINT ROOM AND ERECT A
COMPUTER CENTRE, R/O 5 SOUTH STREET, ROCHFORD. (Minute 530/86)

The Secretary to the Council reported that the above application had been
considered by the Planning Services Committee.

RECOMMENDED That for the purpose of Regulation 4(5) of the Town and

Country Planning (General) Regulations 1976, the development be carried
out subject to the condition in Minute 555(b)/86 (ROC/786/86). (DD)

599. COMNITTTEE AGENDA, REPORTS AND MINUTES—BINDERS

The Chairman said that with the earlier production of Agenda for Meetings
it was very necessary for Members to be able to organise their papers as
they received them and the Committee accepted his proposal that a stock
of ring binders be purchased for issue at a cost of the

der
of £60.00.
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RECOMNENDED That arrangements be made accordingly. (231) (SEC)

600. CYCLE OF MEETINGS 1986/87 AND 1987/88 (Minute 766/85)

The Committee considered the appended joint report of the Chief Executive
and the Secretary to the Council and the draft Cycle of Meetings for
1987/88. They concurred with a suggestion from the Chairman that it would
be sufficient to have one Planning Services Committee Meeting in January
1987, to take place on 22nd January, instead of the two Meetings which had
been arranged for 8th and 29th January 1987, and that a similar alteration
should be made in January 1988 by substituting one Meeting on 21st January
1988 for the two Meetings scheduled for 7th and 28th January 1988.

RECOMMENNDED (1) That the Meetings of the Planning Services Committee
programmed for 8th and 29th January 1987 be replaced by one Meeting to be
held on 22nd January 1987 and that the Meetings of the Planning Services
Committee programmed for 9th April 1987 be now held on 23rd April.

(2) That Annual Council be held on 19th May 1987 and Planning
Services on 21st May.

(3) That the programme of Meetings in February/March 1987 be
amended as set out in paragraph 2 of the report.

(4) That the Cycle of Meetings for 1987/88 as amended be

adopted. (856) (SEC)

601. MAKING THE RATE 1987/88 (Minute 143/86)

The Chairman of the Committee made the following statement:—

"In accordance with Financial Regulation 5.2., the Council needs to set
the target figure within which the Management Team can endeavour to
present a suggested District rate for Committee approval before submission
of the budget to full Council in March for the year 1987/88.

During the last few years, this exercise has become more difficult with
the Government seeking to restrain the growth in local authority spending
whilst reducing its own share of the tax burden by progressive cuts in the
Rate Support Grant. Many Members will recall the situation in 1984 when a
cut of some 23% in the amount of Government grant paid to the District
Council was announced for the year 1985/86, which caused an unprecedented
District rate increase of 12%, despite many savings in operating costs
being achieved. Last year we saw another reduction in grant support and,
despite restricting the Council's net General Rate Fund spending to an
increase of 4%, a District rate increase of 15% resulted which, coupled
with a County precept rise of nearly 19%, saw the largest rate rise since
Local Government reorganisation in 1974.

I think it is important to remember these points when looking forward to
next year because Members must know that these large increases have come
about during a period when the District Council has been recognised by
independent sources, such as the Audit Commission, as a well—managed
authority whose spending policies have been consistent with Government
guidelines. Let there be no misunderstanding about this. Rate increases
could have been restricted to around the rate of inflation if the
Government had not decided to reduce the amount of Rate Support Grant

o01486
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on the one hand, and direct money to the inner cities and other urban and
maritime areas at the expense of Districts like Rochford. The double
effect of a smaller cake with an even smaller portion being allocated to
Rochford has had an unwelcome effect on our ratepayers. Between 1983 and
1986 the Council's allocation of grant support has reduced from £1,300,000
to around £800,000, although the national grant figure has increased by
several hundred million pounds.

Provisional grant figures for 1987/88 were announced in October and
proposed a national increase in support of Local Government spending at
about £lbillion. These figures were the subject of consultation with
local authorities. Under these original proposals, Rochford would have
received roughly the same cash amount in 1987/88 as was originally agreed
in December last year for 1986/87. Bearing in mind that last year's grant
entitlement gave a further reduction for Rochford, I instigated strong
representations to Dr. Michael Clark) our local NP, the Department of the
Environment and the Association of District Councils, over the unfairness
of the proposals which continue to penalise authorities like Rochford who
have shown considerable commitment to support for Government policies in
connection with reducing waste in the public sector. As a result of those
representations, and I must place on record my appreciation of the work
carried out by Dr. Michael Clark, the latest proposals which were
published on 3rd December, are likely to result in an increased grant of
around £120,000 in cash terms over the original figures for the current
financial year. I must, however, emphasise that these figures are still

provisional and subject to Parliamentary approval in January next year.

The reason for this improvement in Rochford's relative position is due
mainly to changes in the way the Secretary of State for the Environment is
protecting authorities from grant losses which are caused by alterations
in the calculations of the Grant Related Expenditure Assessments or as we
all know it GREA. For next year, Rochford's GREA is reduced by nearly

5%, which could have lead to a reduction in grant. However, a system of
"safety nets" has reduced the impact of this loss and, because the
Government is increasing the total amount of Rate Support Grant, Rochford
is likely to receive an increase in grant for the first time since 1983,
which will help our hard—pressed ratepayers.

There is also some further good news which I am able to announce in
connection with the current financial year. Just before the Council fixed
its rate for the current year in March, the Secretary of State for the
Environment announced a system of rewards for low—spending authorities who
would receive additional Rate Support Grant at the expense of the high—
spenders who would forfeit grant. This system was known as "grant
recycling". Because of the uncertainty surrounding the sums of money
involved, no account was taken of any income arising from this source when
the rate was agreed. However, Rochford has always been regarded as a
prudent Council and I am pleased to report that, based on the best
information available at the moment, an additional payment of Rate Support
Grant of £140,000 is likely to be received in the current financial year.

Without this bonus, which has been diverted almost entirely from Councils
of a different political persuasion who have faiied to respond to the
Government's encouragement to restrain their spending, we would be
looking at a rate increase in next year in double figures. aw
flt47
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I now wish to turn to the main policy areas which the Committee needs to
consider before setting the rate target. Firstly, the various
discretionary charges which the Council makes for its services. This
income represents a considerable resource and I believe it is important
that our charges reflect as far as possible the supply and demand for our

services, thereby reducing the burden on the general body of ratepayers.
In order to maintain the real value of this income in many areas and
increase it in others where a higher volume of useage is expected, I am
proposing that, on average, charges for Council services be increased by
4%, which is broadly the level of pay and price inflation which the
Government has made allowance for in next year's plans for local
authorities. Of course, there are some services where even an increase of
this order could affect demand and other areas where more income could be
generated from somewhat higher charges. I think it is right to allow our
Officers to make the judgement on individual charges, within the policy
guidelines set by the Council. If the Officers feel there are charges
which ought to be increased as much as double the average of 4% or even
more, I would ask that a detailed report be submitted to the January
Policy and Resources Committee for discussion. In any event, all charges
for services will be incorporated within the Budget Book which will be
circulated to all Members at the end of February, prior to the rate—making
Council Meeting.

The general policy on charges should also incorporate rent levels for
Council houses. Although the finances of the Housing Revenue Account are
governed by somewhat different Government subsidy arrangements to the
General Rate Fund, I believe it is appropriate to apply the same general
policy. For a three—bedroomed house the rent rise would be of the order

of £1 per week, with garage rents increasing by just lop. As usual,
the less well—off tenants will be protected through the Housing Benefit
system. A rent increase of around 4% will enable the Council house
maintenance and improvement programme to continue at a level consistent
with the excellent housing management record which has been built up over
the years. The detailed Housing Revenue Account estimates which will
appear in the Budget Book will show a reduced working balance, reflecting
reductions in Government subsidy which will be matched by a reduced
housing contribution to the General Rate Fund.

The only exception to the general policy on charges will relate to the
daily car parking charge. When the new scale was introduced in April,
giving a 50% reduction from 20 pence to 10 pence to the one hour parker, I
said that it may be necessary to seek adjustment to the charges after one
year of operation. Whilst I have to report that, because so many
motorists are restricting their stay in our car parks to one hour, the
overall surplus on the Car Park Revertue Account is likely to reduce this
year, I am pleased to say that there are many occasions when our car parks
are fully occupied. The high turnover in our shoppers' car parks must be
good news from a traffic management point of view and, what is more, it is
also very good news for the shopkeepers in our area. In the
circumstances, I do not intend to propose any adjustment to the daily
charges in our car parks, but would ask the Director of Finance to prepare
a report early in the new financial year detailing the effects of the
scale of charges after its first year of operation from 1st April 1 6
until 31st March 1987.
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The second major policy affecting the rate target concerns the Council's
spending on services. In the proposals for next year) the Council will
lose grant at the rate of 33 pence for every extra £ spent. It is,
therefore, essential to restrict spending as far as possible. As usual,
the Management Team will be undertaking its "good housekeeping" exercise
to eliminate inessential spending form the budget. In addition, the
policy of testing the Council's Direct Labour Organisation against the
private sector can only help to contain costs on a number of major
services such as refuse collection and street cleansing, parks and grounds
maintenance. Savings generated from these exercises will not only help to
relieve the ratepayer but will also give us the opportunity to improve the
level of service provision at the sharp end of local authority activity
where the public has the greatest perception of what the Council does.

The Management Team will report to the February Meeting of this Comaittee,
detailing key areas where savings can be achieved, together with costs of
increasing provision in essential services such as street cleansing, verge
maintenance and other environmental activities. However, in order to
restrict the rate increase, overall spending must be curtailed to no more
than GREA plus 10%. Spending above this level will lead to unacceptable
cuts in the Rate Support Grant which would have to be passed on to the
ratepayer with disastrous consequences. I believe our team of Chief
Officers will be able to produce a package of measures which will strike a
balance between improved services and restriction in costs.

Finally, turning to the rate target itself. As I said earlier, but for
the additional grant earned in the current year as a result of our
policies of restricting the net spending on the General Rate Fund, next
year's District rate increase might have been well into double figures.
However, with the level of grant staying approximately the same in cash
terms in 1987/88 as the revised estimate for 1986/87, I propose to ask the
Management Team to restrict the District rate increase to a maximum of
lp in the £ or 4.8% above its current level. This target is subject to
the Rate Support Grant settlement giving the Council an entitlement of
around £900,000 as indicated in the latest consultation paper.

But for the cut in real terms in the Rate Support Grant in the last three
years, I would not be proposing any increase in rates, but I support the
reductions in income tax which have been achieved through reduced
Exchequer contributions to Local Government. The proportion of the
Council's spending met by national taxation has fallen from a high of 44%
to about 25% in three years and, whilst this has led to an increased
burden for the local ratepayer, it has made the District Council more
accountable for its own actions."

Some Members expressed the view that the anticipated amelioration of the
Rate Support' Grant settlement whilst welcome was long overdue and did not
compensate for the unfavourable treatment received previously. The
Chairman's statement had implied that the level of grant was related to
the political persuasion of the Council and if that were the case they
felt it was to be deplored, notwithstanding that on this occasion
Rochford stood to benefit. In the improved circumstances they questioned
whether support should continue to be given to the Rate Account from the
Housing Revenue Account balances because they argued that this had an
adverse effect upon the Council's housing stock. aw
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They were reminded that they had previously urged that spending limits
be ignored on the grounds that the Rate Support Grant mechanism did not
reward conformity. The anticipated settlement would however vindicate the
approach that had been adopted, namely to increase efficiency so as to
maintain services whilst containing costs and limiting the impact on the
rates. As regards the condition of the Council's housing stock, the
Chairman and Vice—Chairman of the Health and Rousing Services Committee
congratulated the Officers on the quality of the improvement works which
had been carried out and which had resulted in letters from satisfied
residents.

On the Motion of the Chairman the Committee then endorsed the following
recommendations —

RECOMMENDED (1) That the scales of charges for various Council services,
except the daily car parking charge, be increased from April 1987 by an
average of 4%.

(2) That the Management Team report to the January 1987 Policy
and Resources Committee if there are any individual charges which they
feel ought to be increased by 8% or more.

(3) That the Council revenue spending be restricted to a
maximum figure related to the Government's Grant Related Expenditure
Assessment plus 10%.

(4) That the Management Team reports to the February 1987
Policy and Resources Committee on their proposals to restrict expenditure
where possible and increase provision in essential services.

(5) That the 1987/88 District rate target be set so as to
increase the rate by a maximum of ip in the £, subject to the grant
figures quoted in the Government's consultation paper dated 3rd December
being incorporated in the final Rate Support Grant settlement.

(6) That if the final Rate Support Grant settlement varies
significantly from the latest proposals, the Director of Finnce will
report to the January 1987 Policy and Resources Committee, detailing the
effects of the changes.

602. LITTER (Minute 547/85)
I

The Committee considered a report of the Assistant Chief Executive
regarding the problem of litter within the District and various ways by
which the nuisance might be mitigated, which had previously been
circulated with the Health and Housing Services Committee Agenda for their
Meeting held on 18th November 1986. It had been brought to this Committee
because there were budget implications and Members of the Health and
Housing Services Committee had been invited to attend the Meeting.

Members wholeheartedly supported phased introduction of community—based
initiatives to combat the growing nuisance of litter, preferably backed
up by the prosecution of the appropriate legislation as a deterrent and
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with the possibility of a Bye—Law enforced by a warden and the penalties
publicised. In discussing the matter Members agreed that the most
important factor was to educate the public, both through adult publicity
and a concerted effort in the schools. Much of the problem arose from the
increase in fast—food outlets and the degree of packaging provided by
manufacturers. Consultation was necessary on means of control. A Member
spoke of the deposit on bottles and cans in the United States and the re-
introduction of this concept in the United Kingdom. There would be merit
in the Officers discussing the programme with the local community to

develop appropriate solutions.

The Committee noted that subject to their approval of the principles
involved, provision would be made within the Draft Estimates for a
programme of action to be pursued and that a further re$rt wduld be made
to the Health and Housing Services Committee in due course.

RECOMMENDED (1) That approval be given in principle to the phased
introduction of a campaign to combat litter within the District.

(2) That the necessary financial provision be made within the
Draft Estimates for 1987188.

(3) That a further report be made in due course to the Eealth
and Housing Services Committee setting out a basis for the initiation of

the programme. (721) (ACE)

603. CONSERVATION GRANT SCHEMES — FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE FOR REPAIRS TO HISTORIC

BUILDINGS (Minute 4/84)

The Director of Development reported on the various schemes within the
District and the need to make provision within the 1987/88 Draft
Estimates.

RECOMMENDED (1) That the following items be included in the budget

proposals for 1987/88:—

(i) that the Rochford Town Scheme be negotiated for renewal for a further
three years from 1st April 1987, to add appropriate buildings to the
scheme within the extended designated Rochford Conservation Area and that
an annual contribution of £5,000 be made by Rochford District Council to
an annual total financial input of £20,000.

(ii) that a conditional scheme for grant aiding repairs to Listed
Buildings outside the Rochford Conservation Area be re—introduced from
1st April 1987 for grants not exceeding 40Z of the cost of eligible work
to a maximum of £2,500, expenditure for 1987/88 not to exceed £30,000.

(2) That provision be made for the ongoing commmitments in
respect of Homer's Corner and Rochford Hall Barns of £15,000 in both
1987/88 and 1988/89.

(3) That projects for environmental improvement be considered

annually for forward programming. (2399) (DD & DF)

a
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604. ROCHFORD OLD PEOPLVS DAY CENTRE AND CITIZENS ADVICE BUREAU (Minute

432/8

The Committee considered the appended report of the Chief Executive,
Secretary and Director of Finance regarding the terms of the lease for the
above building and additional works required thereto, and the report of
the Secretary and Director of Development regarding the need for sound-
proof ing works to be carried out to the Citizens Advice Bureau
accommodation.

RECOMMENDED (1) That subject to the agreement referred to in paragraph 4
of the report, Council do agree to make separate provision for an annual
grant to the Rochford Old Peoplets Welfare Committee to meet the rent due
under their lease of the Day Centre.

(2) That the works required to the Day Centre with regard to
fire precautions, separation, means of escape and kitchen improvements be
put in hand as soon as possible at a cost of £6,000 and that savings be
identified in the Capital Programme to this value.

(3) That the scheme of sound—proofing of the internal walls
of the Rochford Citizens Advice Bureau at a cost of £1,420 be approved,
the cost to be met from the Capital Programme. (4322) (NT)

605. BACK LANE CAR PARK, ROCHFORD

The Director of Development reported with the aid of view—foils on a
scheme of environmental works to the Back Lane Car Park to provide for
planting, paving and improved fencing at a cost of between £12,000 and
£14,000 and the means by which such a scheme might be funded to enable
works to be completed before the end of the current financial year.

RECOMMENDED (1) That the Director of Development be authorised to proceed
with the Back Lane Car Park environmental works.

(2) That approval be given for the necessary virements to
finance the scheme. (4321) (DD & DF)

606. DISTRICT OF ROCHPORII (OFF STREET CAR PARKING PLACES) (AMENDMENT) ORDER
1986 (Minute 366 /85)

The Secretary to the Council reported that by including the car park to
the rear of the Civic Suite, Rayleigh, for use by the public at weekends,
the above Order had resulted in some interference with the right granted
to the occupiers of Barringtons to 12 parking places for their own use
between the hours of 7 a.m. and 7 p.m. Mondays to Saturdays inclu8ive.

The Committee noted that in return for releasing the 12 spaces on
Saturdays, the occupiers had asked to be permitted the use of a further
6 spaces during the daytime on weekdays, as an alternative to the removal
of the 12 spaces from the Order. They had also requested the display of
notices by the Council to discourage the public from parking on the areas
allocated to the occupiers during the week. The above arrangements would
continue while the Car Parking Order remained in force or be terminable
by one month's notice by either party.

RECOMMENDED That the Secretary to the Council grant a licence to
Messrs. Simpson Robertson & Edgington on the foregoing terms. (28439)

(SEC)
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607. NOTICE OF MOTION PURSUANT TO STANDING ORDER 5 — DISPOSAL OF NUCLEAR WASTE

(Minute 538/86)

In considering the Motion which stood in the name of Councillor D.F. Flack
as printed in the Agenda and the letter of support from the Rayleigh Civic
Society, Members took the view that it would be preferable to declare
opposition to the dumping of nuclear waste in Essex because of its densely
populated nature and support for Maldon District Council as the elected

body affected most by the proposals. The Committee accordingly accepted
an amendment to that effect and it was

RECO}IMENDED (1) That this Council declare its opposition to the dumping
of nuclear waste in Essex.

(2) That this Council declare its support for the Maldon
District Council's co—ordination of the opposition to nuclear waste

dumping. (755) (Dm1)

608. SOUTHEND AIRPORT CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE S
The Secretary to the Council reported that the Rochford Parish Council on
the advice of the above body had asked whether the District Council would
be willing to nominate a Parish Councillor in place of one of the two
Council representatives on the Consultative Committee. In noting that
request the Committee agreed that it would be appropriate for it to be
considered at Annual Council in conjunction with the renewal of
representation to outside bodies.

RECOMMENDED That consideration be given to the request from Rochford
Parish Council when the existing nominations fall due for renewal. (7605)

(SEC)

609. ESSEX BILL (Minute 370/86)

The Secretary to the Council reported that both Houses of Parliament had
passed the necessary resolution to carry the Essex Bill over into the next
session and the Department of the Environment had agreed to make an Order
to preserve existing powers in Essex Local Legislation until the new Bill
became law. (2191) (SEC)

610. ROCHFORD DISTRICT LOCAL PLAN INQUIRY

The Committee considered the report of the Director of Development
regarding the revised arrangements which would be necessary for the day—
to—day running of the Directorate because of his close involvement in the
preparation of the Council's evidence to the Public Inquiry on the
Rochford District Local Plan and his role as the Council's principal

planning witness.

RECOMMENDED That pursuant to Standing Order 42 the revised arrangements
for the day—to—day running of the Directorate of Development for the
period prior to and during the Public Inquiry be en orsed. (2081) (DD)

'p
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611. ROCHFORD LIBRARY — HOURS OF OPENING

The Secretary to the Council reported receipt of a letter from the County
Council advising details of a proposal to fund a small overall increase
in the opening hours of the Rochford Library based on existing use
patterns. In welcoming the proposal Members suggested that consideration
might be given to extending the opening hours on a Tuesday when the
Rochford Market was held.

RECOMMENDED That the County Council be advised that this Council welcomes
the proposal for alteration in the opening hours of the Rochford Library
and suggests that consideration be given to extending the opening hours

on a Tuesday. (991) (SEC)

612. NAMING AND NUMBERING OF STREETS— DEVELOPMENT OFF LITTLE WHEATLEY CHASEJ
RAYLEIGH

The Secretary to the Council reported that because there were insufficient
spare numbers in the street numbering scheme to accommodate the new
dwellings in the above development, it would be necessary to name this
private drive. The developers had suggested the name "Newsun Gardens"
which had an association with the owners of the site.

RECOMMENDED That the name Newsum Gardens be adopted for the development
now under construction by Messrs. C.S. Housden & Co. on the east side of

Little Wheatley Chase, Rayleigh. (923) (SEC)

613. MEMBERS' TEACH-IN

The Committee noted the report of the Secretary to the Council regarding
the Members' Teach—In on the planning function held on 6th November 1986.
(30579) (SEC)

614. ROCHFORD YOUNG ENTREPRENEUR OF THE YEAR AWARD (Minute 515(A)/86)

The Committee had before them the appended report of the Directors of
Finance and Development regarding the establishment of an award for a
place at the Young Enterprise Centre and noted that an approach had been
made to a prominent industrialist who was known to be sympathetic to the

concept seeking his support.

RECOMMENDED That approval be given to the implementation of the
arrangements as set out in the report. (TP1O9) (DD,DF)

615. COMMUNITY PROGRAMME (Minute 136/86)

The Secretary to the Council reported details of the six community
programme projects which it was proposed to submit to the MSC prior to the
renewal date of 1st April 1987 in order to maintain the 138 places which
were currently allocated to the Council,

RECOMMENDED That the basis of the 1987/88 Bid for the renewal of the

Community Programme Agency be approved. (7152) (SEC)

Note: The Chief Executive exercised his authority under Standing Order
18 to enable the Bid to be submitted in the required time.
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616. ABC POLICY ON LOCAL GOVERNMENT STRUCTURE, FUNCTIONS AND FINANCE

The Secretary to the Council advised that the Association of District
Councils were requsting written comments by 5th January 1987 on their
consultation paper which set out a draft policy statement on the above

subject.

RECOMMENDED That the draft policy statement of the Association of District
Councils on Local Government Structure, Functions and Finance as set out
in their consultation paper be supported. (1531) (SEC)

617. EXCLUSION RESOLUTION

Resolved that under Section 100(A)4 of the Local Government Act 1972, the
public be excluded from the Meeting for the following items of business
on the grounds that they involve the likely disclosure of exempt
Information as defined in paragraphs 8, 9 and 12 respectively of Part I
of Schedule 12A of the Act.

618. REPLACEMENT OF SHREDDING MACHINES AND REVIEW OF PHOTOCOPYING AND
REPROGRAPHIC SERVICES

The Assistant Chief Executive reported in confidence on the need to
replace Council equipment due to an increase in the amount of documents
requiring safe disposal, the heavy volume of demand on the existing
photocopying equipment and the considerable technological advances in the
reprographic field.

The Committee noted the basis on which it would be proposed to fund the
acquisition of the new equipment and that the replacement of the existing
printing installation by a more compact unit would enable the Printing
Section to be relocated thus freeing the site of the present Print Room
for the proposed new Computer Centre. Whilst accepting the rationale of
the proposals the Committee concurred with the suggestion of the Chairman
that further consideration should be given to the source from which such
equipment was to be obtained and to the method of disposal of shredded
material provided that any revised proposals remained within the financial
limits of the existing proposals.

RECOMMENDED (1) That the replacement of the Council's shredding and
photocopying machines and of its reprographic equipment be agreed.

(2) That within the financial limitations identified the
Officers be asked to investigate whether there are preferential
alternative methods for the supply of equipment and disposal of shredding
material.

(3) That a further report be made to Council on 16th December

1986. (15930) (ACE,DF)

619. SHOPS ACT 1950, SECTION 47 — SUNDAY TRADING
TEXAS ILIOMECARE LTD., PURDEYS INDUSTRIAL ESTATE, ROCHFOR])
ESSEX PLAN LTD., RAYLEIGH LANES MARKET, 89 HIGH STREET, RAYLEIGH

(Minute 315/86)

The Secretary to the Council reported in confidence on the outcome of the
above prosecutions, namely that in the case against Essex Plan Ltd., the
Company pleaded guilty, were fined £100 and ordered to pay costs, but that
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the case against Texas Romecare Ltd. had been dismissed and costs awarded
against the Council. The basis of the defence was that all of the items
which had been observed as being offered for sale could be used as motor
accessories and Members were concerned that the Magistrates had accepted
an argument which patently stretched the realms of possibility beyond
reasonableness. They were mindful that the Council had a statutory duty
to enforce the Shops Act and of the consequences if it failed to discharge
that requirement, notwithstanding the recent adverse decision. The
Committee considered that the obvious course was to appeal, and that no
action should be taken in respect of any further cases in the meantime.

RECOMMENDED That an appeal be lodged by way of case stated in the
Divisional Court against dismissal of the prosecution brought against
Texas Homecare Ltd. in the Rochford Magistrates Court on 19th November
1986 on the grounds that the decision is wrong in law. (2362 & 12079)

(SEC)

Note: The Chief Executive exercised his authority under Standing Order 18
to give immediate effect to this decision.

620. GATEWAY FOOD MARKETS LTD. (FORMERLY INTERNATIONAL STORES), 12—24 EASTWOOD
!P_AD, RAYLE IGH

The Director of Finance reported in confidence on a request from Gateway
Food Markets for their car park to be administered by the Council under
licence on a pay—and—display basis with them reimbursing the charge to
genuine shoppers. The Committee considered that the suggestion had much
to commend it both in terms of car park management and of potential
additional revenue.

RECOMMENDED That the Director of Finance and Secretary to the Council
discuss the matter with Gateway Food Markets and report further to a
subsequent Meeting of this Committee. (902) (DF,SEC)

621. LAIRD "ROTOPRESS" REFUSE FREIGHTER

The Assistant Chief Executive reported in confidence on the major
structural faults which had arisen in the body of the above refuse
freighter and the basis upon which it was proposed to fund the preferred
solution of replacing the body on the existing chassis. The Committee
noted that in view of the time required to effect that work and the need
for the vehicle to be back in commission before the Christmas Holiday
period double collections, the Chief Executive had exercised his authority
under Standing Order 18 to enable the immediate placing of an order with
Laird (Anglesey) Ltd. at a total estimated cost of £17,500 plus VAT, the
cost to be met from the Vehicle Plant and Equipment Replacement Fund.

(226) (ACE,DF)

622. ROCUFORD LEISURE BUS (Minute 31/86)

The Director of Leisure reported in confidence on discussions which had
been held with M & E Coaches for the provision of the Rochford Leisure Bus
Service, using their own vehicle and on the same basis as the present
service, for the sum of £16,500 per annum based on mileage. Members noted
that this would represent a significant saving on existing operating costs
and that whilst the cost of painting the new bus in the appropriate livery
would be borne by the Council, this would be more than offset by the
disposal of the existing 16 year old vehicle.

001496
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RECOMMENDED (1) That the Council cease to operate the Leisure Bus
Service.

(2) That the Director of Leisure be authorised to enter into
an annual contract with M & E Coaches for the provision of a Leisure Bus
Service on the terms outlined above.

(3) That the provisions of Financial Standing Order 4.4 be
waived on this occasion. (790) (DL,DF)

623. SALE OF MAFF LAND, RAYLEIGH

The Chief Executive reported in confidence on the history of this site and
the reasons which had led the Council to pursue detailed discussions with
the various parties concerned, most notably MAKE and the NPFA, in an
endeavour to apply the same principles to the land at Downhall as had been
achieved at Turret House Farm. The Committee were delighted to note that
the outcome of those negotiations had exceeded their expectations and
expressed their congratulations to all concerned. (6471) (CE)

S
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AGENDA ITEM 6(A)
ROCIIPOED DISTRICT COUNCIL

POLICY & RESOURCES COMMITTEE-9TH DECEMBER, 1986

MINUTES OF THE STAFFING SUB—COMMITTEE

At a Meetinw held ott 20th October 1986. Present: Councillors A.J. Harvey
(Chairman), R.H. Boyd, Miss B.G.J. Lovett, R.A. Pearson and D.C. Wood.

presenting the Works Side: Messrs. R. Cunningham and H. Savage and Mr.
T. Wright of NUPE.

Apologies: Councillor J.A. Sheaf and Mr. B. Gray.

83. EXCLUSION OF THE PUBLIC

Resolved that undet Section 100(A)(4) of the Local Government Act 1972,
the Public be excluded from the Meeting for the following items of
business on the grounds that they involve the likely disclosure of exempt
information as defined in Paragraph 11 of Part 1 of Schedule 12A of the
Act.

(Note: The Works Side expressed the view that as Councillor Sheaf was a
cleaning contractor they would not expect him to be present at any joint
discussions on competitive tendering for the DLO and that he would declare
a pecuniary interest in the usual way.)

86. MINI.JTES

The Minutes of the Meeting held on 19th May were approved as a correct
record subject to amendment of Minute 46 by the substitution of the words
'hold in suspension" for "delete" in line 2 of the 1st paragraph and to
the words "held in suspension" being substituted for "deleted" in
resolution (1).

87. MATTERS ARISING

(a) Appointment of Vice—Chairman (Minute 40)

Resolved that the appointment of a Vice—Chairman of the Joint Meetings
be deferred for the time being.

(b) Craftsmen's Bonus (Minute 46)

It was noted that discussions were taking place on the organisation and
staffing of the Building Maintenance Section and that a report on the
review of the handyman's bonus and the two vacancies in the Section would
be made in due course.

(c) Grievance and Disciplinary Procedures (Minute 49)

The draft grievance and disciplinary procedures had now been accepted
by the Works Side.

Resolved that the grievance and disciplinary procedures be now adopted.

I49



88. RISThAS LEAVE

The Chairman reported that the Council would again be granting the
workforce an additional day's leave over the festive period. As Christmas
Day and Boxing Day would this year fall on Thursday and Friday, the
following Friday 2nd January would be given as the extra day after the New
Year Bank Holiday.

89. DEPOT STAFF — BOOT ALLOWANCE

The Works Side withdrew a request for a review of current Council practice
and expressed their satisfaction with the existing arrangements.

90. COMPETITIVE TENDERING FOR COUNCIL SERVICES (Minute 45)

The Chief Executive explained that the Council had decided to test the
competitiveness of its ULO services with the private sector by inviting
tenders for the various services in advance of lesiglation which might
involve less favourable circumstances. Meetings had taken place with
the workforce on the tendering procedures to be adopted. Tenders for
cleaning of the offices and Sports Centres had since been received based
on current methods of working and were being considered by the relevant
Committees in the current cycle of meetings.

Mr. Wright asked that NUPE be given the opportunity of examining the
tender document to identify any possible areas of economy with a view
to the service remaining in—house. It was appreciated that the period
for the receipt of tenders had closed, that the arrangements had been
advertised publicly and that any change in procedures at this stage could

place the Council in difficulty but the Sub—Committee agreed to accede
to the request accepting that any further consideration of the matter
would depend on the submission from NUPE.

The Chief Executive continued that tender documents for refuse collection
and street cleansing had also been prepared and advertisements placed
seeking fins interested in tendering. The Council had closed its Central
Stores operation and had reduced the size of the Rochford Depot which
had produced economies of around £60,000 a year. Whilst the workforce
might have viewed these steps with suspicion, it was a deliberate policy
on the part of the Council to achieve these economies because the costs
of the Depot would have affected the competitiveness of the of the ULO.
Senior staff involved in refuse collection and street cleansing were
looking at means of Improving the current working practices but any such
proposals would have to enjoy the support of the workforce if they
featured in the tender.

Mr. Savage advised that meetings had been taking place along those lines
and that there was reason to hope that the measures to reduce operating
costs would be acceptable to the men. The Sub-Committee welcomed this
advice. Re added that the Refuse Section was very conscious of its public
image and that they were naturally concerned about the extent to which
vehicle breakdown was now damaging the service.

The Sub—Committee were also made aware of the fact that in addition to
vehicle breakdowns staff shortages through absenteeism, which had
increased recently, were causing problems in both the Refuse and Cleansing
Sections because it was practice to draw labour f em street cleansing
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operations if Refuse was seriously undermanned. It had always been
possible, hcMever, to collect all domestic refuse on the day arranged
but even this had not been possible on one occasion recently when an
emergency crew had worked on Saturday.

The Chief Executive mentioned that the present arrangement for adding
the statutory days to the Whitsun and Summer Bank Holidays was also a
cause for complaint by the public and that this too might be looked at
again, the Work Side agreed to do so once the competitive tendering
exercise was complete.

Resolved (1) that NTJPE be given the opportunity to comment on any possible
economies in present arrangements for cleaning the Sports Centres.

(2) that the arrangements for taking statutory days be reviewed
in due course.

91. SICKNSS LEVELS

The Sub—Committee were advised that the local agreement on the
consolidation of bonus payments had provided for bonuses to continue to
be paid during periods of sickness, it being the Council's view that its
employees should not be penalised for ill health and that manual employees
should not be treated differently to office staff. There had been some
fears expressed at the time that sickness levels would increase but for
a number of years this had not been the case. This past year however
the incidence of absenteeism in the Refuse Section had become more and
more of a problem and had reached unacceptable levels. It might be that
there were factors which were affecting morale but if the situation did
not Improve the Council would have to review the payment of bonus for
periods for sick leave.

The Sub—Committee noted that some of those absent were long term sick
or had been injured and that it was perhaps also a question of recruitment
policy. A procedure for dealing with persistent absenteeism was under
consideration although this would not meet all of the circumstances.
It was however, accepted that absenteeism would reflect in the costs of
the operation and consequently in its competitiveness and that joint
discussions should take place on the most appropriate means of eliminating
the problem.

Resolved that the Officers discuss with the Works Side means of
eHiinat ing absenteeism.

Immediately prior to the works representatives leaving the Meeting, Mr.
Wright expressed the hope that the Council would welcome the 1986 Manual
Workers Pay Settlement as a step towards the removal of low pay.

92. 1986 MAMAL WORKERS PAY NEGOTIATIONS

The Sub—Committee noted a report from the Secretary to the Council that
the Manual Workers pay settlement had added 7% to the Council's wages
bill, whereas allowance had been made for a 6% Increase for the purposes
of the preparation of the Budget for 1986/87. The Chief Executive added
that savings on other votes were more than sufficient to meet the balance.
Part of the settlement had involved a commitment to a national job
evaluation exercise on a sample basis to achieve a common grad ng
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structure for forty one easily identifiable jobs. The scheme was under
way and was programmed for completion and implementation next Spring.
Any jobs outside the national exercise would then fall to be evaluated
locally following the national criteria.

93. CLENENTS BALL LEISURE CENTRE SWIMMING POOL — REC?EATION_ATTENPANTS
(JALIFICATIONS AND GRADING

The Director of Leisure had reported that a higher standard of
qualification was now recommended by the Local Authorities National
Industry Group of the Health and Safety Executive for the supervision
of swimming pools. The new qualification involved greater skills, further
training and annual re—assessment. Presently the Council' s lifeguards
held the Bronze Medallion (General) qualification for which Manual
Grade B was payable whereas the new guidelines provided for the Pool
Bronze Medallion which required Grade F. The Sub-Committee agreed to
the adoption of the Pool Bronze Medallion of the Royal Lifesaving Society
as the recognised qualification for the Council's Swimming Pool attendants
with effect froci 1st April 1987.

94. PARKS SECTION - CRAPTSNEN'S GRAVE

The Sub—Committee concurred with the sugge8tion of the Director of leisure
that that it would be appropriate to recognise successful completion of
the City and Guilde Amenity Horticulture Examination by Parks Staff with
promotion to Grade F.

Note: The Sub-Committee then resumed consideration of the Agenda from
their adjourned Meeting on 13th October 1986.

95. STAFFING POLICIES MW STATISTICS

The Sub-Committee noted a report from the Director of Finance on the
progress of the 2% saving being sought on central administration costs
which was identified as a target in the preparation of the Council's
Budget for the current year. The Chief Executive reminded the Sub-
Committee that staff reductions and economies had been a feature of budget
strategy for many years and that it had at the same time been possible to
improve Council services. The level of staffing was now about the very
minimum and Management Team were no longer able to volunteer staff
economies as an option for budget savings.

The Sub—Committee received quarterly reports on the joint Manpower Watch
return, staff vacancies, variations in establishment and turnover and
sickness levels. They noted that there had been three early retirements
on medical grounds and that there had been two redundancies following
the closure of central stores and a review of the Fitters' establishment.

It wa noted that the Superannuation Rules provided the Council with a
discretion to give pension enhancements to persons leaving employment
after the age of 50 and that it was the Council' practice so to do under
its retirement policy.
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96. TERM CONTRACT - REVIEW

The Chief Executive reported that the term contracts awarded to certain
key staff would expire on 31st July next and that the Sub—Committee had
to decide on the procedure to be adopted for determining whether or not
the contracts were to be renewed and, if so, on what basis.

The Sub—Committee agreed that dates should be set aside early in the New
Year so that they could interview each individual and at the same time
have the benefit of the views of the Chief Executive and their Director
on the existing and future roles of these staff and on the importance
to the organisation of their retention for a further period.

97. STAFF APPRAISAL

The Chief Executive and Secretary had reported on the progress of the

revised staff appraisal system, on the monitoring arrangements required
for target setting and performance review along with further refinements
to the system and the need to re—assess the staff reward scheme. The
Sub—Committee decided that these were matters which should be dealt with
at a separate Meeting and fixed 26th November 1986 for that purpose.
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AGENDA ITEM 6(B)

ROCHFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL

POLICY AND RESOURCES COMMITTEE — 9TH DECEMBER 1986

Minutes of Emergency Panel held on 23rd October, 1986.
Present: Councillors J.A. Gibson (Chairman), W.H. Budge, T. Fawell,
Miss B.G.J. Lovett, D.A. Weir and D.C. Wood.

Also Attending: Mr. D. Wallis and Mr. T. Burrell of Rochford Civil Aid.

Apologies for Absence: Councillors A.J. Harvey and Mrs. Jo Jones.

5. MINUTES

The Minutes of the Meeting held on 2nd July, 1986 were approved as a
correct record and signed by the Chairman.

LIAISON WITH POLICE AND FIRE AUTHORITIES

Representatives of the Police and Fire Authorities had been invited to
attend the Meeting to describe briefly their own Emergency Planning
arrangements and the role of, and liaison arrangements with District
Authorities.

Inspector Bloomfield presented the Police Authority's emergency
arrangements and saw the main role of the Police in any such situation as
the "co—ordinators of all of the other emergency services and resources
available including fire, ambulance, local authority volunteers etc."
The local authority was a "resource source", both in terms of manpower,

plant, accommodation and care, and expertise.

Divisional Officer Wickenden and Assistant Divisional Officer 1-lodder of

Essex Fire Brigade explained the procedure for major emergency situations
where they would generally be expected to be the first to respond,
particularly in cases of fire or flooding. In a major fire incident, the
Senior Fire Officer would take charge of the situation, although their
role was specific to fire and rescue and once these functions had been
completed they would withdraw from the scene. The Police, however, had a
wider role as co—ordinators, and would generally remain on the scene of a
major disaster after other services had completed their operations.

Arising from the general discussion ADO Hodder referred to the changing
role of the Fire Service and to the recently formed "Fire & Rescue
Service" with the emphasis moving towards rscue. He made particular
reference to the specialised equipment which was now available and which
he would be pleased to arrange for Members to see demonstrated on some
future occasion.

The Chairman concluded the presentations by thanking the Officers present
and agreed that a future visit to view the fire and rescue equipment would
be informative.
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7. COUNTY EMERGENCY CENTRE, CHELMSFORJ)

Mr. J. Williams and Mr. C. Cracknell of the County Emergency Planning Team

gave a detailed presentation upon the County Emergency Planning
arrangements with particular reference to the Control Centre, in which
this Meeting was being held, and the co—ordination with the District
Authorities. A number of points were raised on practical implementation
of the County emergency procedures and, in particular, the need for public
awareness of the real purpose of Emergency Control Centres, which were to
co—ordinate all services, both during an emergency and immediately
following the emergency in order to achieve a return to normality as soon

as possible.

Following the presentation and discussion, Mr. Williams and Mr. Cracknell
explained the layout and operational arrangements within the Control
Centre Conference Room and the adjoining Communications Room and
Mr. Cracknell explained the function of the various items of
communications equipment available within the centre.

Members expressed their appreciation of the excellent presentation and
for the opportunity of not only seeing the Centre but also being able to
talk with representatives of the County Emegency Planning Team and with
the Emergency Services.

8. ROCHFORD DISTRICT EMERGENCY PLAN

The Assistant Chief Executive presented the Final Draft Rochford District
Emergency Plan, prepared in accordance with the recommended County Model
Plan which, subject to no further amendment r alteration, would be
published in its final forts.

.
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AGENDA IEE1M 6 (ci
ROCHFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL

POLICY & RESOURCES COMMITTEE — 9TH DECEMBER, 1986

MINUTES OF THE STAFFING SUB—COMMITTEE

At a Meeting held on 26th November 1986. Present: Councillore A.J. Harvey
(Chairman), R.H. Boyd, Miss B.G.J. Lovett, IA. Sheaf and D.C. Wood.

P±plogies: Councillor R.A. Pearson.

98. EXCLUSION OF THE PUBLIC

Resolved that under Section 100(A)(4) of the Local Government Act 1972,
the Public be excluded from the Meeting for the following items of
business on the grounds that they involve the likely disclosure of exempt
information as defined in Paragraph 11 of Part I of Schedule l2A of the
Act.

99. MINUTES

The Minutes of the Meetings held on 13th and 20th October 1986 were
approved as a correct record.

100. MATTERS ARISING

(a) Minute 82 — Departmental Establishment Matters

The Sub—Committee confirmed the action taken by the Director of
Leisure with regard to the remuneration of the Manager's post at
Clements Hall.

(b) Minute 90 — Competitive Tendering for Council Services

The Secretary to the Council reported that NUPE had advised prior
to the adoption of recommendations by the Council, that it was
satisfied with the specification, working practices and basis of
tender for cleaning services.

(c) Minute 91 — Sickness Levels

The Sub—Committee noted that proposals were awaited from NUPE.

101. STAFFING POLICIES AND STATISTICS

The Sub—Committee received quarterly reports on the Joint Manpower Watch
return, staff vacancies, variations in establishment and turnover and
sickness levels. The Chief Executive mentioned that illness within the
Computer Services Department had necessitated the engagement of contract
labour.

The Sub—Committee noted that redundancy was being offered to a member
of staff of the Leisure Services Directorate, who on medical advice was
riot able to discharge the duties of the post. (DL & DF)

The changes in legislation over employment protection were discussed.
The Sub—Committee were of the view that the Council as employers must
have regard to the national legislation and the national agreements for
both staff and manual workers.
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102. TUE 6 '0' CLOCK SHOW — FEES

The Chief Executive reported that subsequent to his recent participation
in the above television programme he had received a fee of £75 and that,
as he was precluded under his contract from accepting any payments other
than those approved by the Council, he was seeking approval to the
donation of the fee to MENCAP.

RECOMMENDED That the request of the Chief Executive to be permitted to
donate his appearance fee of £75 to MENCAP be approved. (CX)

103. MANUAL WORKER PAY CLAIM 1987

The Sub—Committee noted the climate in which the 1987 pay settlement was
likely to be conducted by the National Employers.

104. MEDICAL EXAMINATIONS

The Sub—Committee accepted that there were occasions when there would
be advantage to the Council if independent medical advice could he
obtained on the health of particular employees. They did not see that
this would arise in anything but exceptional circumstances and appreciated
that any arrangements would need to be made in absolute confidence, with
provision in the salaries estimates to meet the cost.

RECOMMENDED That the Chief Executive, in consultation with the Chairman
of the Sub—Committee be authorised in exceptional circumstances to obtain
independent medical advice on the health of particular employees. (CE)

105. DEPARTMENTAL ESTABLISHMENT MATTERS

On the recommendation of the Assistant Chief Executive the Sub—Committee
approved the regrading of two members of the Depot Operations staff to
recognise acceptance of additional duties. They also approved
enhancements to the salaries of two staff within the administrative and
messenger services section of his Department to reflect the increased
responsibility of the postholders. The cost of the improvements would
be charged against the savings made in the salary votes of the Department
which had been achieved during the current financial year.

106. CAR LEASING SCHEME

The Director of Finance reported that several Essex Local Authorities
operated car leasing schemes which were seen as a valuable aid to the
recruitment and retention of staff and yet produced savings in costs over
the car allowance scheme provided under the National Scheme of Conditions
of Service. The Sub—Committee considered suggested arrangements which
would not involve any cost to the Council and agreed that they should
recommend approval in principle to the introduction of a car leasing
scheme for those staff who were essential car users and accepted the "lump
sumt' method of payment.

The next step would be to consult the staff concerned on their reaction
to the proposals after which the Sub—Committee could settle the details
of the scheme.

A Member suggested that the Director might make enquiries of the County
Council to ascertain whether further economies might beachieved if the
District Council were to participate in that scheme.
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RECOMMENDED (I) That a car leasing scheme for "lump sum" essential users

be agreed in principle.

(2) That the Director of Finance undertake a survey of the
staff concerned to assess potential demand and report back further on
the details of the scheme and the response of the staff.

(3) That authority to implement the scheme in detail be
delegated to the Staffing Sub—Committee. (1W)

107. STAFF APPRAISAL

The Sub—Committee reviewed the operation of the revised staff appraisal
scheme which had been implemented for the 1986 appraisal exercise. The
new scheme had involved a quite fundamental move from subjective to
objective appraisal, substantial changes to the appraisal forms, the
introduction of target setting as a means of measuring performance oh
specified areas of work and the issue of guidance notes for appraisers
and appraisees. With such major changes in the scheme the Sub—Committee
had accepted that fine tuning would be necessary after the first year'
experience of its operation. They had to satisfy themselves that each
Directorate was setting targets of the same quality and quantity and to
see that the scheme was being applied uniformly throughout the Council's
service.

The Sub—Committee had before them the performance targets set by the
various Departments and agreed that there was uniformity of approach.
They noted that copies of all the schedules of departmental targets had
been sent to each Director which would further assist in this objective.
The progress of Departments towards the achievement of the targets would
form part of next year's appraisal exercise as well as the setting of
further targets to be met in 1987.

A further concept of the new scheme was that it would draw together
measurement of individual performance and the service performance
requirements to be established under the three Vs exercise whereby there
would be aims, policies and objectives for each major service area. This
latter process had yet to be completed and was within the reference to
the Audit Panel. The Sub—Committee agreed that there should be only one
system of performance measurement to serve both ends but that it was right
to divorce responsibility for individual staff assessment from the review
of the overall performance of the Council in major service areas. In
the longer term service objectives would be included in staff job
descriptions but in the interim, the appraisal of Directors would include
any three E's report which had been approved by the Council. The Sub-
Committee agreed to report to the Audit Panel in due course to ensure
a fully co—ordinated system of performance review.

The Sub—Committee also considered whether the Staff Reward Scheme should
now be formally adopted. It had been introduced for a trial period of
one year as part of the changes to the appraisal scheme and was intended
to recognise outstanding effort by a one—off lump sum payment. The
Council's Staff Side in giving their support for the Scheme had suggested
that it might be applied more widely without necessarily increasing the
cost and that it would be helpful if there was a better understanding
of the criteria which the Council applied. It was also suggested that
greater publicity might be given to the scheme by identifying the home
Departments of persons receiving an award. The Sub—Committee agreed that
the reward scheme experiment had proved worthwhile and that its adop ion
by the Council could be recommended. They accepted that a lower
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threshold for a reward was desirable and agreed that this should be
£50. The highest reward of £200 would no longer appear in the scheme
but would remain at the Sub—Committee's discretion. As to the criteria
for reward the Sub—Committee agreed to amplify the explanation contained
in the description of the scheme and that this document (as appended)
should now be included in the CouncilTs Staff Handbook1 The Sub—Committee
were not persuaded that in announcing the rewards they should record the
Departments involved as for the smaller Directorates this would all but
identify the individual.

Turning to the appraisal scheme itself, the Sub—Committee approved the
appended statement for the Staff Handbook setting out the aims and
objectives of the scheme as it was felt essential that there was a clear
understanding of its purpose. They agreed with a recommendation of the
Management Team and Working Party of Principal Assistants that in order
to achieve the best results from staff appraisal which was a time

consuming process, formal training for appraisers in the interviewing
technique was now vital. The Sub—Committee authorised expenditure of
up to £500 for this purpose to be met from savings in. salary votes in
the current estimates and noted that it was intended to seek the
assistance of the Local Government Staffing Bodies.

In previous years the appraisal exercise had to be completed by the end
of March and this timescale had proved to be unrealistic as its
implementation occurred at the very period when some Departments were
heavily committed to work of a higher priority. The Sub—Committee agreed
that a more flexible approach was necessary with the appraisal programme.
Those Departments who could complete the exercise by the end of March
would continue to do so and submit their schedules of targets to the Sub-
Committee for initial review during April. The other Departments would
finish their appraisal process as soon as possible and then report their
schedules of targets to the Sub—Committee. A second monitor of the
progress towards achieving the targets would take place in September with
a final review by the Sub—Committee tn December to set the stage for the
next appraisal exercise.

The Sub—Committee also approved some minor atnendements to the appraisal
forms which would be advised to the Staff Side along with the statements
to be included in the Staff Handbook.

Finally, the Sub—Committee noted that the Chief Executive had set up a
Working Party to analyse the training needs which in accordance with
existing policy would be directed towards improving performance.

RECOMMENDED Cl) That the Staff Reward Scheme be now adopted in the form
it out in the appended statement and that its implementation continue to
be delegated to the Sub—Committee.

(2) That the Sub—Committee report to the Audit Panel in due
course on the means of co—ordinating the corporate process of performance
review.

(3) That approval be given to expenditure of up to £500 for
training in appraisal interviewing techniques, the cost to be met from
savings in salary votes in the current financial ear. (SEC)

.
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APPENDIX I

ROCHFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL

APPENDIX TO THE REPORT OF THE STAFFING SUB—COMMITTEE

STAFF APPRAISAL SCHEME — REWARD

The Council's appraisal system makes allowance for special effort to be
rewarded by a lump sum net payment of £50, £100 or £150 which will not he

pensionable.

It is intended that this scale oft payment should be entirely separate from
established salary scales and should be identified with the appraisal

system alone.

The National Scheme of Conditions of Service already provides for the
Council to recognise additional responsibility or advancement of an
employee either by awarding accelerated increments or regrading. The
reward payments are intended for a different purpose. They are not for
doing a job well because this is no more than any employer should expect.
It would be difficult to describe every circumstance where they might
apply. As a guide however they might be paid at any level to a person who
had made an exceptional contribution over and above the normal call of
duty whether in connection with his own responsibilities or those of
another person whether in his own or another Directorate.

The selection process to identify the persons to receive reward payments
wiLl take place towards the end of the appraisal exercise and will be as
follows:—

Each Chief Officer will submit a list to the Chief Executive of those
staff in their departments who they are recommending along with the
amounts each should receive. No mention will be made of this oe the
appraisal forms.

Chief Officers will be required to give justification for their
recommendations.

Chief Officers can also recommend staff in departments other than their
own with a similar requirement for justification.

The Chief Executive will confirm to each Chief Officer whether he
supports the recommendations and draw attention to any recommended amounts
which he considers inconsistent.

No Member of the Council will be permitted to submit any recommendations.

The recommendations will be submitted to the Staffing Sub—Coinmittee who
will be advised by the Chief Executive and Secretary to the Council but
with the other Chief Officers present to speak in support of their
individual nominations. However only the Chief Executive and Secretary
will be present when the Staffing Sub—Committee determine the
recommendations but they too would have to withdraw individually if their
own recommendations were under discussion.

The Staffing Sub—Committee will record in their Minutes the totfl number
of awards made under the Scheme.
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APPENDIX II

STAFF APPRAISAL SCHEME

The Council recognises that its staff are its most important resource, and
reviews their performance by an annual appraisal exercise.

The process begins In January, when the Staffing Sub—Committee assess the
performance of Directors, both individually and Departmentally, over the
past year, and Identify the objectives to be met in the year ahead.
Appraisal forms are then issued to Directorates for all staff and a
timetable agreed for the completion of the forms which, generally
speaking, would be by March or April. Rochford's scheme is essentially

performance—related and provides, where appropriate, for objective
assessment through the setting of mutually agreed targets. These then
form part of the appraisal in the following year. The setting of targets
gives an incentive to the individual and provides management with a better
appreciation of the commitments on the organisation.

The appraisal scheme sets out to establish current levels of performance
and to seek ways of improving it. The documentation is designed to
encourage an exchange of views between the employee and the different
levels of management within a Directorate. People perform best when they
know what is expected of them, and the exercise enables a clearer
understanding of what is required from each individual and the particular
problems they encounter in their work. The opportunity exists through the

interviewing process to identify strengths and weaknesses in individuals,
In the organisation, in the systems it adopts, and the way in which it
works, so that where possible changes can be made to increase efficiency
and job satisfaction.

The system seeks to discover any potential skills which could benefit the
authority and to identify areas where an individual's performance would be

improved or potential developed by further training or career planning.

The appraisal system includes a reward scheme (a copy of which is included
in the Handbook) which provides for special effort to be rewarded by a
lump sum payment. All such payments are authorised by the Staffing Sub-
Committee on the recommendation of a Director.

Although it is fair to say that many of the aims of the staff appraisal
scheme are met on a day to day basis within Departments, the formal staff
appraisal scheme provides an invaluable opportunity for both officers and
management to put their views and ideas in writing and to allow a
structured occasion for open discussion of performance and future
expect at tons.

It is not the aim of the staff appraisal scheme to overtake or replace the
established grading or disciplinary procedures of the authority.

Each Officer will be required to complete a staff appraisal form provided
they have been employed for four months in a particular post. The
Officer's comments and any assessments made by senior officers would he
submitted to the Chief Officer, who conducts the final Departmental
appraisal interview with each individual member of staff. Once the
appraisal form is completed with the Chief Officer's comments and
assessment, it is returned to the Officer to altow them to make any
comments they feel appropriate.
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A part of the Chief Executive's responsibility in the process is to see
that the system has operated uniformly and fairly throughout the Councilts
service. The Chief Executive, therefore, receives all appraisal forms
before they are placed on the individual's personal file and there is a
right of appeal to him by any person dissatisfied with their appraisal. k
further avenue of appeal is available to the Staffing Sub—Committee. The
Staffing Sub—Committee may wish to interview other members of staff about
their individual achievements.

.

.
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AGENDA ITEM 9
ROCHFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL

POLICY AND RESOURCES COMMITTEE — 9TH DECEMBER 1986

JOINT REPORT OF CHIEF EXECUTIVE AND SECRETARY TO THE COUNCIL

CYCLE OF MEETINGS 1986/87 AND 1987/88

1. The Cycle of Meetings for the current Municipal Year provides for
the Annual Council Meeting to take place on 12th May 1987 i.e., in the
week after the Elections to be held on 7th May. This follows the
arrangements made this year which were different from previous years
because the date of Elections was delayed by one week as the appointed day
fell on a religious holiday.

Clearly the short period between the Election and Annual Council does
not allow sufficient time for the nominations process for Committee
appointments etc., to take place, nor is it in accord with the Council's
Standing Orders. The Council should therefore, now revert to its
established practice of holding the Annual Meeting on the Tuesday in the
week following i.e., 19th May 1987 with the first Planning Services
Committee on 21st May 1987. A consequence of this requirement is that
it will be necessary to hold the 9th April Meeting of the Planning
Services Committee later in that Cycle, preferably on 23rd April.

2. The Cycle includes provision in February/March 1987 for the Special
Meetings of the Policy and Resources Committee and Council on the rate
making exercise. It is now known that the County will not make its
Precept until 24th February and a re—arrangement of this Council's
Meetings Programme is therefore required and is set out below.

CANCEL Special Policy & Resources Committee 5/2/87
CANCEL Special Council 17/2/87
RETAIN Special Policy & Resources 17/2/87
INSERT "Ordinary" Policy & Resources 24/2/87 Instead of 3/3/87
INSERT Special Policy & Resources & Council 3/3/87

1987/88

A Cycle of Meetings for the next Municipal Year is attached which takes
account of the above changes, follows current practice and provides for
the induction of new Members.

RECOMMENDED (1) That the Meeting of the Planning Services Committee
programmed for 9th April 1987 be now held on 23rd April.

(2) That Annual Oouneil be held on 19th May 1987 and Planning
Services on 21st May.

(3) That the programme of Meetings in February/March 1987
be amended as set out in Paragraph 2 above.

(4) That the Cycle of Meetings for 1987/88 be adopted.
(856)(SEC)
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AGENDA ITFJMIS
ROCHFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL

POLICY AND RESOURCES COMMITTEE — 9TH DECEMBER 1986

JOINT REPORT OF CHIEF EXECUTIVE, SECRETARY AND DIRECTOR OF FINANCE

ROCUPORD OLD PEOPLE'S DAY CENTRE, BACK LANE, ROCHFORD (Minute 432/86)

1. Introduction

In October the Council agreed that the Rochford Old People's Welfare
Committee and the Citizens Advice Bureau should be charged a reasonable
rent under the terms of the 21 year lease for their occupation of this new
building. The reasonable rent had been assessed by the District Valuer on
a restricted use basis as 5OZ'of the true market value of the premises and
satisfies the legal duty on the Council under the Local Government Act
1972 to secure the best terms which can reasonably be obtained from the
disposal of its assets. In the legal sense the grant of a leasehold
interest is regarded as a disposal. Members are reminded that the Council
would be responsible for maintenance of the building.

2. The Position of the Old !ppe's Welfare Committee

Whilst the goodwill that has existed between the Council and Rochford
Old People's Welfare Committee over the years still endures, the frustees
of the Committee who would enter into the lease are concerned as to the
commitment they would be accepting whereby the Council is both landlord
and benefactor. Under the lease they would be required to meet the rent
demanded or give notice to determine their occupation when as they see it
they would have to rely on a grant from the Council to meet the rent. It
is the possibility that a future Council might not give sufficient grant
to meet the rent that leaves them with a feeling of uncertainty about
taking a lease and quite understandably they are seeking some form of
guarantee from the Council in this respect. As for their present
financial position the Trustees have indicated that If the Council did not
make full allowance for the rent in the grant, then the Day Centre would
not be a viable proposition and they could not enter into the lease.

3. The Council's position

Misunderstandings have arisen on the intentions of the Council in seeking
to grant a leasehold tenure of the new building to the Old People's
Welfare Committee.

I

The former Day Centre was a demountable building in a poor state of repair
and their occupation rested on an exchange of letters. The new building
on the other hand represents a considerable asset in a prime Town Centre
location. It must be well maintained and its occupation has therefore
to be dealt with on a formal basis. There is now no disagreement on
this issue. It is too the Council's practice now that the true cost of
services should be shown and that there should not be hidden subsidies
arising from. the free use of premises whether this be in Council halls
or other buildings. Where such uses are agreed they are usually matched
by Council grant. As reported to the Committee in July last this Is the
arrangement that was envisaged with regard to the Day Centre and is the
same as the local organisations accommodated at the Rayleigh Civic Suite.
Actually the rent element of such grants is not paid to the local
organisation but is retained by the Director of Finance who arranges the
necessary transfers between accounts.
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4. Sqggested Course of Action

On this basis it is suggested that, subject to the agreement of the Old
People's Welfare Committee, the effective date of the lease be 1st April
1987, and that separate provision be made in the draft Estimates for an
additional grant to the Old People's Welfare Committee to meet the rent
under the lease. The Old People's Welfare Committee would continue to
make application for a grant towards the cost of their established
activities. As to the form of the guarantee being sought by the Old
People's Welfare Committee for the maintenance over the period of the
lease of a separate grant from the Council to meet the rent of the Day
Centre, it was explained to their representatives that the Officers would
have reservations about recommending such an arrangement unequivocably.
In much the same way as the Trustees are concerned that a future Council
might not feel disposed to always make a grant to cover the rent, the
Officers feel that the Old People's Welfare Committee might 'in the future
have resources at their disposal to meet the rent themselves and that
a future Council would not wish to be bound by a guarantee that did not
take account of this possibility.

It is suggested therefore that the Council enters into an agreement
concurrent with the lease which will bind it to meet the rent under the
lease, provided that the Old People's Welfare Committee have insufficient
resources to meet their commitments under the lease as evidenced by the
production of certified accounts.

5. Works required to the building

At the July Meeting when the rental terms were under consideration the
Committee deferred consideration of a report from the Secretary and
Director of Development on additional works required to the building.
An extract from that Joint Report is set out below;—

"The new Day Centre was completed by the Council early in 1985 to replace
that housed in the temporary building which was located alongside the
Council's Computer Centre, but which has since been demolished.

The design of the new building was based on the uses of the old Centre
and the numbers attending the social and luncheon club activities held
there, and where it was thought that 50 persons would be the lIkely
maximum to be in attendance at any one time. Since the new Centre wc
opened it has gained tremendously in popularity and attendances have risen
considerably — an undoubted success story and ample justification for
the replacement of the old building. The increased attendances mean.
however, that the fire precautions, separation and means of escape
provision will now need to be upgraded and the Fire Brigade has submitted
recommendations in this respect. Similarly the additional use made of
the kitchen has led the Director of Health and Housing to reappraise the
suitability of the present arrangements and he has recommended
improvements to the kitchen ventilation. All in all these works are
estimated to cost £6,000 and may be summarised as follows:—

£
1. Ventilation extract system to kitchen 2,750

2. Alterations to means of escape 1,900

3. Emergency lighting system 750

4. Separation works 600
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Whilst there is no specific provision for this expenditure in the Capltai
Programme, Management Team consider in view of the safety and hygiene
aspects that the work should be put in hand as soon as possible on the
basis that savings are emerging in the cost of other schemes in the

Programme."

RECOMMENDED (1) That subject to the agreement referred to in paragraph
4 above above the Council do agree to make separate provision for an
annual grant to the Rochford Old Peoplets Welfare Committee to meet the
rent due under their lease of the Day Centre.

(2) That the works required to the Day Centre with regard
to fire precautions, separation, means of escape and kitchen improvements
be put in hand as soon as possible at a cost of £6,000 and that savings
be identif led in the Capital Programme to this value. (4322)(SEC,DD &

Dliii)
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AGENDA ITEM 2J

ROCHFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL

POLICY AND RESOURCES COMMITTEE — 9Th DECEMBER 1986

JOINT REPORT OF TilE DIRECTORS OF DEVELOPMENT AND FINANCE

ROCHFORD YOUNG BUSINESSMAN OF TI-rE YEAR AWARD

The Directors of Development and Finance report that following the
Council's decision to instigate the above mentioned competition (Minute
515/86 refers), meetings have taken place with the Manager of the Young
Enterprise Centre. It has been agreed that, if Rochford would contribute
£1,000 towards the first year's rental, irrespective of the size of unit
allocated, Essex would agree to bear the remaining cost.

Attached to this report is a suggested set of rules, application form,
covering letter and timetable for the competition. The following items
also need to be considered:—

1. Name of Competition

Various alternative titles have been considered; the favoured title being

Rochford Young Entrepreneur of the Year Award

2. Attracting Further ppnsors

If further sponsors could be attracted extra prizes could possibly be
offered or the costs of the competition be reduced, e.g., free printing,
etc. Extra prizes could be in the form of cash or, if available, extra
spaces at the Young Enterprise Centre. There is no doubt that sponsorship
would make the competition far more attractive and that endeavour shonid
be made accordingly within the tight time constraints of the programme.

3. Preliminary Judging Panel

The rules provide for all entries to be considered at a preliminary r?lTiew
and only those that appear viable would be progressed to the second stage
of the competition. It is suggested that the preliminary panel be
constituted of the Chief Executive, Director of Development, Director
of Finance, Director of the Essex Business Centre and Manager of the Young
Enterprise Centre, or their nominees.

4. PrgfessiOnal Advice to Applicants

Those entrants that progress to the second stage will be offered
professional advice in order to produce a business plan. The Manager
of the Young Enterprise Centre has volunteers who would be prepared to
carry out this service and Officers of Rochford District Council could
also be involved in this part of the competition if and when appropriate.

5. Interview of Second Round Contestants

It is considered that all the contestants who submit a business plan
should be interviewed by the preliminary panel of judges or their
nominees. The best selection of ideas will be passed to the final panel

of judges.
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6. Final Panel of Ju4es

At this stage of the procedure, it is considered appropriate to involve
elected Members who are known to possess good business acumen. The
suggested constitution is:—

Two Members from Rochford District Council
One member from Essex County Council
Chief Executive
Director of Essex Business Centre.

7. Presentation of Prizes

It is suggested that if a person of national business stature could be
persuaded to present the prizes, publicity will flow as a matter of
course. The ideal type of person would be Richard Branson or Alan' Sugar
and it would be necessary to make an early approach to secure such a
personality. A second alternative would be a well known sports or
entertainment personality.

RECOMMEN]YED That approval be given to the implementation of the foregoing

arrangements.

.

I
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Dear Competitor,

Rochford Young Businessman of the Year Award

Thank you for taking the time to enquire about this exciting competition
which has been sponsored by ttochford District Council in collaboration
with Essex County Council.

The prize is a place at the Essex Young Enterprise Centre with one
year's free rental. An application form together with the rules of the
competition are enclosed.

For the winner, the prize presents an exceptional opportunity to
develop a firmly based profitable business. It is hoped, however, that
everyone entering the competition will derive some benefit from the
professional, expert advice which will be freely available to all

competitors.

The intention of the Young Enterprise Centre is to provide positive
assistance to young persons getting businesses off the ground. There
are 30 small workshop units for people under 25 years of age who have a
good idea for starting up their own business. The Centre will provide a
sheltered environment with units on beneficial terms, advice and
counselling readily available, common services and organised training
sessions. More details of the Centre are shown on the attached
information sheets.

Contestants in the first instance should complete the enclosed
application form. Where the panel of judges decide that an applicant
has a sound idea, they will be invited to submit a detailed business
plan.

Applicants that have been asked to submit a business plan will have
at their disposal a panel of professional advisers to assist with the
preparation of the plan. The prize will he decided upon the information
contained in the business plan.

As you can see, even if you are not fortunate enough to win the first
prize, you will have a basis upon which to build your idea and have
the necessary information with which to approach a financial institution
for assistance in starting a businesss.

The competition is free. The only investment you have to make is some
of your time. The closing date for applications is 31st January 1987.
Fill in your form and post it NOW!
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The Essex Business Centre
Chelmer Court, Church Street
Chelnisford CM1 INH

Thiephone; Chehnsford (0245) 350388

Information
2. THE CENTRE

WORKSHOPS

The Essex Young Enterprise Centre will provide 30 individual workshops
between 15 and 40 square metres, where young people can start up a Wide
range of small enterprises. Rent will be on a reduced basis in the early
stages and will include an element for heating, lighting, rates and water
so that tenants are aware of the need to budget for such items.

The workshops' are intended to provide temporary accommodation for young
people starting up a business until the business is strong enough to enter
the "real world".

CONNON SERVICES

In addition to on the spot advice and training, the tenants will have
access to the following common facilities —

telephone answering "housekeeping" services

reception area secretarial services

exhibition area Interview room

TUE CLIENTS

The main objective of the Essex Young Enterprise Centre is to provide
positive assistance to young entrepreneurs in getting small businesses off
the ground. Clients will be young people between the ages 18 and 25 years
old with a viable business idea.

The young people will probably be from one or more of the following
groups —

Unemployed Redundant

Youth Training Scheme Enterprise Allowance Scheme

Educational establishments Essex Business Centre clients

Employed

Roy McLarty za& 1Th4sMBTh4 MhtsSM

Director
An Essex County Council employment Initiative
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The Essex Busmess Centrea Chehuer Court, Church StreetS Chelinsford CMi 1NH

11ephone: Chelmsford (0245) 350388

Information

3. BACK-UP SERVICES

COUI1SELtJINC AND ADVICE

Business advice and counselling will be available to the young people
largely through the existing resources of the Essex Business Centre (the
County Council's business advisory service). Tenants will be able to seek
the help of experienced counsellors in the areas of marketing, finance,
exports arid general business planning. As now, this help will also be
available to other young Essex entrepreneurs who are not tenants of the
Young Enterprise Centre.

TRAINING

The Centre will run a number of courses through the Essex Business Centre,
and will call upon a wide range of tutors and speakers. Designed to help
develop business skills, courses will include such areas as market
research, selling, office practice and financial planning. These tra11ng
courses will also be made available to young Essex entrepreneurs.

The aim is to get the business ideas of young people onto a commercial
footing as soon as reasonably poasible and at the same time provide the
sort of help which might otherwise not be available to young people and
which only comes from experience.

EXIT COUNSELLING

Before leaving the sheltered environment of the Centre some preparation for
the outside world will be essential. This will be provided by advice and
counselling in the following areas:—

— premises — identification, evaluation and lease/purcLase
deci sions

— longer term business planning

— employment of other people

— access to continuing support services

Roy McLarty MBADM5 MBIM Mk,ztM

AnEssexCounty Council employmentInitiative 001522
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ROCUFORD ENTERPRISE.

Yougjpcbford Buslnessperson of the Year Copetit1on.

Rules of Entry.

1. Entrants must be residents of the District of Rochford.

2. Entrants must be aged between 16 and 25 years inclusive on
1st January, 1987.

3.. The entry must relate to a proposal of the competitor himself and
may not be made on behalf of any other person. Joint entries will
be acceptable but each applicant must comply with all the rules of
the competition.

4. The competition is not open to employees or Members of the Rochford
District Council (or other sponsors) or their families.

5. Entries may relate to any commercial office, industrial, studio, or
other business enterprise, but may not relate to retailing or
motor vehicle repairs.

6. Entries may relate to an existing or proposed business and
competitors may be self employed, working for another, students or
unemployed. Entries may not relate to an existing enterprise
however if it is an established business operating from
author ised premises.

7. The successful competitor(s) must agree to comply with all the
terms and conditions of the Essex Young Enterprise Centre.

8. The successful competitor(s) must be able to take up the prize(s)
by 1st June, 1987.

9. The prize(s) will be sponsorship at the Essex Young Enterprise
Centre and there will be no cash alternative.

10. The prize(s) may be forfeited at the discretion of the Council if
not taken up by the date specified in Rule 8 above.

11. The decision of the Judges on the competition will be final and
no correspondence will be entered into on any matter.

I
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ROCHFORI) ENTERPRISE

) ROCHEORD YOUNG BUSINESSMAN OF THE YEAR AWARD

APPLICATION FORM

_________________________________ Age: ________________________________

_________________________________ Date of Birth ________________________

—— Telephone:

Home: -

______________________ Business: ___________________________

Employment Status:

Employed/Self Emptoyed/Studeet/
unemployed/other

(delete inappropriate description)

SECTION B — BUSINESS DETAILS

Area: What area of floor spac at the Essex Business Centre would you requIre?

_______________ sq ft/rn

Set up time: If you are the winner of the competition, how much time would you require
to set up the operation? ______________ weeks.

Equipment: Please list the items of equipment that you would need to locale at the
Centre.

c3(-c

SECTION A — PERSONa DETAILS

Name:

Address:

Post Code

Continue on separate sheet of paper if necessary.
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SECTION B — BUSINESS DET;ILS — CONTINUED

-

Type of Business: Please give a brief outline of the business you intend to Iewlop.

S

S

Continue on a separate sheet of paper tf necessary.

S
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SECTIOri is —BUSINESS DETAILS

Business Status: Is the business currently in existence? YES/NO

If YES, please give details.

Experience: Please give a brief outline of the experience you have acquired in
running this type of business.

This application is entered on my own behalf and I accept the rules of the competion as
stated.

Signature _______________________________ Date ___________________________

This form to be returned to:

The Chief Executive
Rochford District Council
17 South Street
Rochford
Essex 834 1BW

Closing date for applications 31st January 1987
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24 November 1986

9 December 1986

16 December 1986

25 November -
31 December 1986

5 January 1987

31 January 1987

2 February -
6 February 987

9 February 1987

21 March 1987

23 March -
3 April 1987

10 April 1987

17 April 1987

20 April 1987

TIMETABLE

Management Team

Policy and Resources Committee

Council

.

Approach possible sponsors

Launch competition

Prelimmary forms returned 1

Preliminary judging

Notify successful candidates of second
round stage

Final date for submission of business
plan

Preliminary pane! to interview all
contestants

Final contestants' entries passed to
Judges

Final judgement

Notify winner (allows six weeks for
set up by Monday, 1 June)

Presentation.

bkr zi-'--n -

Mid-May (date to be
arranged)

001527



ROCUFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL

Minutes of the Council

At a Meeting held on 16th December 1986. Present: Councillors
J.A. Gibson (Chairman), M.N. Anderson, C.I. Black, R.H. Boyd, Mrs.
B.. Brown, W.ll. Budge, Mrs. P. Cooke, B.A. Crick, T.L. Dean, DF. Flack,
C.J. Gardner, B.T. Crigg, M.J. Handford, Mrs. E.M. Hart, A.J. Harvey,
D.R. Helson, Mrs. L.A. Holdich, Mrs. M. Hunnable, Mrs. Jo Jones)
Mrs. 5.3. Lemon, Miss B.G.J. Lovett, C.R. Morgan, R.A. Pearson,
J.A. Sheaf, 5.11. Silva, SA. Skinner, C. Stephenson, Miss D.M. Stow,
hP. Taylor, Mrs. L. Walker, D.A. Weir, Mrs. M.A. Weir and D.C. Wood.

Apologies: Councillors P.A. Beckers, C.J.B. Faherty, Mrs. 3. Fawell,
T. Fawell, Mrs. P.E. Hawke and Mrs. E.M. Heath.

624. MINUTES

Resolved that the Minutes of the Meeting of 11th November 1986 be approved
as a correct record and signed by the Chairman.

625. CHAIRMAN'S ANNOUNCEMENTS

The Chairman welcomed to the Meeting the Water Polo Team and presented
them with the Ernie Adcock Trophy which had been awarded for their most
outstanding contribution to the 1986 Essex Games at which they had taken
first place in their event.

He advised Council that the Children in Need Appeal which had been held
at Clements Hall Leisure Centre on 21st November 1986 had raised over
£100,000 and he thanked all those staff who had given their time to make
such a success of the evening.

Finally, he reminded Members that the last normal despatch to Councillors
before the Christmas holiday period would take place on FrIday, 19th
December 1986.

626. MINUTES OF COMMITTEES

Resolved (1) that the Minutes of Committees be received and the
recommendations contained therein be adopted subject to the amendments
sh own.

(2) that the Common Seal of the Council be affixed to any
documents necessary to give effect to decisions taken or approved by the
Council in these Minutes:—

Committee Date Minute Nos.

Health and Housing Services 18th November 1986 539 — 552

Petition on Noise Nuisance — Southend Airport (Minute 541)

It was moved by Councillor 3.A. Crick and seconded by Councillor R.H. Boyd
that the recommendations be amended to refer specifically to the problems
of night flights and the proposal was supported by the Council.

Resolved (1) that notwithstanding its desire to see the continuing
economic growth of Southend Airport, this Council express concern at the
problems experienced by residents of the Rochford District particularly in
respect of aircraft movement at night.
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Council

(2) that Southend—on—Sea Borough Council be advised accordingly
and requested to adjust their policies to bring about a reduction in
aircraft movement at night. (2) (DEll)

Essex Ambulance Service — Operational. Plan 1987/90 (Minute 543J

The Chairman agreed a request from a Member that the Council should seek
to obtain the information which the Ambulance Service would be collating
on journey tines and manper implications as statutory consultees on the
proposed closure of the Southeud Cancer Treatment Unit, (26609) (DUll)
cut its co tntpUcoithnn.

20th November 1986 553 — 560

Leisure Services 25th November 1986 561 — 577

Environmental Maintenance — Parks Section (Minute 571)

The Chairman noted for attention by the Officers certain areas in Rayleigh
where environmental maintenance could be improved including Weir Farm and
the public gardens in CrcMn Kill. (131) (DL)

Development Services 27th November 1986 578 — 593

Private Street Works Consultation Exercise— The Drive area, Hullbridge
(Minute 586)

At the request of a Member the Chairman of the Committee agreed to ask
his Committee to look again at the possibility of improving the condition
of the footpaths in this area. (1789) (DD)

Policy and Resources Committee 9th December 1986 594 — 623

Replacement of Shredding Machines and Review of Photocopying and

Reprographic Services (Minute 618)

The Chairman of the Committee indicated that further consideration had
been given to the replacement of this equipment and revised arrangements
were nc recommended in respect of the requirement for shredding machines
which would produce a saving. In all other respects the proposals in the
Assistant Chief Executive's confidential reports to the Committee could
be pursued.

Resolved (1) that provision be made within the Vehicle Plant and Equipment
Replacement Fund for the purchase from Essex County Supplies Department of
one Scimitar 4103 shredding machine for the finance and computer waste,
one Scimitar 3104 shredding machine for general office use and one
Scimitar 2201A shredding machine for Hemberst use at a total cost of

£3,997 plus VAT.

(2) that in respect of the main Council Offices, Rochford,
approval be given to the acquisition of two Ricoh FTSO1O zoom copiers at a
total cost of £5990 plus VAT and one Ricoh FTSO1O zoom copier with
automatic duplexing unit at a cost of £4,045 plus VAT from Electronic
Office Equipment PLC, Bnsildon, the financing to be met from the Vehicle
Plant and Equipment Replacement Fund.

(3) that a further Ricoh FTSO1O zoom copier with auto duplexing
unit be purchased for use wtthin the Leisure Directorate Offices at

U9t29
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Council

Clements Hall, at a cost of £4,045 plus VAT from Electronic Office
Equipment PLC, Basildon, financing to be met from the Vehicle Plant and

Equipment Replacement Fund.

(4) that the Council's existing Webb Offset Litho printing and
associated equipment be replaced by the acquisition of a Canon laser

copier NP9030 with recirculating document feed, retention memory unit and
additional scanner, three laser printers each with automatic duplexing
units, 2000 sheet paper decks and twenty five bin sorters at a total
estimated cost of £27,744 plus VAT from Electronic Office Equipment PLC,
Basildon, financing to be met from the Vehicle Plant and Equipment
Replacement Fund.

(5) that Financial Standing Order 4.4 be suspended for the
purposes of the contract with Electronic Office Equipment PLC., Basildon,
as the variety of the items required and the maintenance service attached
thereto comprises a negotiated package for which there is no reasonable

alternative or genuine competition.

Gateway Food Markets Ltd. jformerly International Stores), 12—24 Bastwood
Road, Rayleigh (Minute 620)

Note; Councillor Mrs. S.J. Lemon declared an interest in this item and

being invited to remain In the Meeting took no part in the discussion or
the voting thereon.

627. SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDERS

During discussion of the foregoing Committee Minutes it was

Resolved that Standing Order 1.8 be suspended to enable the remaining
business to be transacted.

628. NOTiCE OF MOTION RECEIVED PURSUA.NT TO STANDING ORDER 5

rLt was moved by Councillor T.L. Dean and seconded by Councillor
D.R. Nelson:—

"That in accepting this Authority's duty to discourage irresponsible dog
owners from allowing their animals to foul in public places to the
inconvenience and discomfort of others and given that Southend Borough
Council has been successful in its recent prosecutions, it is proposed
that the practicality of this Authority instigating the necessary
procedure for forming a Bye—Law for the prevention of such nuisances be
brought before the next appropriate Committeet1.

Resolved that the Motion be referred to the Health and Housing Services
Committee. (641) (SEC)

CMAiQM ______________ It_ —
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ROCRFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL

Minutes of the Planning Services Committee

At a Meetin3 held on 18th December 1986. Present; Councillors
R. A. Pearson (Chairman), C.I. Black, R.H. Boyd, Mrs. R. Brown,
W.H. Budge, T.H. Burt, Mrs. P. Cooke, B.A. Crick, T.L. Dean,
Mrs. J. Pawell, T. Pawell, D.F. flack, C.J. Gardner, J.A. Gibson,
B.T. Grigg, M.J. Handford, Mrs. E.M. Hart) A.J. Harvey, Mrs. P.E. Hawke,
Mrs. E.M. Heath, D.R. Helson, Mrs. L.A. Holdich, Mrs. M. Hunnable,
Mrs. S.J. Lemon, Miss B.G.J. Lovett, C.R. Morgan, J.A. Sheaf, 5.11. Silva,
S.A. Skinner, C. Stephenson, Miss D.M. Stow, J.P. Taylor, Mrs. L. Walker,
D.A. Weir, Mrs. M.A. Weir and D.C. Wood.

Apo1o: Councillors P.A. Beckers, C.J.B. Faherty and Mrs. Jo Jones.

629. COUNCILLOR MISS B.G.J. LOVETT

Members of the Committee joined with the Chairman in expressing their
warmest wishes to Councillor Miss B.G.J. Lovett upon her recent
ret ireinent.

630. MINUTES

Resolved that the Minutes of the Meeting of 20th November 1986 be approved
as a correct record and signed by the Chairman.

631. MONITORING OF PERFORMANCE — MEETINGS OF 3RD JULY, 10TH JULY, 24TH JULY AND
16TH OCTOBER 1986

The Committee were satisfied that all necessary action had been taken.
Minutes 326 (SEC), 327 (DD), 328 (SEC), 333 Para. 5.31 (SEC), 392 (DD) and
488/86 (DD) were carried forward.

632. SCHEDULE OF DEVELOPMENT APPLICATIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The Director of Development suixuitted a Schedule and a Supplementary
Schedule and lists of development applications and Building Regulation
applications decided under delegation.

Resolved that decisions be made in accordance with the recommendations in
the appended schedule, subject to:—

Para. 4 — ROC/810186

Application approved subject to the completion of a Legal Agreement to the
satisfaction of the Secretary to the Council to reinforce the planning
conditions and to restrict the remainder of the land under the applicant' s
control to use for the domestic needs and personal enjoyment of himself
and his family only.

Para. 5 — ROC/865/86

Application deferred for further consideration.

Para. 6 — ROC/774/86

The Secretary to the Council be authorised to take all necessary action,
including the issue and service of Notices and action in the Courts to
secure the remedying of the breaches of planning control the subject of
this application.
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Planning Services Committee

Para. 7 — ROC/775/86/AD

The Secretary to the Council be authorised to take all necessary action
including the issue and service of Notices and action in the Courts to
secure the remedying of the breaches of advertisement control the subject
of this application.

Para. 12 — ROC/479/86

Delegated to the Director of Development to determine in consultation with
the Chairman and Vice—Chairman of the Planning Services Committee on the
outcome of a meeting by Officers of the Directorates of Development and
Realth and Housing with the applicants and a representative of the
filtration equipment supplier. In the event of refusal, the Secretary to
the Council be authorised to take all necessary action, including the
issue and service of Notices and action in the Courts to secure the
cessation of the unauthorised use currently taking place.

Para. 14 — ROC/698/86

Amend condition 15 to read;—

The buildings hereby approved and the application site shall be used for
purposes connected with the storage and repair of Contractors' vehicles,
plant and materials only and for no other use except for light industrial
purposes as specified in Class III of the Schedule to the Tan and Country
Planning (Use Classes) Order 1972.

Para. 15 — ROC/857/86

Add additional condition —

2. No structural or elevational alterations shall be made to the building
without the prior approval of the local planning authority.

Para. 17 — ROC/865/85/2

Note: Councillor Mrs. L.A. Holdich declared an indirect pecuniary interest
in this application, being an adjacent resident, but remained in the

Meeting and took no part in the discussion or the voting thereon.

Para. 18 — ROC/714/86

Amend condition 15 to read:—

The lxiildings hereby approved and the application site shall be used for
purposes connected with the repair and maintenance of vehicles only and
for no other use except for light industrial purposes as specified in
Class III of the Schedule to the Pain and Country Planning (Use Classes)
Order 1972.

633. 131—133 FERRY ROAD, IRJLLBRIDGE (Minute 4/85)

The Director of Development reported that the new ainers of these premises
which were used as a Youth Leisure Centre in accordance with approval
given by the Planning Services Committee on 3rd January 1985, had
requested permission to extend their opening hours on both Christmas Eve
and New Year's Eve this year from 11.30 p.m. until 12.15 a.m., which would
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Planning Services Committee

be a variation to Condition 3 of the original consent. Condition 4

relating to the hours of operation of the hot food takeaway facility would
remain unaltered.

The Committee noted that there had been few complaints about noise or
over—running of permitted times since these premises had come into their
current use, and none in recent weeks. The Secretary to the Council would
deal with the required extension to the Public Entertainment Licence and
in any event the Regulations prohibited public entertainment on Christmas
Day so that the licence would not run beyond midnight on Christmas Eve.

RECOMNENDED That the Local Planning Authority raise no objection to the
iitension of the opening hours on Christmas Eve and New Yeart a Eve 1986,
on the understanding that the takeaway facility will close at 11.00 p.m.
on both dates and that in accordance with the Regulations governing public
entertainment, music and dancing shall cease at midnight on Christmas Eve.
(4251) (OD)

p7
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SCHEDULE OF PLANNING APPLICATIONS TO BE CONSIDERED BY

PLANNING SERVICES COM4ITTEE 18th DECEMBER, 1986

All planning applications are considered against the background
of current town and country planning legislation, rules, orders
and circulars, and any development, structure and local plans
issued or made thereunder. In addition1 account is taken of any
guidance notes, advice and relevant policies issued by statutory
authorities.

Each planning application included in this Schedule and any
attached list of applications which have been determined under
powers delegated to the Director of Development is filed with all
papers including representations received and' consultation
replies as a single case file.

All building regulation applications are considered against the
background of the relevant building regulations and approved
documents, the Building Act, 1984, together with all relevant
British Standards.

The above documents can be made available for inspection as
Committee background papers at the office of the Director of
Development, Acacia House, East Street, Rochford.
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PLMThUNG SERVICES CMMIflEfl -. 18th

ScJHuID1JIE nmna

IT4 CASE
NO. PROPOSAL OEB'ICER

1. ROO/812/86 Revised vehicular access and layout car park.
The Cherry Thee P.R., Staxnbridge Road, Rochford.

2. ROC/825/86 Add ground floor extension forming entrance lobby 3k!

and canopy.
Zero Six Discotheque, Aviation Way, Roc:bIord.

3. ROC/747/86/AD Erect board sign. I 58
195, Jiig±i Street, Great Wakering.

4. licE/BiD/aG Change of use to scrap metal merchant dealing in TNM
non—ferrous metals.

Helmsley, London Road, Rayleigh.

5. ROC/865/86 Erect three detached dwellings with garages. ¶PNM

Rear of Glebe Farm, Barling Road, Barling.

6. ROC/774/86 Add new shop front and erect fascia sign. 53K

107, High Street, Rayleigh.

7. ROC/775/86/AD Illmriinated fascia sign. 53K
107, High Street, Rayleigh.

8. ROC/749/85/i Erect 5 detached houses and garages with access
road. (details).

9. ROO/750/86 Erect detached house with vehicular crossing. NACCB

Land. adj. 236, Main Road, Hawkwell.

10. R0C/159/86/1 Erect three detached houses with integral garages 53K
(details).
Adj. 128, Daws Heath Road, Rayleigh.

ii. R0O/679/86 Addition of external car wash.
Aphingdon Service Station, Asbingdon Road, Asbingdon.

12. ROC/479/86 Change of use of part of waratiouse to paint spray booth 31
with ancillary external dt.cting (chimney).
90, Mair, Read, Hawkwell.

13. R00/777/86 Change of use to offices. jig

31, Bellin&asm Lane, Rayleigh.

14. ROC/698/86 Erect repair workshop with ancillary offices in connection Jp
with ptoragé and repair of contraotors vehicles, paint
and materials. -

- Unit 18, Rawreth md. Estate, Raw2'eth Lane, Rayleigh.

15. ROC/857/86 Change of use from part shop aM part dwelling house to MS
complete house.'
65, High Street, Great Wakering.
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16. R0C/662/86 Outline application to erect nine detached houses with

garages.
Land to north of 63, sites of 65 & 67, Woodlands Road
and land to rear there of, Hockley.

17. R00/665/35/2 Erect detached bungalow with integral garage (details). NAOB

Mj. 15, Hillside Avenue, Hawkwell.

13. ROC/714/86 Erect three single storey garage/workshops.
P.D. Autos, Rawreth md. Estate, Rawreth Lane, Rayleigh.

19. R0C/724/36 Ground and. first floor rear and side additions and new NACB

garage.
Raokwood, Hall Road, Rochford.

20. ROC/745/86 Alterations to front of store building to accommodate NACB
maintenance shop.
Pisco, Brook Road, Rayleigh.

21. ROC/313/86 Change of use of ground floor to restaurant, new shop—
front and ground floor rear extension.
138B, High Street, Rayleigh.

22. ROC/815/86 Installation of car wash.
Grange Service Station, London Road, Rayleigh.

23. R0C/760/86 Erect single storey side erbension and chimney stack0
Brays House, Brays Lane, Ashigudon.

.



PLANNING SERVICES COMM ITTEE

18th DECEMBER, 1986

SCHEDULE OF DEVELORY1ENT APPLICATIONS, WITH DIRECTOR'S
RECOMMENDATIONS, FOR DETEINATION_AT THIS COMMItTEE

1. ROC/812/86 ROCHFORD

THE CHERRY TREE PUBLIC HOUSE, STAMBRIDGE ROAD, ROCUFORD

Revised vehicular access and layout car park.

Watney Combe Reid & Truman, c/c Brian Davison Associates,
Kingsley House, 22/24, Elm Road, Leigh—on—Sea1 Essex.

RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

All works shall be sited clear of the limits of the highway.

REPORT:

The proposals improve access arrangements to the frontage car
park by removing an existing access and widening a second which
has better visibility splays to Stambridge Road.

2. ROC/825/86 - ROCHFORD

ZERO SIX DISCOTHEQUE, AVIATION WAY, ROCHFORD

Add ground floor extension forming entrance lobby and canopy.

Queens Moat Houses, PLC, do B.M. Trevillion Interiors Ltd.,
16, Leicester Road, New Barnet, Herts.

Floor Area: 30n2.

RECOMMENDATION:__APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

1. Std. Cond. 3 — Commence In five years.

2. Std. Cond. 9 — Materials to match existing.

1

4/



3. Notwithstanding the submitted plans, this permission does not
constitute consent under the Town and Country Planning (Control
of Advertisements) Regulations, 1984 for the proposed illuminated
signs.

REPORT:

The applicants are seeking to update and refurbish their existing
building and facilities, including the demolition of a fixed
canopy and replacement with a more extensive synthetic one.

Consultations:

Civil Aviation Authority — no safeguarding objections.

Fire Officer - drawings considered satisfactory providing
recommendations made under Public Entertainment Licensing are
implemented.

Director of Health and Housing - no adverse comments.

Rochford Parish Council - no objections.

3. ROCL2J6AD GREAT WAKERING

195, HIGH STREET, GREAT WAKERING

Erect board sign.

Mr. M. Sherman, do G.E. Spencer Ltd.,
2, Market Square Chambers, Rochford, Essex.

RECOMMENDAT ION: APPROVAL.

REPORT:

A previous application (ROC/537/86/AD) was recently refused on
the advice of the County Planner. The current appliccation in
terms of scale and colour would not have a detrimental effect on
the conservation area.

Consultations:

County Planner — no objection.
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4. ROC/810/86 RAYLEIGH

HELMSLEY, LONDON ROAD, RAYLEIGH

Change of use to scrap metal merchant dealing in non—ferrous
metals.

Mr. R. Pullen,
Helmsley, London Road, Rawreth, Wickford, Essex.

RECOM?4ENDAT ION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

1. this permission shall enure for the sole benefit of the
applicant, Mr. R. Pullen, and to no other person or business
undertaking.

2. The use hereby permitted shall be limited to the collection,
weighing, bagging and storage of non—ferrous metals only withinS the area of the application site defined by a red line on theW submitted 1/500 scale plan accompanying the application. The
permitted use shall not take place on any other part of the land
under the applicants control.

3. No scrap motor vehicles, machinery, or plant shall be kept,
broken up, or dismantled on the site.

4. Any non—ferrous metal stored outside the building included in
the application site shall not be stored above a height of l.5m
(Sft.) measured from the existing ground level.

5. There shall be no burning of any materials associated with
the use on the application site.

6. No retail sales shall take place on any part of the
application site.

RE PORT:

The use is already operating and has been the subject of reports
to the Committee on 22nd May, 1986 and 16th October, 1986 (Minute
Nos. 248/86 and 487/86).

At the October meeting, Members considered the details of this
case and, having regard to the small scale nature of the use and
the reduction in commercial activity compared with the previous
use as a nursery/garden centre, considered that a controlled
permission supported by a Legal Agreement would be favourably
received. The application has been submitted in response to the
Committees decision.

3
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In addition to the conditions set out in the recommendation, the
Committee agreed that the accompanying Legal Agreement should •restrict the remainder of the land under the applicants control
to use for the domestic needs and personal enjoyment of himself
and his family only.

5. ROC/865/86 GREAT WAKERING

REAR OF GLEBE FAI4, EARLING ROAD, BARL ING

Erect three detached dwellings with garages.
Savana Properties Ltd., c/o B.E. Architects Ltd.,
lSlA, High Street, Brentwood, Essex, CM14 48A.

REPORT:

This application is a fresh detailed submission for the
development and was received on the day before the last Committee
meeting on 20th November, 1986. At that meeting Members
expressed their view on the detailed proposals for the site
access following a site visit on 8th November and decided to
stand by their decision made on 25th September, 1986 to refuse
permission for the detailed proposals for the following reason

The altered position of the site access and the consequential
need to remove natural vegetation confirmed to be retained by the
Legal Agreement which accompanied the outline permission dated
9th April, 1985 would be detrimental to the amenities and setting
of the adjacent dwelling, Barling House, which is a building
listed as a Building of Architectural or Historic Interest.

Arising from the Committee's decision at the last meeting the
applicants agents have examined their proposals and the plan
which accompanied the Legal Agreement more closely and have
responded by letter dated 1st December, 1986 as follows

"I write with reference to the above planning application
currently being considered and the discussions which took place
at the Planning meeting on Thursday, 20th November.

Prior to the consideration of our revised application, I would
request that my client's views and attitude towards the Legal
Agreement are clearly relayed to your Members.

There is no wish by my client to request any amendments to the
Legal Agreement made by the Council in April, 1985, their
intention is to preserve and re—inforce the planting areas in
excess of the extent detailed in the Agreement.
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My client is re—aligning the access road to comply with all the
written outline agreements and, in doing so, rectify the
infringement between the sketch submitted for outline approval
and the approval conditions. In so aligning the road a much
greater width of protective vegetation is afforded to the whole
of the eastern boundary to Barling House, with the minimum width
being in excess of 4 metres stipulated in the conditions. It
should be further noted that the width of the vegetation barrier
shown on the outline drawing scaled less than 3 metres. In
general, the widths of the drive-way as indicated on the sketch
drawing can be shown to be purely indicative, the 5.5 metres
drive—way scaling 7 metres and parts of the three metre drive
scaling 4 metres.

I would be grateful if you could draw the above matters to your
Members attention and enclose for your assistance in this matter,
transparent overlays of the relevant drawings, all being of the
same scale."

In addition to the letter the applicants Agents have produced and
submitted plans illustrating an alternative access arrangement
and the possible option of erecting a l.Bm high screen walling on
the common boundary with Barling House. The alternative access
option involves reducing the width of the first 6m of the access
road to a width of 4.25m instead of 5.5m. The latter stemmed
from consultation with the County Surveyor at the time of the
original outline consent in 1984, although under agreed working
arrangements and a Code of Practice with the County Highways
Department it has been clarified that the District Council is not
required to consult. Nevertheless, the code of Practice states
that residential developments within existing settlements
comprising up to five dwellings and gaining access from roads of
lower status than secondary distributors can be dealt with by the
District applying the County standards set out in the Code of
Practice. The Code stipulates that private drives should have a
minimum width of 4.25m for the first 6m and can taper to a
minimum width of 2.4m. In view of this the dimension appears
reasonable.

The adjoining occupiers have been notifiec of the receipt of the
new applications and the alternative j$roposals subsequently
submitted. Any representations received will be reported
verbally at the meeting although the normal period allowed for
replies will not have elapsed by the date of the meeting.

The Committees observations on the alternative options are
therefore requested but, should the Committee feel that one or
more of the alternatives is acceptable, determination of the
application could be delegated to the Director of Development
subject to the satisfactory completion of consultations with the
adjoining residents.

5
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To suminarise the alternative options now presented for
consideration are :—

1. Acceptance of the applicants further plan and interpretation
that it will not infringe the outline approval or the
requirements of the Legal Agreement.

2. A reduction in the width of the access road to 4.25m as
stipulated in the Code of Practice. I

3. The acceptance of either 1 or 2 above with or without a
section of l.8m high screen walling on the common boundary
with Barling House.

Although no formal recommendation is made as neighbour
consultations are not yet complete, it is felt that option 2
involving a reduction in the width of the site access to 4.25 is
a compromise which merits favourable consideration, particularly
as such specification accords with the County Surveyor's Code of
Practice for private drives serving five dwellings, whereas only
three properties are involved in this case and avoids any threat
to the landscaped area of concern.

6. ROC/774186 RAYLEIGH

107, HIGH STREET,__RAYLEIGH

Add new shop front and erect fascia sign.

Sketchley PLC., c/c Harper & Hodges,
Units 2 & 3, Claremont Industrial Estate, Claremont Way,
London, NW2 12W.

RECOMMENDATION: REFUSAL, FOR THE FOLLOWING_REASONS:

The shop front, by nature of its design and materials, is out of
character with both the building and the Rayleigh Conservation
Area.

REPORT:

The shop front has already been installed. The existing
alluminium shop front was approved prior to the designation of
Rayleigh Conservation Area, and the opportunity would normally
have been taken to negotiate a shop front more sympathetic to the
building and the Conservation Area.

6
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Consultations:

Rayleigh Civic Society - no comments.

County Planner - recommends refusal on the grounds that the
proposal, by the nature of its design and materials, is out of
character with the Rayleigh Conservation Area.

7. ROC/7756/AD RAYLEIGH

107, HIGH STREET, RAYLEIGH

Illuminated fascia sign.

Sketchley PLC., do Harper & Hodges,
Units 2 & 3, Claremont Industrial Estate, Claremont Way,
London, NW2 lAN.

RECOMMENDATION: REFUSAL, FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

The proposed sign, by reason of its design, materials and method
of illumination, will be an unduly dominant and obtrusive feature
out of character with Rayleigh Conservation Area.

REPORT:

Sketchleys is situated within Rayleigh Conservation Area where
District Local Plan Policy BATS states that internally
illuminated fascias will not normally be permitted. An
illuminated sign was permitted in 1968 prior to the designation
of the Conservation Area. The existing fascia sign has already
been removed.

Consultations:

Rayleigh Civic Society - (i) do not feel that the sign is
appropriate in this part of the High Street; (II) the proposal
incorporates the use of plastic panels: and (iii) the sign by
reason of Its colour and method of illumination would produce an
unduly dominant and obtrusive feature in this part of the
Conservation Area.

County Planner - recommends refusal on the grounds that the
proposal is out of character with the Conservation Area.

7
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8. R0C/749/85/1 HOCKLEY

REAR OF 73, MAIN ROAD, HOCKLEY

Erect S detached houses and garages with access road (details)

Broseley Estates Limited, do Nigel S. Chapman,
3k Powers Hall End, Withan, Essex1 cM8 2H.

Site Area: 1.76 acres. Density: 2.8 d.p.a.

RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

1. The proposed access shall be provided with a lOin wide dropped
lcerb crossing brought out onto the run—in taper of the existing
lay-by.

2. The proposed development shall be constructed in accordance
with the schedule of finishes submitted under cover trig letter
dated 23rd october, 1986 unless otherwise agreed in writing by
the local planning authority.

3. The landscaping scheme indicated on the submitted site layout
and location plan, drawing No. 86/705/1 dated September, 1986
shall be implemented during the first available planting season
following the commencement of the development. Any tree or shrub
dying within five years of planting shall be replaced by the
applicant or their successors in title to the satisfaction of the
local planning authority.

4. The proposed screen walls and fencing specified on the
submitted site layout and location plan, drawing No. 86/705/1
dated September, 1986 shall be erected prior to the occupation
of the proposed dwellings.

5. The proposed private drive beyond the security gates shall be
hardsurfaced to the satisfaction of the local planning authority
prior to the occupation of the proposed dwellings. That part of
the private drive between Main Road and the security gates,
together with the specified turning head, shall be hardsurfaced
to the satisfaction of the local planning authority prior to the
commencement of the proposed dwellings.

REPORT:

The submitted application is the details of the development
approved in principle under Regulation 5 of the Town and Country
Planning General Regulations, 1976 by the Essex County Council in
October, 1985.

cm"
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The scheme involves the erection of fIve large detached houses

, ranging in size from 206sq.m. (2,214sq.ft.) to 225sq.m.
(2,422sq.ft.) served by a private drive. The site entrance is to
be gated and the frontage to each dwelling is to be enclosed by
walls and planting with access gates.

Consultation with adjoining residents has brought forward just
one point of concern, namely from the occupier of GSA, 4ain Road,
who raises no objection provided the access at the site of their
property Is not involved in any way to gain access to the
development. The access concerned is not proposed to be utilised
to gain access to the houses but a new sub-station is located
adjoining the private access.

Consultations:
I

County Surveyor — no objections but directs imposition of
Condition 1.

Angilan Water — no objections.

LAND ADJ. 236, MAIN ROAD, HAWKWELL

Erect detached house with vehicular crossing.

Mr. D. Loveland, do G.B. Spencer Ltd.,
2, Market Square Chambers, Rochford, Essex.

Frontage: lS.2m (Soft.); Depth: 55.9m (ls3ft.).

RECOMMENDPIT ION:__APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

I. Std. Cond. 3 - Commence in five years.

2. Std. Conch 9 — Submit materials schedule.

3. Provision shall be made within the curtilage of the site for
one double garage or space for such in addition to the parking
and turning space indicated on the submitted drawing No. 4783 and
such operation shall be completed prior to the occupation of the
dwelling hereby permitted. The floorspace of the garage shall
be used for no other purpose incidental to the enjoyment of the
dwelling.

4. The landing and bathroom windows indicated ox" on the
submitted drawing No. 4783 shall be obscure glazed.

9
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REPORT:

This is an amended proposal following negotiations to reduce the
overbearing affect on the adjacent residential property. The
proposed dwelling will now be sited some 6m. away from the party
boundary. A double garage will be situated within this area and
the effect on the existing dwelling will consequently be minimal.

Consult at ions:

County Surveyor - to be reported at meeting.

Anglian Water — no' objections.

Director of Healthi and Housing - no adverse comments.

County Planner - no ob:jections.

N2j9hbour Repr esentat ions:

Number Notified - 6; Number of Replies - Nil.
If any comments are received in respect of the amended proposal,
these will be reported at the meeting.

10. ROC/159/86/1 RAYLEIGH

ADJ. 128, DAWS HEATH ROAD, RAYLEIGH

Erect three detached houses with integral garages (details).

John Gale, c/o Ashley Robinson,
73, South Primrose Hill, Chelmsford, Essex.

Frontage: 35m (ll5ft.)7 Depth: 33m (lOSftj;
Density: 26 d.p.h. (10.5 d.p.a.).

RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

1. Std. Cond. 3 — Commence in five years.

2. Samples of materials to be used on external finishes shall
be submitted to and approved by the local planning authority
prior to the commencement of the development.

3. Std. Cond. 5 — A scheme of tree and/or shrub planting to be
approved.

10
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4. Std. Cond. 14 — 1.Bm. (eft.) high fencing to be erected.

5. Std. Cond. 12 — Garage to be incidental to enjoyment of
dwelling.

6. There shall be no obstruction to visibility above the height
of 600mm (2ft.) within the areas of the pedestrian sight splays
hatched green on the block plan No. DH OlA returned herewith.

7. Where the surface finish of private drives is intended to
remain in unbound materials, the drives shall be treated with an
approved surface dressing to avoid the displacement of loose
material onto the highway.

S. Std. Cond. 20 - No obstruction to visibility within areas of
sight splays.

REPORT:

Outline planning permission for 21 detached houses was granted in
June, 1986. This application Is for the first phase of three
dwellings (plots 1, 2 and 3) on the Daws Heath Road frontage
adjacent to No. 104.

Consultations:

County Surveyor — no objections subject to position of garages,
provision of visibility splays and surfacing of private drives
(Conditions 6, 7 and 20).

Anglian Water — no objections.

Nei9hbour Representations:

Number Notified - 8; Number of Replies Nil.

11. RoC/679/86 HAWKWELL

ASH INGDON SERVICE STATION, ASH INGOON ROAD, ASH INGDON

Addition of external car wash.

Ashingdon Service Station, do Leslie Wilkinson, RIBA.,
Central House, High Street, Ongar, Essex.

RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

1. Std. Cond. 3 - Commence in five years.

11
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2. The hours of operation of the proposed car wash shall be
restricted to 8.00 a.m. to 8.00 p.m. each day. •
3. The driveway from the existing service station forecourt on
the north side of the existing workshop to the entrance to the
car wash shall be hard surfaced to the satisfaction of the local
planning authority in accordance with details which shall have
been submitted to and approved by the local planning authority
before the car wash is constructed, and such hard surfacing shall
be laid before the car wash is first used.

4. There shall be no floodlighting of the car wash or adjoining
area.

REPORT:

The previous occupier of this service station obtained planning
consent in 1980 for a rear extension to the existing shop and
workshop1 but that permission was not implemented and has now
time—expired.

The new occupier proposes to form a driveway alongside the
northern wall of the existing workshop and to continue the
hardsurfacing at the rear of the building where one or two cars
could queue whilst waiting to enter the rear of the proposed car
wash which would be situated adjacent to the south wall of the
building, washed vehicles being then driven straight out to
Ashingdon Road.

The County Surveyor has no objections and the Director of Health
and Housing reports that, having regard to the location of the
proposed development, there is potential for nuisance from noise
greater than exists at present; suggests that, whilst there are
no objections against the proposal, the hours of operation of the
car wash shall be 8.00 a.m. to 8.00 p.m.

Anglian Water have no objections.

No objections from adjoining occupiers have been received and the
use of the land as now proposed should be potentially of less
nuisance than the dense array of caravans, etc. that previously
existed on the site, and the new occupier appears to be on
amicable terms with the adjoining occupiers.

A number of cars are currently displayed for sale adjoining the
southern fence behind the workshop, and a small portable office
exists in the corner. The area of land behind the workshop does
not have the benefit of any planning consent since the 1980
permission expired, and the new occupier has promised to submit a
planning application for limited car sales or vehicle storage
without delay. No complaints, however, have to date been
received concerning any use of the land at the rear.

/
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12. ROC/479/86 HAWKWELL

90, MAIN ROAD, HAWKWELL

Change of use of part of warehouse to paint spray booth with
ancillary external ducting (chimney).

Screenoprints (V.F.) Limited,
90, Main Road, Hawkwell, Essex.

REPORtt:

This application was deferred at the last meeting for further
negotiations to continue regarding the installation of more
effective filtering equipment.

The current position will be reported verbally at the meeting.

13. ROC/777/86 RAYLEIGH

31, BELL INGRAM LANE, PAYLE IGH

Change of use to offices.

Gibralter House Properties Limited, do Laurence E. Brown & Co.,
154, Eastwood Road, Leigh-on-Sea, Essex.

Floor Area: 64m2.

RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

1. Std. Cond. 3 — Commence in five years.

2. The premises shall be first used for the purposes hereby
permitted by Messrs. Wiseman, Lee, Marshall, Solicitors.

3. The building shall be used as an office for professional,
legal and commercial services only and for no other office use or
purpose within Class II of the Town and Country Planning (Use
Classes) Order, 1972 (i.e. as a bank, estate agency, building
society, employment agency or office in connection with the
business of car hire or driving instruction).

4. The use hereby permitted shall not exceed the following
hours: 8.00 a.m. to 6.00 p.m. Monday to Friday and 9.00 a.m. to
12.00 noon on Saturdays. There shall be no use of the premises on
Sundays.

13
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5. Std. Cond. 33 - Car parking spaces to be marked on parking
area.

6. Notwithstanding Part III of the Town and Country Planning
(Control of Advertisements) Regulations, 1984, no advertising
material or other lettering shall be displayed on or from any
part of the building (including windows) without the prior
written consent of the local planning authority.

7. The rear garden area shall not be used for car parking
without the prior written approval of the local planning
authority.

8. There shall be no obstruction above one metre in height along
the site frontage.

9. Std. Cond. 10 - Details of screening.

REPORT:

A previous application for carte blanche office use was refused
planning permission on 26th september, 1986 (ROC/609/86 refers).

The present application is for a specific office use and will be
occupied initially by Wiseman, Lee, Marshall (Solicitors) as
ancillary accommodation to their existing premises at 7, High
Street, Rayleigh. The use will operate during normal office
hours only and will accommodate a maximum of five staff
comprising two executives and three support reception/secretarial
workers.

The parking area is reduced to meet a neighbour objection
concerning possible noise from cars to the rear. There is
extensive car parking facilities within the High Street site.

Notwithstanding suggested Condition No. 6, the applicant would
wish to have signwritten names on the first floor windows.

The application site is within an area zoned for office use
within the Approved Review Development Plan, 1976 and this is
repeated in the Draft Rochford District Local Plan.

Nos. 23, 25 and 27, Bellingham Lane have been granted planning
permission for use as offices as follows

1. 23 and 25, Bellingham Lane for the benefit of Rochford
Conservative Association at 7th December, 1983 (ROC/748/83
refers).

2. 27, Bellingham Lane for use as an accountants office at 26th
July, 1985 (ROC/421/85 refers).

14



Consultations:

County Planner — comments that "this is part of an insidious and
creeping office development in this area which contains most of
the remaining residential properties in .he Rayleigh Conservation
Area.

I would suggest that the proposal be resisted strongly both on
the grounds of loss of residential houses within the conservation
area and also because there are outstanding and unimplemented
office permissions within Rayleigh. Allowing these small scale
proposals can only, in the long run, hold back new office
development in the town.

County Surveyor - no objection in principle, parking to local
authority'standard and subject to suggested Condition No. 7.

Rayleigh Civic Society — the proposed change of use will result
in the isolation of 29, Bellingham Lane, which was enlarged and
refurbished recently as a residential property. They are also
concerned at the setting of a precedent for the conversion of
"M.ount Pleasant" adjacent to No. 31 if the development is
allowed.

Fire Officer — the drawings are considered satisfactory provided
detailed recommendations relating to "means of escape" and "fire
fighting equipment" are incorporated into the scheme.

Director of Health and Housing — no adverse comments.

Neighbour Representations:

Number Notified — 4; Number of Replies - 1 (adjoining
occupiers).

Material Planning_Object ions:
— will detract from appearance of area;
— use of rear garden for car parking will give rise to increased

noise and disturbance;
— increased traffic to and from site;
— isolation of the dwelling, No. 29, Bellingham Lane,

sandwiched between office uses.

14. ROC/698/86 RAYLEIGH

UNIT 18, RAWRETH INDUSTRIAL ESTATE, RAWRETH LANE, RAYLEIGH

Erect repair workshop with ancillary offices in connection with
storage and repair of contractors vehicles, plant and materials.

15
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Kesley Construction Ltd., c/o I.R. Turvey,
19, Downhall Ley, Buntingford, 1-Jerts, SG9 9JT.

RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

1. Std. Cond. 3 - Commence in five years.

2. Before the development is commenced, the proposed new access
road approved under ROC/25l/85 shall be constructed.

3. Access to the site shall be via a dropped kerb crossing 6m.
wide in the location shown on the submitted drawing No. 3286/LU
returned herewith.

4. The six car parking spaces indicated on the submitted plan
shall be laid out, hard surfaced and suitably and clearly marked
to the satisfaction of the local planning authority, before any
part of the building is occupied. Such parking spaces shall be
permanently retained and used for such purposes only.

5. No open storage of plant, equipment, vehicles awaiting
repair or collection, materials, or any other items shall take
place within the area shown diamond-hatched on the submitted plan
No. 3286/Pl returned herewith and such area shall be permanently
retained and used for the turning and manoeuvring of vehicles.

6. There shall be no burning of waste materials on the site.

7. All paint spraying shall be carried out within a specially
designed spraybooth or area, the details of which shall have been
agreed in writing by the local planning authority and the spray
booth constructed before any spraying takes place.

8. The site shall not be sub—divided without the prior approval
in writing of the local planning authority.

9. Details of any fences or gates proposed to be erected around
the site shall be submitted to and approved by the local planning
authority before the use first commences.

10. The l.Sm wide landscaping area extending across the front
of the site shall be provided and shrub or tree planting carried
out during the next available planting season following
commencement of the development. Any such shrub or tree found
dying, or removed within five years shall be replaced with a
shrub or tree of the same species or as may be approved by the
local planning authority.

11. Notwithstanding the provisions of Condition No. 10, there
shall be no obstruction above 600mm in height within the area
shown vertical—hatched on the submitted plan 3286/Pt returned
herewith.

1
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12. The footways and footpaths commensurate with the frontageS of the site shall be constructed and completed within twelve
W months from the date of occupation of any building.

13. A 2.lm x 2.lm pedestrian visibility splay, relative to the
back of the highway/footway, shall be provided on both sides of
the vehicular access and there shall be no obstruction above
600mm in height within the area of such sight splays.

14. The surface finish of the vehicular access and entrance to
the site shall be treated with an approved surface dressing for
the first 6m. as measured from the back of the highway.

15. The buildings hereby approved and the application site shall
be used for purposes connected with the processing and separation
of non—ferrous metal only and for! no other use except for light
industrial purposes as specified in Class III of the Schedule to
the Town and Country Planning (Use Classes) Order, 1972.

16. Surface water drainage from the site and buildings shall beS connected to a surface water drain which shall have been
W submitted to and approved by the local planning authority before

the development Is commenced.

17. Provision shall be made to prevent oil pollution of either
surface water or foul drainage from the site to the satisfaction
of the local planning authority.

REPORT:

Detailed planning permission for the' development was granted on
6th June, 1986 subject to 17 conditions, one of which restricted
the overall height to the ridge of the building to 7.3m.
maximum.

Generally, the building as approved consisted of a structure with
an eaves height of 4.5m. and a ridge height of 7.3m., with a
smaller front section having the same eaves height but with a
slightly lower ridge height, this front section being used as two
storeyed ancillary offices.

The applicant has submitted a new application for a building of
similar area but of a slightly different shape. The rear section
forming the workshop is of the usual construction, i.e. red
facing brickwork up to l.Sm. (Sft.) in height, with grey asbestos
cement cladding above, the overall ridge height being 3.5m.
(llft.6ins. ).

The front portion is much smaller, for use as ancillary offices
in connection with the business and is of two storey construction
in facing brickwork, with a shallow concrete-tiled roof. The
proposed eaves height of 4.7in. (l5ft.Sins.) is compatible with
the usual 4.Sm. eaves height of other buildings on the estate,
and the proposed twenty-two—and—a—half degree roof would result

17
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in a ridge height of about 6.Sm. (2lft.3ins.) which is less than
the 7.3m. maximum ridge height usually preferred for buildings on
this estate.

The County Surveyor has no objections subject to conditions being
imposed regarding sight visibility spllays, position of the
access, hard-surfacing, etc.

The Director of Health and Housing reports that, having regard to
the location of this proposed development, there is potential for
nuisance from odours from paint spraying and burning on the site.
However, he has no objections subject to suitable conditions
being included regarding paint spraying booths, waste burning
prohibition, etc.

15. ROC/857/86 -
GREAT WAKERING

65, HIGH STREET, GREAT WAKERING

Change of use from part shop and part dwelling house to complete
dwelling house.

D.J. Davies, do Drake's,
High Street, Great Wakering, Essex.

RECOMMENDATION: That the Director of Development be delegated to
approve the appilication on completion of consultations and
subject to any appropriate conditions in addition to that set out
below.

Std. Cond. 3 - Commence in five years.

REPORT:

This application seeks to change the use of an existing shop with
residential accommodation over to complete residential use. The
application relates to a Grade II Listed Building and forms part
of a small terrace painted in white weatherboarding and clay
plain tiles. Precedents for residential use exists adjacent to
the building and also opposite, resulting in a mix of shops and
dwelling houses.

Comments from the adjoining neighbours, the County Planner,
Rochford Amenity Society and Roach Group are awaited.

16. ROC/662/86 HOCKLEY

LAND TO NORTH OF 63, SITES OF 65 & 67, WOODLANDS ROAD AND
LAND TO REAR THEREOF, HOCKLEY

18

n1554



Outline application to erect nine detached houses with garages.

Bysouth Developments Limited, do John Cotton,
185, London Road, Southend—on—Sea, Essex.

RECOMMENDATION: REFUSAL, FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

The local planning authority considers that the proposal would,
by the inclusion of four substantial dwellings to the rear of
No. 63, Woodlands Road, amount to an overdevelopment of the site.
This element of the proposal would result in rear garden areas of
inadequate size for the type of dwelling proposed, serious
overlooking of adjacent residential properties, loss of
substantial tree cover and a density of buildings out of
character with the surrounding development. I

REPORT:

This proposal arises out of discussions with the applicants where
it was suggested that a maximum of three instead of four
dwellings to the rear of 63, Woodlands Road would be more
appropriate. An amended proposal has now been submitted in an
attempt to overcome some of the reservations concerning isolation
distances from boundaries, loss of tree cover, etc. However,
four dwellings are still proposed in the area concerned.

Consultations:

Anglian Water — no objections.

Director of Health & Housing - no objections.

nockley Parish Council - concerned about over—development of
site, extra traffic at Spa Hotel roundabout, drainage, water
supply and access for emergency vehicles.

Neighbour Representations:

Number Notified — 19; Number of Replies — six.

Material Planning Objections;

— excessive density;
— flank walls too close to boundary;
— loss of privacy;
— loss of trees;
— increased traffic;
— out of character with surrounding development.
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Addresses:

3 & 4, Wood End.
22, 24, 26 and 30, Claybrick Avenue.

Number not objecting — Nil.

17. ROC/865/85/2 HAWKWELL

ADJ. 15, HILLSIDE AVENUE, HAWKWTELL

Erect detached bungalow with integral garage (details).

K. Hatfield, do P.A. Scott Associates,
Lawn House, 16, Mill Road, Stock Ingatestone, Essex.

RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

Std. Cond. 8 — Submit materials schedule.

REPORT:

Previous submission of details showing dwelling sited 3m. to rear
of adjacent property refused at last Planning Services Meeting.

Amended proposal now indicates bungalow within im. of adjacent
property and close to original siting shown in outline
permission.

Consultations and Neighbour Rpresentations:

To be reported at meeting.

18. ROC/714/86 RAYLEIGH

P. P. AUTOS, RAWREPH INDUSTRIAL ESTATE, RAWBETH LANE, RAYLEIGH

Erect three single storey garage/workshops.

P.D. Autos, c/c I.R. Purvey,
19, Downhall Ley, Buntingford, Herts.

RECOMMENDAT ION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

1. Std. Cond. 3 - Commence in five years.
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2. Before the development is commenced, the proposed new access
road approved under ROC/25l/85 shall be constructed.

3. Access to the site shall be via a dropped kerb crossing Gm.
wide in the location shown on the submitted drawing No. 3286/Pi
returned herewith.

4. Notwithstanding the details shown on the submitted plan, the
site shall be provided with 12 car parking spaces as indicated on
the enclosed copy of the submitted plan No. 3286/Pl returned
herewith. Such parking spaces shall be laid out, hard—surfaced
and suitably and clearly marked to the satisfaction of the local
planning authority before any building is first used.

5. No open storage of plant, equipment, vehicles awaiting repair
or collection, materials, or any other items shall take place
within the area shown diamond-hatched on the submitted plan No.
3286/fl returned herewith and such area shall be permanently
retained and used for the turning and manoeuvring of vehicles.

6. There shall be no burning of waste materials on the site.

7. All paint spraying shall be carried out within a specially
designed spraybooth or area the details of which shall have been
agreed in writing by the local planning authority and the spray
booth constructed before any spraying takes place.

8. The site shall not be sub-divided, and all three buildings
hereby approved shall be used in connection with and ancillary to
a single industrial, unit on the site, unless the prior consent
of the local planning authority is obtained.

9. Details of any fences or gates proposed to be erected around
the site shall be submitted to and approved by the local planning
authority before the use first commences.

10. The l.Sm wide landscaping area extending across the front of
the site shall be provided and shrub or tree planting carried

• out during the next available planting season following
commencement of the development.. Any such shrub or tree found
dying, or removed within five years shall be replaced with a
shrub or tree of the same species or as may be approved by the
local planning authority.

11. Notwithstanding the provisions of Condition No. 10, there
shall be no obstruction above 600mm in height within the area
shown vertical-hatched on the submitted plan No. 3286/EU returned
herewith.

12. The footways and footpaths commensurate with the frontage of
the site shall be constructed and completed within twelve months
from the date of occupation of any building.
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13. A 2.lm x 2.lm pedestrian visibility splay, relative to the
back of the highway/f ootway, shall be provided on both sides of
the vehicular access and there shall be no obstruction above
600mm in height within the area of such sight splays.

14. The surface finish of the vehicular access and entrance to
the site shall be treated with an approved surface dressing for
the first 6m. as measured from the back of the highway.

15. The buildings hereby approved and the application site,
shall be used for purposes connected with the processing and
separation of non—ferrous metal only and for no other use except
for light industrial purposes as specified in Class III of the
Schedule to the Town and Country Planning (Use Classes) Order,
1972.

16. Surface water drainage from the site and buildings shall be
connected to a surface water drain which shall have been
submitted to and approved by the local planning authority before
the development is commenced.

17. Provision shall be made to prevent oil pollution of either
surface water or foul drainage from the site to the satisfaction
of the local planning authority.

18. The overall ridge height of any building shall not exceed
Sm. (6ft.4ins.) without the prior consent in writing of the local
planning authority.

REPORT:

P.D. Autos already occupies an area of land in the vicinity of
this site, as one of the established businesses contained in the
schedule originally agreed when redevelopment of the Rawreth Lane
Industrial Estate was approved. Some relocation of the several
businesses which exist on this part of the site is required to
form properly—planned units.

The three buildings proposed on this site re intended, according S
to the Agents' letter dated 19th september, 1986, to be used for
his own and related businesses. From an estate development point
of view, it is preferable that the site operates as one planning
unit, although there would seem to be no objections to each
building being used for different phases of car repair, i.e.

panel beating and spraying, mechanical repairs, general
tuning/interior refurbishments, etc., but the sub—division of the
unit to form separate businesses would need to be carefully
considered if parking, turning, and storage problems are to be
avoided. A condition is therefore included.

The County surveyor has no objections subject to various
conditions being imposed regarding sight visibility splays,
parking, etc. The Director of Health and Housing reports that,
having regard to the location of the proposed development, there
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is potential for nuisance from odour from paint spraying
operations1 but no objections are raised subject to a suitable
condition being included. Condition 7 covers this point.

The buildings are proposed to be constructed in red facing
brickwork up to l.524m. (about Sft.) in height, with grey
asbestos—cement sheeting above. The eaves height is shown to be
3.04Gm. (about lOft. ) and although no ridge height is
dimensioned, this would appear to be no more than 4.3m (about
l4ft.). This is considerably less than the usual maximum
preferred for buildings on this estate of 7.Sm. (24ft.), but a
condition is nevertheless included.

19. ROC/724/86 ROCHFORD

ROOKWOOD, HALL ROAD, ROCHFORD

Ground and first floor rear and side additions and new garage.

Mr. & Mrs. Jakes, c/o Brian Davison Design Associates,
Kingsley House1 22—24, Elm Road, Leigh—on-Sea, Essex.

RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

1. Std. Cond. 3 - Commence in five years.

2. Std. Cond. 9 - Materials to match existing.

RE PORT:

This item, which would normally be dealt with by the Director of
Development under delegated powers, is bought before Members for
their determination in light of the policy implications.

On the Approved Review Development Plan, this site is within an
area allocated "residential", although the Rochford District Plan
proposes an extension of the Green Belt designation in this
vicinity. As the proposal exceeds 35m2 in floor space it is
contrary to Policy GB6 of the latter plan.

It will be recalled that at the District Plan Working Party
meeting of the 2nd October, 1986 it was felt that there was no
justification for classifying this area as a Rural Settlement
Area thereby allowing Policy 0B2 on extensions to be applied.

However, bearing in mind the character of this locality and the
previous grants of permission for substantial extensions to
properties in this group, it is felt doubtful that support for a
refusal of permission would be forthcoming on appeal.
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Consultations:

County Surveyor — no objections.

NeigbourRepresentat ions:

Number Notified - 2; Number of Replies - Nil.

20. ROC/745/86 RAYLEIGH

FISCO, BROOK ROAD, RAYLEIGH

Alterations to front of store building to accommodate maintenance
shop.

Fasco Products Limited, do R. Michael Welton and Partners,
Baryta House, 29, Victoria Avenue, Southend—on—Sea, Essex.

RECOMMENDAT ION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

1. Std. Cond. 3 - Commence in five years.

2. Std. Cond. 9 - Materials to match existing.

Consultations:

Director of Health and Housing — no adverse comments.

No neighbours affected.

21. ROC/813/86 RAYLEIGH S
l3SB, HIGH STREET, RAYLEIGH

Change of use of ground floor to restaurant, new shop front and
ground floor rear extension.

Miss K.F. Lee & Mrs. Y.L. Lee, do Laurence E. Brown & Co.,
154, Eastwood Road, Leigh—on—Sea, Essex.

Floor Area: 50m2.

fr"
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RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

1. Std. Cond. 3 - Commence in five years.

2. Std. Cond. 8 - Submit materials schedule.

3. The premises shall be used as a restaurant only and laid out
in accordance with plan No. 659OA hereby approved.

4. The use hereby permitted shall not include any hot food take-
away service unless otherwise agreed in writing with the local
planning authority.

5. The building shall be so adapted as to provide sound
attenuation against internally generated noise, in accordance
with a scheme agreed in writing with the local planning authority
and implemented prior to the commencement of the use.

6. Details of the proposed extract ventilation system shall be
agreed in writing with the local planning authority and
Implemented prior to the commencement of the use.

7. Notwithstanding Part III of the Town and Country Planning
(Control of Advertisements) Regulations, 1984, no advertising
material or other lettering shall be displayed on or from any
part of the building (including windows) without the prior
written consent of the local planning authority.

REPORT:

A previous appllication for a Turkish restaurant/takeaway
(ll.3Oa.m. to ll.OOp.m. trading) was refused planning permission
on 21st November1 1986 (ROC/6ll/86) principally because the
takeaway facility was the predominant use proposed and there are
no short stay car parking spaces near at hand.

The premises are empty at present and were last used as a
confectioners and snack bar/takeaway (day time only) (grantedS 29th November, 1985 - ROC/287/85refers). There is an Indian
Restaurant diagonally opposite (No. 159, High Street).

Consultations:

County Surveyor - no objection.

Etre Off icer — no ob)ection provided specific recommendations
are followed in respect of means of escape, fire fighting
equipment, emergency lighting.

Director of Health and Housing - reports that having regard to
the location of this proposed development, there is potential for
nuisance from noise and odour, greater than exists at present.
No objections are raised against the proposal subject to
suggested Condition Nos. 4 and 5.
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Neighbour Representations:

Number Notified — 11; Number of Replies — 2.

Material Planning Objections:

— inadequate parking facilities;
— obnoxious smells;
- litter, health hazard, potential for vermin close to Love Lane

Infants School;
- unsocial hours and clientele;
— noise.

Addresses:

159, High Street, Rayleigh.
Roman Kitchens, 142, High Street, Rayleigh.

22. ROC/8l5/86 RAYLEIGH

GRANGE SERVICE STATION, LONDON ROAD, RAYLEIGH

Installation of car wash.

Mr. A.W. Rogers,
Grange Service Station, 247, London Road, Rayleigh, Essex.

RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

1. Std. Cond. 3 — Commence in five years.
2. The hours of operation of the car wash shall be restricted to
between the hours of 8.00 a.m. and 8.00 p.m. each day.

REPORT:
I

Members will recall that recently planning permission was
granted for various alterations to this well—established service
station and it is now proposed to install a Wilcomatic electronic
car wash on the east side of the building, i.e. adjoining Louis
Drive West.

The car wash would be well away from any dwelling but,
neverthess, the occupiers of the nearest 8 properties in Louis
Drive West, four in London Road, and six in Little Wheatley
Chase, were invited to comment on 10th November. No comments
have been received and one consultation letter returned by one
occupier.
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Besides the two main accesses onto London Road, another smaller
access exists in Louis Drive west, so that vehicles could enter
by this smaller access and make egress through the forecourt.

The Director of Health and Housing has no objections subject to
the hours of operation being restricted to 8.00 a.m. to 8.00 p.m.
each day.

The County Surveyor has no objections.

23. ROC/760/86 ROCEFORD

BRAYS HOUSE, BRAYS LANE, ASHINGDON

Erect single storey side extension and chimney stack.

D.W. Sargent, Esq., do The Goodrow Consultancy,
Ivy House, 13, High Road, Rayleigh, Essex.

RECOMMENDATION: REFUSAL, FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. Std. Rsn. 36 - M.G.B.
The local planning authority recognises the need for the

occupiers of dwellings situated in the Metropolitan Green Belt
for modest extensions to provide extra living accommodation and
nodern facilities, and substantial alterations and additions have
already been permitted to the dwelling to provide a reasonable
amount of extra accommodation. The further enlargement of the
dwelling proposed is therefore considered to be excessive in the
light of the previous extensions and would be contrary to the
above policy and the provisions of the Rochford District Local
Plan which seeks to limit the floor area of additions to a
maximum of 35 sq.m. above the floor area of the original
dwelling.

REPORT:

Although the application is one which would normally be decided
by the Director of Development, the applicant has particularly
requested that it be considered by the Committee, although the
Director is happy to determine the matter under delegated powers
if the Committee do not wish to intervene.

In l96Oplanning permission was granted for the demolition and
rebuilding of the dwelling known as Great Brays Cottage. The
approved bungalow had a floor area of about ll8.7m2 (ll8Osq.ft.)
and a ridge height of 6.4m. (2lft.). No restrictions regarding
occupancy were imposed.

A four-car garage was approved in 1974.
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In 1975, the present occupier sought permission for extensive
alterations to the bungalow, comprising rooms in the roof, new
windows, and a large rear extension. It was noted that the
height of the dwelling existing at that time was some 4ff. higher
than as approved in 1960 and therefore the not inconsiderable
increase in cubic capacity of the dwelling had been carried out
without planning permission since permission is required to
increase the ridge height of any dwelling.

the applicant disputes that the building was increased in height
and claims that it was built so. However, this claim is
unsubstantiated, and there is no record of any permission given
or variation being approved to erect the bungalow with a ridge
height of 7.6m. (2Sft.) instead of 6.4m. (21ft4 Consequently,
because the roof height was so increased, it was possible to
provide much larger accommodation in the roof space than that of
the original bungalow.

Planning permission was refused for the first application for
rooms in the roof in 1975, but a second application for rooms in
the roof omitting the rear extension was approved in July, 1975,
providing about 90 sq.m. (960sq.ft.) of extra floor space.

The original bungalow comprised three bedrooms, kitchen,
bathroom and reception room and the dwelling altered and extended
in 1975 provided a large 8.3m x 5.3m (27ff. x l7ft.6ins.) lounge,
kitchen, dining room, study, large hail, with the addition of
four bedrooms and a bathroom at first floor level.

In Decemmber, 1984, the Director of Development refused an
application for a single storeyed pitched roofed extension at the
side to form a utility room, providing a further 20.8m2
(223.sq.ft.) of floor area. Such an increase was considered
excessive in the light of the Council's policies and having
regard to previous extensions.

The current proposal seelcs permission for a similar extension,
i.e. a utility roam of approximately 2lsq.m (225.sq.ft.) in floor
area but, in view of the substantial size of the extended
dwelling, previous extensions permitted, and the lack of any
justification for overriding the Council's policies regarding
development in the Metropolitan Green Belt, the recommendation of
the Director cannot be other than for refusal.
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SUPPLB24ENTARY ITEM

SCHEDULE 0$' PLANNING APPLICATiONS TO BE CONSIDERED BY

PLANNING SERVICES C44ITTEE 18th DECEK4BER, 1986

All planning applications are considered against the background
of current town and country planning legislation, rules, orders
and circulars, and any development, structure and local plans
issued or made thereunder. In addition, account is taken of any
guidance notes, advice and relevant policies issued by statutory
authorities.

Each planning application included in this Schedule and any
attached list of applications which have been determined under
powers delegated to the Director of Development is filed with all
papers including representations received and consultation
replies as a single case file.

All building regulation applications are considered against the
background of the relevant building regulations and approved
documents, the Building Act, 1984, together with all relevant
British Standards.

The above documents can be made available for inspection as
Committee background papers at the office of the Director of
Development, Acacia House, East Street, Rochford.



SUPPLEMENTARY- ITEM

PLANNING SERVICES COMMITTEE - 18th DECEMBER, 1986

9cL?rL6 ROCHFORD

GREAT STAMB RIDGE HALL BREEDER !A1tLTAMBRIDGE ROAD, ROCHFORD

Replace existing 400 x 36' breeder shed with 390 x 45' shed.

Faccenda Chicken Ltd.,
Willow Road, Bracicley, Northants.

RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

• 1. Std. Cond. 3 — Commence in five years.

2. The external finishes of the building hereby permitted shall
be of a dark colour agreed in writing with the local planning
authority before the development commences.

3. Std. Cond. 5 - Tree planting scheme.

REPORT:

This proposal involves the replacement of an existing building by
a similarly sized one although some 2ft. lower.

The building is urgently required to house several thousand
chickens which are presently being kept in temporary
aeccommodation until January-February next year.

Consultations:

Director of Health and Housing - no adverse comments.

County Surveyor — (to be reported at meeting).
Anglian Water - ditto
Rochford Hundred Amenity Society - ditto

Neighbour_Consultations:
(To be reported at meeting).
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DELEGATED PLANNING DECISIONS

I have decided the following planning applications in accordance
with the policy of delegation and subject to conditions;—

APPROVALS

ROC/313/86 Add single storey rear extension and detached

garage at 17 Higbfleld Crescent, Rayleigh, Essex —
Mr Kirby.

1100/380/86Th Internal alterations including the removal of

partition walls and provision of additional
toilet accommodation at RochIod Hundred GO.
Hall Road, Rochford, Essex - Rooliford Hundred.

1100/478/86 Add first floor rear extension at 40 Albert
Road, Rayleigh, Essex - Mr J. Nevin.

1100/498/86 Add single storey rear extension to form granny
annex at 8 South Avenue, Hullbndg'e, Essex -
Ni & Nra Menning.

1100/502/85 Demolish conservatory and add porch and covered

way to rear at Hedge_End1, Ellamere Road,

ARhingdon, Essex — Ni Hornoastle.

1100/572/86110 Demolition of single storey side extension and
replacement of pebbledash by render at Glebe

House, Bailing Road, Great Wakering, Essex —
A. Waite.

1100/600/86 Add first floor front extension at 31A, High
Road, Rayleigh, Essex — Mr & Mrs Oritcher.

1100/680/OEM) illuminated £asoia sign and illuminated
projecting box sign at 133, High Street, Rayleigh,
Essex — Electronic Rentals Group.

1100/694/86 Add conservatory to rear at 12 Ebthibition Lane,
Great Waicering, Essex — Mrs P.Pollard.

1100699/86 Add two storey rear extension at The Poplara,
Bailing Road, Bailing, Essex - Mr & Mrs P. Cohen.

RO0/704/86LB Add two storey rear extension at 'Roach Fern'

Mucking Hall Road, Earling, Essex - Mr B. Peers.

1100/705/86 Add single storey rear extension at 39 Twyford
Avenue, Great Wakering, Essex — Mr L.H. Bedman.

1100/725/86 Add single storey rear extension and attached garage
at 48 Church Road, Rayleigh, Essex — Mr Russell.

I



ROC/730/86 Add conservatory to rear at Kingsley Loãge,
Western Road, Rayleigh, Essex - Kr Glynn Snelling.

R0C/732/86 Add rear and side ground floor extensions and new
garage at 152 Conway Avenue, Great Wakering, Essex —
Mr & Mrs H.J.B. Edwards,

ROC/733/86 Add single storey rear extension at 12, Biverview
Gardens, Hullbridge, Essex — H. Foreman.

ROC/738/86 Add two storey rear extension at Rectory Farm,
Pambridge Road, Fainbridge, Essex - Mr Hunipbries.

ROC/739/86 Add single storey rear extension at 259 Main Road,
Rawkwell, Essex — Mr & Mrs LA. Goodwin.

ROC/755/86 Add two storey rear extension at Roach Farmhouse,
Nuckmg Hall Road, Barling, Essex - Mr R.I). Peers.

ROC/727/06 Add two storey side extension at York House,
West View Drive, Rayleigh, Essex — Mr & Mrs
LW. Reed.

ROC/735/86 Add two storey side extension at Treetops, Hhllview
Road, Rayleigh, Essex - Mr & Mrs Tonkin.

ROC/752/86 Additions to lounge, garage and add new conservatory
at 12 Nortimer Road, Rayleigh, Essex — Mr A. Smith

ROC/754/86 Add two storey side extension at Oaklands
Creek View Avenue, Hullbridge, Essex - Mr D Eedgrave.

R0C/756/86 Add front, side and rear additions to ground and
first floors at 89 Rayleigh Avenue, Rayleigh,
Essex — Mr B. Cardosi.

ROC/759/86 Add bow window to front at 34 Waawell Road,
Hullbridge, Essex - Mr Smith.

ROC/764/86 Add two storey side extension withintgral garage single
storey rear extension and front porch with canopy,
at 2 Cecil Way, Rayleigh, Essex — Mr & Mrs R. Lord.

1100/766/86 Add single storey rear extension at 6 Main Road,
Hawkwell, Essex — Mr & Mrs Noeser.

1100/767/86 Add single storey side extension at 60 Victoria
Road, Rayleigh, Essex - Mr James.

1100/768/86 Add garage to side at 275 Perry Road, Hullbridge,
Essex — Mr K. Hughes.

ROC/769/86 Add porch to front of house at 38 Fairland Close,
Rayleigh, Essex - Charles Kingdon.

ROC/770/86 Add single storey front extension at 27 Bullwood
Road, Hockley, Essex — Mr Woocihouse.

ROC/772/86 Add two storey side extension at 31 Earling Road
Great W&cering, Essex — J. Herring.



PPROVAJ1S

ROC/773/86 Add single storey rear extensaon at 9 Link Road,
Rayleigh, Essex — Mr H. Chantree.

ROC/816/86 Add carport to side at 18 Parkiands, Rocbford, Essex -
Mr & Mrs M. King.



HflccSALs

R0C/452/86 Use land as residential garden at Little Spa.riney,
London Road, Rayleigh, Essex — K.A.C. Ley.

Reason: i) N.GI.B and inappropriate use of
land detrimental to the appearence
of the Green Belt.

R0C/457/86 Add garage to side and changing room building
to rear at 'Little Spinney', London Road, Rawretb,
gssex - Mr & Mrs Ley.

Reason: 1) The site is within the Metropolitan
Green Belt. The proposal would
occupy land falling outside of the

original curtilege of the dwelling.

ROC/589/86 Add attached garage with pitched roof at 42 Crouch
View Crescent, Ashingfion, Essex — Mr & Mrs B. Smith.

Reason: i) The proposed extension would by
reason of its proximity and relation-
ship with the neighbouring property
No. 44 result in an overdominant
and overshadowing in the outlook
cf that property.

P00/639/86 Erect detached garage at 16 Bownhall Road,

Rayleigh, Essex — Mr H. Chcules.

Reason: i) Vehicular access unsatisfactory
restricted vision Sri the Eastern
direction, The vehicular access
is not at right angles to the

carriageway.

R00/648/86 Erect 6 foot high fence to front boundary at
50 Mount Crescent, Rockley, Essex — Mr 0 Dorling.

Reason: i) The re—aligned fence would be
unduly obtrusive and detrimental
to the setting of the property
and the street scene in this

prominent location at the junction
of Marylands Avenue and Mount
Crscent.

ROC/653/86 Outline application to erect three bungalows, with

garages, on private drive, and septic tank drainage
at Land fronting the Al 29 London Road, adjoining
'Sunnyview' Old London Road, Rawreth, Essex -
Livemore & Sons Builders.

Reason: 1) LG.B.

2) Undesirable reduction in traffic flow.

3) Inadequate sewage capacity.
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ROC/666/86 Construct vehicular crossing at i66 Ashingdon Road,

Rochford, Essex — Nr V.J. Ings.

Reason: 1) Insufficient land wtthin the
applicants control to provide
an adequate vision splay.

Roc/75a/86 Add. rear doruters at 5 Golden Cross Road, Ashingdon,
Essex — Mr R. Woollard.

Reason: i) The proposed extension by reason
of its scale and proportions would

be unduly overbearing and incompatible
with the character and original

design form of the ensting dwelling.

V
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DELCGATED BUILDING REGULATION DECI SI ONS

APPROVALSjç

PLAN NO. ADDRESS DESCRIPTION

The Bu.sh Wellington Avenue,
Huflbridge.

32, Queen ELizabeth Chase,
Roohford.

71, Cotewold Avenue, Rayleigh.

Globe House, Earling Road,
Baaling.

47, Leslie Road, Rayleigh.

Adj. 147, New Road, Great
Wakering.

Nine Acre Farm, F].emings Farm
Road, Leigh—on—Sea.

94, Eastwood Road, Rayleigh.

8, Victoria Road, Rayleigh.

12, Eastern Road, Rayleigh.

1, Upway, Rayleigh.

48, Little Wakering Road,

Brick House, Main Road,
Great Stambridge.

Brotherhood Cottage, The
Chase, Aehingdon.

Elm Cottage, Little Wakering
Hall Lane, Roohlord.

Brookfields, Barling Road,
Earllug

28, New Road, Great Wakering.

20, The Chase, Rayleigh.

Erect 2 storey rear, single storey
side and 1st floor extension.

Structural alterations to existing
reception room 2.

Erection of petrol pump csncpy- and
installation of new petrol storage
tanks.

Rear dining extension.

Dormer windows to first floor.

Rear dormer extension, roof alteration1

Proposed external alterations to
existing house.

Extensions and alterations with two
bedrooms in roof.

Erection of detaehed dwelling and
double garage.

Proposed new farmhouse.

Rear and side extension.

.Alteratione and additions.

First floor rooms over existing
ground floor room.

Rear extension and garage alterations.

Rear single storey extension.

Proposed rear annex including utility
room and W.C.

Lounge extension.

Convert garage to playgroup area.

Ground floor extensions and new garage

Lentern Aircraft, Main Road,
Ha'sqkwell.

Moons Cottage, Canewdon Road,
Canewdon.

The Gables Service Station,

London Road, Rayleigh.

86/450A

8 6/507A

86/531 A

86/55 3A

86/586A

86/607

8 6/6o9A

86/617A

86/666A

86/67Th

86/681

66/CUBA

86/69 IA

86/694A

86/7-16k

66/734

86/741

86/746

66/761

•
86/769

Kitchen extension and oar port.

Rooms in roof.

(39172 ci



DELEGATED BUILDING REGULATION DECISIONS

APP

PLAN NO. ADDRESS DESCRIPTION

35, Wedgewood. Way, Asltingdon.

No. 1, Beeches Farm Cottages,
Beeches Road, Rawreth.

186, Bull Lane, Rayleigh.

188, Bull Lane, Rayleigh.

152, Cbnway Avenue, Great
Wakering.

12, Rivorview Gardens,
Hullbridge.

22, Rectory Avenue, Havñcwell.

Pisoo Products, Brook Road,
Rayleigh,

Plots 1 & 2, Lubbards Close,
Rayleigh.

53, Banyard Way, Rochford.

33, Sir Walter Rayleigh Drive,
Rayleigh,

39, Clifton Road, Ashingdon.

188, Eastwood Road, Rayleigh.

1, Gloater Terrace, StalnbridgE
Road, StwRbridge.

3, Waxwell Road, Hifllbridge.

1181 Clarence Road, Rayleigh.

281, ReotoSy Road, Hawb,ell.

1, Pooles Lane, Huflbridge.

7, Haxnbro Hill, Rayleigh.

Rake Hall Farmhouse, Beke
Hall Chase, Rayleigh.

Linden tea, Lower Road,
Hockley.

Aviation Way, Roohford.

001573

Extension.

Convert integral garage to dining room.

Extension to rear of property.

Dining area extension to rear of
property.

Alterations and additions.

Cavity wall insulation.

Cavity wall insulation.

Install toilet and handbasin.

Conversion of downstairs oupboard to
toilet.

Cavity wail insulation.

Strip and re—tile roof.

Two storey extension on rear elevatlo
and garage to side.

urbension/alterations and garage.

Renovation and extension.

New detached garage and screen wall.

Extension to rear of existing garage
and dining room.

Proposed extension to rear.

Erection of new external non—load
bearing wall to existing building.

Erect two dwellings.

86/772

86/77 3

86/777

86/778

06/783

86/786

86/814

86/836

86/858
I.L4.

B .11.86/861

B.N.86/862

B.N.86/863

B.N.86/871

B •N•86/872

B.N.86/878

B.N.86/880

B.N.86/882

86/6s

86/941

86/i 56A

8 /25aA.

cV'472A

Cavity

Cavity

wall

wail

insulation.

insulation.

S

Proposed offioea and workshops.
Relax and approved.
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12, Nortimer Road, Rayleigh.

23, Hullbridge Road, Rayleigh.

Geranium Cottage, Central
Avenue, Hullbridge.

122, Bull Lane, Rayleigh.

6, Rochford Garden Way,
Roohford.

115, New Road, Great Wakering.

70, Louis Drive, Rayleigh.

8, Hanover News, Hockley.

157a, Ashingdon Road, Rochforc

60, Victoria Avenue, Rayleigh.

74, Leslie Road, Rayleigh.

31, High Road, Rayleigh.

Sketobley PLC., 107, High
Street, Rayleigh.

160, High Street, Gi. Wakerin

Alterations and extension to existing
bungalow.

Proposed additions.

Demolish and re—build garage.

Connect new drains to private sewer.

Ground floor toilet and lobby for
disabled person. I

Alterations and installation of W.C.
basin and sink with associated draina

Add garage.=

Rear extension.

Add dinuing room and garage with 2
bedrooms and bathroom over.

Proposed additions.

Lounge addition.

Dining addition.

Extension to existing garage.

New shopfront and fascia.

Proposed kitchen extension and
alterations.

Rear extensiop.

Internal alterations and formation
of utility room and WO.

Extend garage, provide utility room,
form shower room.

Rear extension to lounge.

Proposed additions.

Proposed additions.

Internal alterations and paths/raazps
to allow accessibility for ohairboun
owner.

Single storey rear extension.

9915741

PLAN NO. ADDRESS

DELEGATED BUILDING REGULATION DECISIONS
._

APPROVA J .5 /1jJJfli

18, Ronald Drive, Rayleigh.

DESCRIPTION

86/so 2

86/808

86/812

86/815

86/817

86/818

86/819

86/s20

86/821

8 6/8 24

86/825

a6/826

86/827

o 6/s 30

8 6/8 32

8 6/8 33

86/839

8 6/842

86/840

86/849

86/852

86/853

86/864

8, Ninster Close, Rayleigh.

77, The Drive, flullbridge.

52, Clarenoe Road, Rayleigh.

19, Rectory Avenue, Rochford.

22, Oak Road, Rochford.

32, Brocksford Avenue,
Rayleigh.

99a, Stambridge Road,
Rochford.

42, Alexandra Road, Great
Wakering.



Land on northern side of High
Street, Canewdon.

31, Deepdene Avenue, Rayleigh.

Woodstock, Rawreth Lane,
Rayleigh.

Rawreth Industrial Estate,
Rawreth Lane, Rayleigh.

115, Hockley Road, Rayleigh.

Highwood, Kingsman Pain Road,
Rnllbridge.

3, Warwick Green, Eastwood.

The Cherry Thee P. H., Stambrid
Road, Rocb±ord.

19, Sandbill Road, Rayleigh.

37, Southend Road, Hockley.

38, Cedar Drive, HtCLlbridge.

16, Oakleigh Avenue, Hullbrid&

45, Kimberley Road, Little
Wakeririg.

2 and 6, Woodlands Parade,
Hockley.

Up River Yacht Club, Pooles
Lane, Hullbridge.

22, The Chase, Rayleigh.

81, Somerset Avenue, Rockford.

Leslie Road, Rayleigh.

Langdon Road, Rayleigh.

Light industrial unit with office
accommodation.

Erect 32 detached houses with garages.

Rear extension and balcony.

Conversion of detached garage to games
room and extension of entranoe hall.

e Erect new glazed conservatory and
canopy, erect new toilet accommodation
form new kitchen extension and staff
cloakroom.

Detached 4-bedroomed house.

Add bed sitter and cloakroom.

Extension to existing rooms in roof.

Loft conversion.

Extension to rear.

Construction of new internal
accommodation stalrcaae.

Rrbension to west side of existing
club house.

Single storey rear ground floor
addition.

Proposed extension to lounge and
kitchen.

Rear extension.

Internal alterations and single
storey extension for a P.R. Person.

. Proposed additions.

Utility room/W.C.

Rear and side extension.

Alterations and extension to bungalow

.

DELEGATED BUILDING REGULATION DECISIONS

- 1I
a

44 detached houses and bungalows with
garages.

Rear extension.

Proposed sun lounge.

.

86/569A

86/57 5A

8 6/5 79 A

El 6/59 3A

86/596A

86/61 6A

86/626A

86/636A

86/650A

86/692k

86/7 30A

86/731 A

86/7 36A

86/762

86/767A

86/775

8 6/7 87

86/792

86/793

/ 86/797

86/799

\ 86/800

19,

25,

42, Seaview Drive, Gt, Wakeri3

3, Hawthorne Gardens, Rockley

5, Link Road, Rayleigh.

57, London Road, Rayleigh.

S



DELEGATED BUILDING REGULATION DECISIONS
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PLAN NO. ADDRESS DESCRIPTION

Rear extension.

Demolish existing garage end erect
extension to form kitchen.

Pirst floor rear extension.

Re-roofing with concrete interlocking
tiles.

ect garage.

Internal Alterations.

0015' 6

86/868

86/874

86/779

86/788

*86/813

86/803

2, Victoria Avenue, Rayleigh.

14, Thite Hart Lane, Hockley.

4, Western Road, Rayleigh.

39, Qaeen Elizabeth Chase,
Roohford.

25, Hulibridge Road, Rayleigh.

The Old Parsonage, Ironwell
Lane, Hawkwell.



DELEGATED BUILDING REGULATION DECISIONS

PLAN NO. ADDRESS DESCRIPTION

Up River Yacht Club, Pooles

Lane, Hullbridge.

Hockley Bowls Club, Highams
Road, Hocicley.

Units 14-15, Brook Road Lid.

Estate, Brook Road, Rayleigh.

Rawreth Garage, CheiLmsford
Road, Rawreth.

10, Cagefield Cottages,
Stambridge Road, Stambridge.

14, Windermere Avenue,
Hulibridge.

Treetops, Hillview Road,
Rayleigh.

Rectory Farm, South Pambridge.

10, Stanley Road, Ashingdon.

41, Keawick Close, Rayleigh.

39, Connaught Road, Rayleigh.

Adjoining 236, Main Road,
Hawkwefl.

58, West Street, Rookford.

80, Oxford Road, Roohfcrd.

ha, Church Road, Rayleigh.

2r Cecil Way, Rayleigh.

391, Little Waicering Road,
Barling.

Erect store extension.

Proposed 2 storey side extension.

Partial underpinning to side and rear
of building.

Ground floor side and rear extension
and additional first floor bedroom.

Rear two storey addition.

Two new houses.

Grannie ennexe.

Two storey extension to rear of
existing house.

Proposed house.

Alterations end improvements.

Extension to lounge.

tatsions and. alterations.

Two storey and single storey extensior

Single storey extension to detached
garage, (new roof construction to
existing arage, all forming workshop4
boatstore).

Rear extension.

Addition of en—suite shower room.

Add garage.

4TE:_____

Extension to west side of existing
club house.

Demolition of existing pavilion arid
erection of new pavilion.

Internal works.

96/767

8 6/7 70

86/774

86/780

86/781

86/789

86/79 1

86/794

86/795

86/796

.86/798

86/804

86/897

• 86/816
86/822

86/8 23

86/829

86/831

86/834

86/835

OtAIP

9, Link Road, Rayleigh.

27, Albert Road, Rayleigh.

275, Perry Road, Huflbridge.
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