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MINUTE INDEX 1985

a

ACCESS TO INFORMATION

Local Government (Access to Information) Bill: 143,538

ALLOTMENTS

Allotment Competition 1985; 319,570
Deepdene Allotment Site: 326,374,727(i),749

ANCLIAN WATER AUTHORITY

Anglian Water Matters: 99

Capital Programme 1985/86 to 1989/90 348

Hulibridge Pumping Station: 737,773

AUDIT

LGORU — Report on Parks Section: 734



BUDGET STRATEGY

(See also Capital Programme) 32,58
Rochford Computer Centre Budget: 33

BYE—LAWS

Proposed Bye—Laws at Plea8ure Fairs: 425
Straw and Stubble Burning: 595
Burning of Crop Residues: 696

Infringement at Hullbridge Playing Field: 733

Infringement at Ashingdon Playing Field: 733



CAPITAL PROGRAMME

1984/87 Capital Programme: 32,33,89,92

Bramerton Road — Private Street Works: 139
Day Centre & CAB, Rochford: 148
Supplementary Capital Estimates: 484
Spencers Nursery Site: 547
Horse Riding Trails in Hockley Woods: 636

Little Wheatleys, Rayleigh: 582,659
Bell Rouse, Wakering: 582,659
Public Conveniences, Hullbridge: 582,659

CARAVAN SITES

Site Lthence Conditions: 84,301
Riverside Village Trailer Park: 301
Tower Caravan Site, Hullbridge: 311,421
NAPAS Exhibition 1985: 327
Distances Between Caravans: 595

CARING FOR 2K-MENTAL PATIENTS IN THE COMMUNITY

Visit to Runwell Hospital: 284,325
Provision of Group Home: 418,419,481,491
Assistance by Leisure Services Committee: 452
Assistance by Development Services Committee: 472

CAR PARKING

General: 366,507 ,540
Market Car Park: 49

Rayleigh Town Centre: 111
Assandune Villas, Rochford: 188
Websters Way Car Park: 215,249,365,666,670
Approach Car Park: 228
Sunday Market, Rayleigh; 351

King George V Playing Field, Rayleigh: 441,506,539
Car Parking Charges: 541,760
Golden Cross Parade: 633,674,678,680,750
Southend Road, Hockley: 667

Hullbridge Playing Field: 726,771

CHARGE S

Review of Charges 1985/86: 34
1985/86 Charges for Leisure Facilities: 88
Review of Car Parking Charges: 541,760

Contd/



CLEMENTS BALL LEISURE CENTRE

Provision of Licensed Bar: 20
Security Surveillance Equipment: 21,50(a)
Jacuzzi Bath: 22,50(b)
Riding for the Disabled — Gymkhana: 23
Training Facilities for International Athletes; 26
Alterations to Ear Entrance: 89
Facilities; 90,134
Use of Facilities by Disabled: 91,605
Second Access: 158,381,446,474,500
Break—Ins: 162
Sports Goods Franchise: 223
Royal Visit: 232
Replacement of Vending Machines: 378

Spencers Nursery — Use of: 444,547
Use of Tennis Court: 603
New Access— Taffic Management: 650
Water Flume: 722
Screening to Roof Plant: 723
Craft Fair: 730

COAST PROTECTION

Financing of Coast Protection: 461
Effects of Thames Barrier: 461
Flood Prevention and Coastal Protection: 634

COMMITTEES AND REPORTS OP

Distribution of Agenda/Minutes: 36,63,210
Revised Programme of Meetings: 58
Special Development Services Committee: 201
Visit to Committee Meeting by Girl Guides: 313
Finance Report: 120,209,362,483,535,757
Format of Committee Agenda: 536
Special Policy & Resources 6.11.85: 544

COMMITTEES — PANELS OP

District Plan Working Party: 115,275,655,744
Joint Staff & Safety Panel: 126
Joint Works & Safety Panel: 126
Community Centres Panel: 140
Chairman's Panel: 140,208,482(c),655(b),756(c)
Audit Panel: 140,176,208,655(c)
Er-Officio Membership: 371
Baltic Wharf Working Party: 396,512,531
Twinning Sub—Committee: 482(a)
Rate Consultation Panel: 4-82(b),756
Staffing Sub--Committee: 482(d),655(a),655(d),756
Horse Riding Working Party: 636748
Economic Development Panel: 756(c)
Charities Panel: 772

C ontd/ . . . . . . * .



COMMITTEE STRUCTURE

Cycle of Meetings 1985/86; 142
Appointment of Standing Committees 1985/86; 261

Cycle of Meetings 1986/87: 766

COMMITTEES — TERMS OF REFERENCE

Amendments to: 142,226
Health & Housing Services Committee: 422
Leisure Sen ices Committee: 451

CONMIJNITY CENTRES

Rayleigh Grange: 92,318,600
Rayleigh'Grange Mflagement Committee: 317,438,506,599,678
Freight louse Management Committee; 598

COMPULSORY IMPROVEMENT

See; Unfit Houses

COMPULSORY PURCHASE O1CERS

Grange Village, Rayleigh: 146

COMPUTERS — USE OF

C—View: 369

CONFERENCE S

C.I.P.F.A.: 489(a)
A.D.C.: 489(b)
Essex Family Practitioner Committee: 543,662
Institute of Housing Conference: 588
Essex County Council Social Services Conference: 764

CONTRACTS

Lift Installation — Spa Court, Hockley; 12
Public Conveniences — High Street, Gt. Wakering; 13

Progress Reports: 14,94,192,324,427,611,699
Cleaning Contracts: 42,235
No. 1010 — Extension to Britton Court: 74,134,156
Day Centre & C.A.E., Rochford No. 1004: 148
No. 1096 — Painting at Rayleigh (West): 197
No. 1099 — Painting at Rayleigh (Central); 197

Trade Refuse Removal; 212
Contract 1100 — Redecoration (Rochford North) 308
Contract 1101 — Lift Installation, Pembroke House 308
Contract 1105 — Renewal of Boiler Equipment, Goodmans, Gt. Wakering 308
Sun Lounge — Mill Hall: 329
No. 1117 — Re—roofing at Malting Villas/Worcester Drive: 433

No. 1135 — Construction of Golden Cr088 Car Park: 553
No. 1114 — Replacement of Windows: 558
Clearance of Private Drain Blockages: 647
No. 1104 — Replacement of Windpws at Goodmans, Gt. Wakering 706

contd/........



COUNCILLORS

I.E. Nokea: 46,56)574
B.A. crick: 71407,176,569,782
Mrs EM. Hart: 149

Miss B.G.J. Lovett 149,389,664,678
PA. Beckers: 175

Royal Garden Patties: 181

C.J. Gardner: 64,Para 13
P.R. Hawke: 166,Para 6
T. Fawell: 202,Para lB

R.H. Boyd: 229

E.M. Heath: 248,255,383
J. Parkinson: 248,255
Appointment of Council Chairman, Vice Chairman,
Leader 1985/86: 256

T.L. Dean: 307,312,Paras 19/20,389
D. Wade: 333,355
Nrs Jo Jones: 477

C.R. Morgan: 476,503,508
M.A. Welt: 476,503,508
L.K. Cope: 525,Para 3
T.H. Burt: 525,Para 9
Ex—Councillor R. Fryer: 572

3.?. Taylor: 664

Ex—Councillor B. Mutimer: 677

J.A. Sheaf: 678

AJ. Harvey: 678

B. Taylor: 678

C. Stephenson: 753

ICE. Banks: 770

P. Gwinnell: 774

COUNCIL PROPERTY MD PREMISES

Cash Office, Rayleigh: 52,56,178
Extension to Britton Court, Rayleigh: 74

Pembroke Rouse, Rochford: 75

Fairview Playing Fields, Rayleigh: 102

Ashingdon Playing Fields Pavilion: 331,443

Public Halls and Leisure Centres — Catering: 380,682,768,771
King George V Playing Field, Rayleigh: 441

Castle Hall — Use by Community Police: 442

Security of Public Buildings: 453,732

17 South Street, Rochford: 545

Dutch Cottage — Deift Tile CollectiDn: 601

Siguposting Leisure Buildings: 602

Use of Goldfish as Prizes on Council Property: 609

Property Transactions: 672

Display of P & ER Plaque at Civic Suite: 677



DEEMED PLANNING CONSENTS

Land R/O South Street, Rochford: 40,386,408
Scout Hall, Ark Lane, Rochford: 43
Pembroke House Lift Installation: 75,517,579
Lodge Close, Rayleigh: 271,299(c),304,376(a)
Qilvers Crescent/North Street, Gt. Wakering: 376(b),392,409
Eramerton Road A.P. Scheme: 701

Car Parking — New Grested Court, Rochford: 703

DELEGATION OF AUTHORIfl

Environmental Health Functions (DHH): 11

Free Use of Sports Facilities (DL): 26

Amigos Restaurant, Rayleigh (DTP): 164

Festival of Sport (DL): 448

Wayleave Consents (SOL): 471

DISABLED PERSONS

Facilities for the Disabled: 743

DOG LICENSING

Future Arrangements in U.K.: 125

DOMESDAY ANNIVERSARY

Translations of Domesday Book: 724,771



ECONOMIC, EFFICIENT & EFFECTIVE USE OF RESOURCES

Leisure Directorate: 27,87
Building Maintenance: 132
Advertising on Council Vehicles; 211
Housing Revenue Account Service Expenditure: 412
All Health & Housing Services: 413
Reports to Policy and Resources: 478,544
DUD — Performance Measures and Targets: 583
Directorate of Development: 675(a)
Rating and Cost of Rate Collection: 675(b)
Local Land Charges: 675(c)
Community Programme & YTS: 675(d)

ELECTIONS

Bye Election Results: 505
Parish Electoral Arrangements: 550

EMPLOYMENT AND INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT INITIATIVES

(See Also Rochford Enterprise Manpower Services Commission)

Economic Initiatives: 372,497
Business Seminar on Economic Initiatives: 53O,756(b)(i)
"Lifting the Burden" — Development & Employment: 645

Employment Generation Through Planning Process: 668
Economic Development Panel: 756(c)

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

Review of Delegated Powers and Authorities: 11
AI.D.S: 184

Factory Site — Alexandra Road, Ut. Wakering: 189

Food Legislation: 194

ESSEX COUNTY COUNCIL

Essex Bill: 37,57,82,145,370
Essex Structure Plan: 100,646
Social Services 5 Year Plan: 303
Local Consultation Between the Community & the Police: 225,490

ESTIMATE S

Replacement Franking Machines: 123



FIREARMS

Issue of Firearm Certificates: 39,144

FOOD HAWKERS

Food Act 1984 — Sale of Food by Hawkers: 10

FOOTPATHS

Fouling By Dogs: 193,249,310
Footpath 10 (Hockley): 343,631
Footpath 23 (Hawkwell): 469

Footpath 10 (Canewdon): 470



GRANT AND LOAN REQUESTS

Grant Aid to Outside Bodies 1985186: 46,56,135
Subscriptions: 47 ,213 ,542
Assistance Towards Christmas Lighting; 214
Ray1eih Consultative Committee: 364

South Bedfordshire D.C.: 488
Roof Insulation Grants: 585
Rebuilding Properties in Green Belt — Financial Assistance: 644

S.E.E. Marriage Guidance Council: 658

GREAT WARERING SPORTS CENTRE

Sports Shop Franchise; 604

GYPSIES

Gypsy Sites: 41,220,249,642,741



HACKNEY CARRIAGES

(See also Committees)

Fare Increases: 548,631
Hackney Carriage Conditions: 637

HEALTH ANT) SAFETY

Firework Injuries 1984: 285

Local Authorities Responsibility for: 423

HIGHWAYS
(See also Traffic Regulation Orders)

Brsmerton Road Street Works: 103,139,342,467
South Fambridge Works: 108

Pedestrian Crossing — Main Road, Hawkwell: 112

Ashingdon Road, Rochford: 188

County Highways Matters: 337,626
One Way — Love Lane, Rayleigh: 340
A127/A129 — Weir Improvements: 341,357,464
Main Road, llawkwell, Dangerous Bend: 627

Eastwood Road — Traffic Management Study: 630

Perry Road — Ford Across River Crouch: 632

B1013 Access to Southend: 222,640,745
Proposed Pedestrian Crossing — Main Road, Hawkwell: 648

Clements Hall Way — Traffic Management: 650

41—67 Lower Lambricks, Rayleigh: 719

Euliwood Road, Hockley: 728

HOUSE PURCHASE LOANS

H.P.L. Arrears: 70,187,289,410,306,307,580,690

HOUSING
(See also Improvement Grants

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

Housing Investment Programme: 81

Key Worker Housing: 198

Conditions of Tenancy: 290

Lettings and Applications 1984/85: 291

O.A.P. Waiting Lists: 292

Building Maintenance: 293

Green Paper — "Home Improvements — A New Approach": 417
Estates — Cleaning of Communal & External Areas: 426

Springboard Housing Assn. — Ashingdon Road, Rochford: 567

40 Rochefort Drive, Rochford: 684

Right to Repair Scheme: 697

Programme of Pre—Painting Repairs and Painting: 698

Rehousing Tenants of Crested Court: 708

contd/ * ..



HOUSING ACT 1980 — RIGHT TO BUY

Exemption Provisions: 416

HOUSING BENEFITS

Overpayinents; 499

Reform of: 665

HOUSING INVESTMENT PROGRAMME (HIPS)

HIP and Strategy 1986/87: 419



IMPROVEMENT GRANTS (HOUSING)

Hou8e Renovation Grants: 81

Secure Tenancies (Right to Repair Scheme) Regulations 1985: 697



LAND

llullbridge Foreshore: 25,612
Land RIO South Street, Rochford; 40,208,254,386
Land at Hambro Hill, Rayleigh: 115,495,506
Grange Village, Rayleigh: 146,496
Land at Warwick Drive, Rochford: 147
RIO 269 Main Road, Hawkwell: 170
RIO Assandune Villas, Rochford: 188,294
Land Adj. 19 The Chase, Rayleigh; 217

Land Adj. 21 London 11111, Rayleigh; 218,546
Land South of Little Wheatley Chase: 219
Land West of Doggetts Close, Rochford; 221
Rochford Reservoir; 320

Spencers Nursery Site: 330,547
Adj. to 64 Nelson Road, Rayleigh; 347,375

Cheapside West/Downhall, Rayleigh: 374,557,727
Land Adj. Brooklands, Rayleigh: 389,395,515
RIO Hockley C.P. School: 439

Land at Bramerton Road, Hockley: 466
Land of f Pearsons Avenue, Rayleigh: 473
Land in Aviation Way, SUFC: 514,525,565,641
RIO Woodlands Close, Rayleigh: 549

Land RIO 299 Eastwood Road, Rayleigh: 590
Hockley Woods — Parsons Snipe: 613
Land RIO Bull Public House, Ilockley; 614

Land RIO Richmond Drive, Rayleigh: 615

Land Surplus to Requirements at ,Britton Court, Rayleigh: 747

Land at Betts Farm Estate, Hockley: 752

LEISURE FACILITIES

Rayleigh Mount: 18,322
Rochford and District Sports Council: 19,437
Riding for the Disabled — Gymkhana: 23

Prince Philip Cup Competition; 24

Training Facilities for International Athletes: 26

Charges for: 88

Rayleigh May Day Fair: 101
Horse Riding Facilities: 110,636
District Councillsports Council Liaison: 316
Arts Review of Essex; 323
Sports Council — Festival of Sport: 332,447,453,503
Leisure Buses — Essex Games: 448
Rochford Show: 453,503,569
Signposting Leisure Buildings; 602
Rochford Town P.C. — H.Q. Building:

I

606
Childrens Playgrounds: 547,607
Gt. Wakering Recreation Ground; 608

Facilities for Young People in Rayleigh: 610,661
Hockley Woods — Parsons Snipe: 613

LICENCES AND LEASES

Land at Hullbridge Foreshore; 25,612
Rochford Day Centre; 154

Hotel & Restaurant, Rochford; 251,253,494
Land R/O Bull Public House, Hockley: 614

c ontdl • • • • • $



LISTED BUILDINGS (HISTORIC)

Pulpits Farmhouse, Greensward Lane, iloclcley: 241
Historic Boundary Walls RIO Council Offices, Rochford: 746

toca AUTHORITY MORTGAGES

Interest Rates: 71,43].



MANPOWER SERVICES COMMISSION

Community Programme: 127,150,231,249,373
Youth Training Consortium: 127
C—View: 369

MARKETS

Proposed Sunday Market — Rayleigh: 351,392,522

MEETINGS WITh LOCAL ORGANISATIONS

Rayleigh Iatepayers: 663
Rochford Hundred Assoc. of Parish Councils: 663
Rochford Chamber of Trade & Commerce: 663,678
Hockley Community Assoc.: 663,678
British Rail: 664,678,765
Rochford and District Sports Council: 678
Rayleigh and District Chamber of Trade: 678

MILL HALL

Proposed New Bar: 328

Proposed New Sun Lounge: 329,377
Security: 732

MUNICIPAL HOUSING — DEVELOPMENT

Bramerton Road A.P. Scheme: 124,l76,224(a),701,702,707
Lodge Close Housing Scheme: 224(b),234,298,299,376(a),552
Land RIO Council Offices, Rochford: 296,556,703
Wedgwood Court A.P. Scheme; 297

* MUNICIPAL ROUSING - GENERAL

Spa Court, Hockley: 12
Assandune Villas, Rochford: 188,294
King Georges Close, Rayleigh: 295

Pembroke House, Lift Installation: 308(b)

Goodmans, Wakering — Replacement Windows: 706

MUNICIPAL ROUSING — SALES

Garage No. 6 Pulpits Close, Hockley: 107

Assandune Villas, Rochford: 188



OFFICE EQUIPMENT

Franking Machines; 123,153
Telephone Equipment: 157

Telephone Dictating Equipment; 657
Sound Level Meter: 762

OUTSIDE BODIES

Rural Community Council of Essex: 38

Southend Health Authority: 69

Countryside Commission: 133
School Governing Bodies: 149

Appointing Representatives to: 264
Eastern Authorities Orchestral Assoc.: 449
Meetings with Outside Bodies — Insurance: 757

Southend—on—Sea Post Office & Telecom Advisory CommIttee: 763



PARK SPORTS CENTRE

Sports Shop Franchise: 604

PIThLIC CONVENIENCES

High Street, Ct. Wakering: 13,79
Crown Hill, Rayleigh: 195

Capital Programme 1985/86 — Public Conveniences: 783

PUBLIC HETll

Pood ilygiene: 76
Pest Control Services: 77

Thump" Campaign 1985: 300

Surface Water Ditch, Stile Lane, Rayleigh: 349

216—218 Main Road, Hawkwell: 586

Drug Abuse: 593
Snuff Dipping — "Skoal Bandits": 689
Noise Nuisance — 123 Southend Road, Rochford: 694

PUBLIC OPEN SPACES

Grove Road Open Space: 93
Rochford Reservoir: 320,440,725
Tree Planting: 321

Turret House: 445

Cheapside West/Downhall, Rayleigh to NPFA: 660,678



RATES GENERAL

Recovery of General Rate — Authorised Officers: 122

District Rate 1985/86: 32,58,141,173,177
Irrecoverable Items 1984/85: 486
Authorised Prosecuting Off icers: 487,759
District Rate 1986/87: 758

RATE RELIEF

Charitable & Other Organisations: 121,363,485,5&6

RAYLEIGH — PARISH STATUS

Parish Electoral Arrangements: 550

REFUSE COLLECTION AND DISPOSAL

"Save—a—Can" Recycling Scheme: 80

Sponsored Litter Bin Scheme: 191

Trade Refuse Removal: 212

Bottle Banks: 430

Waste Disposal: 493

RENT S

Rent Collection and Arrears: 7,72,185,288,411,581,691
Housing Rents: 8,35
Rental of Ceder Centre, Rayleigh: 216

RIGHTS OP WAY

Diversion of Purdeys lad. Estate: 106

ROACH VALLEY CONSERVATION ZONE 98

Education Officer: 151

Group of Representatives: 335,459,635
Horse Riding Trails in Hockley Woods: 635

ROCHFOED LOCAL DISTRICT PLAN 207,275,355,744

Land West of Doggetts Close, Rochford: 221

Relocation of Allotment Sites: 278

Amendments to: 279,475,481

I nt!!



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

Official Opening: 248,255

SELECTIVE TENDERING 299,309

SEWERS
(See also Surface Water)

Canine Close, Canewdon: 113
Defective Sever — Abbey Road/Abbey Close, llulibridge: 190

SOUTHEND HEALTH AUTHORITY

Matters 283,578
Financil Constraints: I 283,574,578
Start Regional Capital Allocation: 424
Essex Ambulance Service Operational Plan 1986/89: 591,688
Regional Health Authority — Cancer Treatment Services: 592,678,686
Southend Health Authority Operational Plan: 687

SPORT

See Leisure Facilities

STAFF — A.F.T. & C.

D.T.P. — Revised Management Structure: Si
D.L. — Post R45: 128
Woodland Officer: 133
Computer Centre — Restructuring: 159

Designation of D.T.P.: 161

8. Lawrence/C. Parsons — CIPFA: 391
P.R. Blower — Principal Assistant (Architecture): 428,504
Review of Leisure Services Directorate: 451
Staffing Policies & Restructuring: 501
Mr ED. Lee — Solicitor to the Council: 504
T.P.O.'s Authorised Signatories: 518
Mr R. Stanford: 571
Mr A. Hindshaw: 616

STAFF — GENERAL

Manpower: 129
Vacancies: 130
Chief Officers Conditions of Service: 160

Early Retirement & Voluntary Redundancy: 180,237
Warden — Britton Court Extension: 434
Pilot Reward Scheme: 756(a)(i)
Staff Appraisal: 756(a)(ii)

contd/
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STAFF - MANUAL

Early Retirement — Parks Section: 236
Manual Workers Pay Award: 671

40 Rochefort Drive) Rochford: 684
Parks Section Annual Programme: 729

STANDING ORDERS

Suspensiont 53,65,167 ,179 ,273,276,277 ,526,532,564,,651
Amendments: 226

STREET NAMING

Development R/O 43/49 Southend Road) Hockley: 104

Development at 'Warwick Road) RayleIgh: 105,153

Development at Doggetts Close) Rochford: 344

Former Rawreth Industrial Estate: 345
C.H.LI.CI. — Second Access Road: 446,474
Development at 353/355 Ashingdon Road, Rochford: 468

SURFACE WATER
(See also Sewers)

Rayleigh Surface Water Scheme: 99

Ashingdon Hill: 99

Surface Water Ditch — Stile Lane, Rayleigh: 349
Flooding — Rawreth Lane; 350

Hullbridge Pumping Station: 737

Hedgehope Avenue) Rayleigh: 738
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TEACH — INS

Building Regulations: 152
Crime Prevention: 152
Citizens Advice Bureau: 492
Leisure Directorate/SEETEC: 492
Drug Abuse: 506,660
"Fair Havens" Hospice: 660
NPFA: 660

TOURISM

E.C.C. — Tourism In Essex: 230

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING
(See also Conservation Grants

R.V.C.Z.
T & C.P. Contraventions

Trees)

Land RIO South Street, Rochford: 40
Scout Hall) Ark Lane) Rochford: 43
Proposed Retail Development at Thurrock: 45
Plot 2, Green Lane, Eastwood: 61

Agricultural Permitted Development: 109
Doctors Surgery — Adj. to 136 Greensward Lane, Hockley: 116
Rochford Hall Barns: 117

Grange Village, Rayleigh: 146

Amigos Restaurant, Hockley Road, Rayleigh: 164
Land RIO 269 Main Road, Hawkwell: 170,246
T.P.P. & P.T.P. Consultation Documents: 203,222,639
Stansted Airport Expansion: 229,249
Regal Cinema Site, Bellingham Lane, Rayleigh: 242,779
Former Gun Site, Alexandra Road, Wakering: 243
Witherdens Farm, Rawreth: 244
Hotel & Restaurant, Rochford: 251,253,494,742
Olivers Crescent/North Street, Wakering: 270,409
Building Regulations; 367
Structural Engineering Consultants: 368
Baltic Wharf — Canewdon: 396,512,521,531
Erection of Property Adjoining "The Bungalow",
Rayleigh Downs Road: 402

Rayleigh, Rochford, Hockley Rail Stations: 463
Public Path Diversion — No. 10 (Canewdon); 470

Rayleigh Lanes, High Street, Rayleigh: 522
Buildings RIO 2—6 North Street, Rochiord: 528

Springboard Housing — Ashingdon Road, Rochford: 575
Land RIO 21123 North Street, Rochford: 619
Creeksea Ferry Inn — Access for Disabled: 623
Land in Aviation Way — SUFC : 514,525,565,641
Tillingham Hall, Thurrock — Consortium Developments Ltd 643

North Street, Gt. Wakering: 673
Lamb Court Cottage, Pudsey Hall Lane, Canewdon: 712
Jetty — Poreshore, River Crouch, Hullbridge: 718,784
41—67 Lower Lambricks, Rayleigh: 719

c ontd/



TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING — CONTRAVENTIONS

Stationing Caravan — 3 Leicester Avenue, Rochford: 62

Land Adjoining 266 Plumberow Avenue, Hockley: 168
Stationing of Caravans — 250 Greensward Lane, Hockley: 269

9 Grasmere Avenue, Hulibridge: 384
Storage of Caravans — Heath Nurseries, Rayleigh: 397
317 Daws Heath Road, Rayleigh: 398
Repairs/Storage/Sales Vehicles at 25 Meesons Head, Rochford: 399
Skip Business — New House Farm, Poynters Lane, Wakering: 400,778
Storage of Vehicles on Land at Ironwell Lane, Hawkwell: 401
Land R/O "Gophe", Ellesmere Road, Rochford: 405
Unauthorised Caravan — 266 Pluinberow Avenue, Hockley: 420

"Stepping Stones", Canewdon Road, Ashingdon: 519

R/O "Quest End", Rawreth Lane, Rayleigh: 520

The Ives, Trenders Avenue, Rayleigh: 523,693

Development at Curtis Way, Rayleigh: 529
Land South of Eartletts, Rayleigh: 560

Castle Inn, Little Wakering: 561

Unauthorised Caravan Opposite 317 Daws Heath Road, Rayleigh: 589

Unauthorised Sign — 1 Spa Road, Hockley: 711

Suttons Farm, Barling: 713

Suttons Boat Yard, Wakering: 7i4
Unauthorised Sign — 84 The Chase, Rayleigh: 717

Land Of f New Hall Road, Hockley — Tipping of Waste Material: 777

Change of Use — Agricultural Land to Residential Garden —
Various Sites: 780

Construction of Jetty at Foreshore, River Crouch, Hullbridge: 784

Horseshoe Farm, Lower Road, Hullbridge: 785
Barratt Homes Development — Albert Rd/Alexandra Rd, Rayleigh: 786

TRAFFIC REGULATION ORDERS

(See also Highways)

Waiting Restrictions — Rochford/Rayleigh Town Centres: 339
Revision of Waiting Restrictions in Rochford: 465

Waiting/Loading Restrictions — Purdeys Estate, Rochford: 628
Mended Waiting Restrictions — Seddons Walk, Hockley: 629
Overtaking Restrictions — Hockley Road: 649
Speed Limit — Hullbridge Road: 739,771

TREE S

Consultative Procedures — Tree Planting & Felling: 44
Public Open Space — Tree Planting: 321
Clearance of Trees — Grove Woods: 535
Rawreth IndustrIal Estate — Loss of Trees: 566

TWINNING

Haltern Visit: 391
950th Anniversary of Death of Ring Canute: 569
Rochford & District Swimming Club — Visit to Haltern: 617
Visits by S.P.D. & Haltern Fire Brigade: 677



UNFIT HOUSES

3/4 New Row, East End, Paglesham: 73

1 Church Street, Rayleigh: 286,414
3 Russell Row, Canewdon: 287

15 London Road, Rayleigh; 415
23 Hawkwell Park Drive, Hawkwell: 584,692
29 London Hill, Rayleigh: 704

VEHICLES AND PLANT

Special Items — Depot: 48
Maintenance of Refuse Vehicles: 338
Vehicle Fleet Management in Local Government: 761



ROCHFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL MINUTES 


1985 


December 



ROCHFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL

Minutes of the Development Services Committee

At a Meeting held on 5th December, 1985. Present: Councillors D.C. Wood
(Chairman), C.I. Black, T.H. Burt, L.K. Cope, B.A. Crick, Mrs. J. Fawell,
T. Fawell, B.T. Grigg, Mrs. P.E. Hawke, Mrs. Jo Jones, M. J. Jones,
Miss B.G.J. Lovett, G.R. Morgan, R.A. Pearson, J.A. Sheaf, J.P. Taylor and
D.A. Weir.

Apologies: Councillors R.D. Foster, J.A. Gibson, A.J. Harvey and
B. Taylor.

-

Visiting: Councillors Mrs. L.M.A. Camphell—Daley and Mrs. M.A. Weir.

735. MINUTES

Resolved that the Minutes of the Meeting of 29th October, 1985 be approved
as a correct record and signed by the Chairman.

736. MONITORING OF PERFORMANCE — MEETINGS OF 14TH FEBRUARY AND 11TH JULY 1985

The Committee were satisfied that all necessary action had been taken.
Minutes 484/83, 741/84, 462, 465, 469 and 473/85 were carried forward.

737. ANGLIAN' WATER MATTERS

A Member expressed concern on problems relating to the functioning of
the Ferry Road Pumping Station, Huilbridge, particularly that in times
of stress raw sewage overflowed into the River Crouch. Mr. E. Castle of
Anglian Water explained that the situation was being investigated by his
Authority and if designated as a major scheme it would be included within
their Capital Programme. An assurance was given that the District Medical
Officer had been consulted and had advised that the incidence of
gastroenteritis in Hullbridge was not considered to be unusual.

The Committee noted that investigations were being undertaken by the
Directors of Development and Health and Housing on the drainage and health
implications respectively and that a full report would be submitted to the
next Meeting of the Committee.

RECOMMENDED That a report on the problems associated with the Ferry
Road Pumping Station, Hullbridge, be made to the next Meeting of the
Committee. (723) (DI) & Dliii)

738. SURFACE WATER LAND DRAINAGE

The Director of Development reminded the Committee of the surface water

drainage problem at Hedgehope Avenue, Rayleigh, where a large catchment
area of public surface water sewers fed into a culvert under the railway,
which could be exacerbated by further developments in the area.

Members noted that a sum of £27,000 had been allocated for remedial works
within the 1985/86 Capital Estimates, that local consultations had
produced a favourable response to a scheme to enclose the open sections of
ditch and construct a special upstream manhole to prevent blockages and
that British Rail had raised no objections. The Committee welcomed the
provision of such a scheme to be sent out to competitive tender for early
imp lementat ton.
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RECOMMENDED (1) That approval be given to the preparation of a surface
water ditch piping schema for Redgehope &venue, Rayleigh.

(2) That the Director of Development he authorised to select
a number of civil engineering firms to tender as a matter of urgency
so that works can. be completed within the financial year 1985/86. (715)

(DD)

739. SPEED LIMIT — HULLBRIDGE ROAD

The Committee noted that the County Council had invited the Council's
comments on a proposal that the national speed limit of 60 mph for single
carriageway roads should apply to Hullbridge Road from a point north
of its junction with Ferndale Road to a point west of its junction with
Abbey Road. Members felt that as the route was used by a large number
of pedestrians, particularly children, it would not be safe to completely
de—restrict this section of road and that if the alignment, nature and
type of the road supported a case for declassification, then the speed
limit should be 40 mph. It was noted, however, that the County Council
were to review their original proposals.

Sec Mrn..77! RECOMMENDED That the total speed limit declassification of this section
of Hullbrid e Road be opposed flMt Slat cLpcth {untt 4Cmpli bç. rgcorn&ndd
to the cau4Cautctt. jcr thic LChdn of ihut6naç ioad. (Q) (1)1)3.

740. DEVELOPMENT CONTROL STATISTICS — JANUARY TO MARCH 1985 (Minute 638/85)

The Committee noted the report of the Director of Development.

741. IDENTIFICATION OFA GYPSY SITE FOR ROCHFORD (Minute 642/85)

The Committee received the report of the Chief Executive on the Meeting
held on 25th November 1985 with representatives of the Essex County
Council on the above subject, when certain sites in both County and
District ownership had been identified as justifying further

investigation.

RECOMMENDED That the identification of a gypsy site for Rochford be
further investigated in the light of the discussions with County. (F3823)
(CE)

742. HOTEL SITE, BRADLEY WAY, ROCHFORD (Minute 494/85)

The Secretary to the Council reported that an electricity sub—station
was to be situated within the hotel site to serve other properties also.
The Eastern Electricity Board had requested that the freehold of its

location, measuring 4m x Sm, be conveyed to them.

RECOMMENDED That the Secretary to the Council convey 20 square metres of
land to tfie south east of the hotel site in Bradley Way, Rochford, to
Eastern Electricity Board for a nominal consideration on such terms and
conditions as the Secretary to the Council thinks fit. (4499) (SEC)

743. FACILITIES FOR THE DISABLED (Minute 194/81)

The Committee noted the report of the Chief Executive setting out the
text of a letter from a disabled person drawing attention to problems
encountered by wheelchair users within Rayleigh. The Chairman of the

13fl
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Committee suggested that the points raised In the report be conveyed
to the County Council with a view to the problems being alleviated.

RECOMMENDED That the points raised within the report be conveyed to Essex
tounty OdiiKcil with a view to the problems encountered by wheelchair users

in Rayleigh being alleviated. (862) (CE)

744. DISTRICT PLAN WORKING PARTY (Minute 6S5(B)/85)

The Committee received the appended report of the Meeting of the District
Plan Working Party held on 27th November 1985 following consideration
of the Draft Plan by the County Planning Services Committee on the
22nd November 1985. At the request of a Member, the area of MAFF land
to be zoned for residential development in the pre—1991 period was
identified with the aid of a view—foil.

RECOMMENDED (1) That the site at Etheldore venue/Wood Avenue, Hockley
be deleted from Policy 112 and inserted in Policy 115.

(2) That Policy 115 be deleted from the Draft Plan and that a
revised Policy be inserted to read:—

"Within restraint areas not included in the Green Belt the open character
of the land shall be conserved and the existing uses shall remain for
the most part undisturbed. Consideration may be given to temporary uses

provided they do not prejudice the primary objectives of providing for
long term development needs."

(3) That a new Green Belt Policy be provided within Chapter
3 to be complementary to Structure Plan Policy 39.

(4) That the area of riverside development at Kingsman
Farm Road, Uullbridge, be excluded from the Green Belt and defined as
a Rural Settlement Area with defined development limits within which

specific development control policies can protect its special character.

(5) That Policies GB9 and @810 and their preamble he deleted
from the Draft Plan.

(6) That Policy GB11 be deleted and Paragraph 3.14.3 be
revised to read:—

"When consulted on mineral working and tipping applications therefore
the District Planning Authority will have due regard to the County
CouncilTs Minerals Subject Plan, and in particular will oppose
applications for mineral extraction and tipping outside the areas so
allocated on the Proposals Maps (Maps A, B and C) and where there will
be detriment to visual or residential amenities or the highway network
is unsuited to the traffic likely to be generated."

(7) That the area to which the Coastal Protection Policy
will apply be depicted on the Proposals Maps.

(8) That Policy LT13 be strengthened by deleting all of
the existing words after the phrase "Structure Plan Policy NRL8", and
inserting the words "and all forms of development or expansion will be
strongly resisted".

stn



'!!
'T'

Deve1opptSe rvi ces

(9) That the Draft Plan be revised by excluding any specific
reference to post—1990 development, that those aspects be incorporated
within an Informal Plan and that arrangements be made to submit both
those documents to County for further consideration early in the New
Year.

(10) That the County Planning Authority be advised that
thi8 Council accepts in principle the target of 2,600 housing units to
be developed post 1990, to be achieved by means of the sites identified
for that purpose, together with intensification, without further
encroachment into Green Belt.

(11) That an area of i9 acres within the north—eastern sector
of the MAP? site at Downhall, Rayleigh, be zoned for residential

development in the pre—1991 period.

(12) That Officers be authorised to meet with the
representatives of Sway-ne School to discuss with them matters of concern
regarding the MAP? site.

(13) That in view of County's proposal to arrange a joint
meeting with this Council and its neighbouring Authority to discuss Option
7 of the 31013 access to Southend, the Officers be requested to press
that the relevant plans be made available for advance consideration.

(14) That the notation of Baltic Wharf, Waliasea Island,
on Proposal Map 3 be expanded to read "Wharf and Storage".

(15) That the proposed notation of the nursery site adjoining
the Gattens, Flockley Road, Rayleigh, remain unaltered and that
negotiations be pursued for the purchase of Dekkers Wood.

(16) That the Gas Board be advised that the Council will
not enter into negotiations regarding the Gas Board land south of Grange
Village and will resist any attempt to secure its release for residential
purposes in whole or in part. (2081) (DD)

745. BIO13 ACCESS TO SOUTHEND (Minute 640(85)

The Director of Development reported that the results of the
investigations on the Option 7 route were to be discussed by County with
the two local Councils concerned on a date to be agreed.

RECOMMF.NDED That the Chairmen and Vice—Chairmen of this Committee,
Planning Services Committee and Policy & Resources Committee or their
nominees, together with the chairman of the Council and Councillor
R.H. Boyd be authorised to attend the Meeting to be arranged by County.

(11835 & 45) (SEC)

746. HISTORIC BOUNDABY WALLS REAR OF COUNCIL BUILDINGS, SOUTH STREET, ROCHFORD

(Minute 566(6)185)

The Committee received the report of the Director of Development on the
findings of the Consultant Structural Engineers that these walls were
in a dangerous condition and that demolition and reconstruction would
require permission from the Department of the Environment. Members noted
that the cost of renovation was estimated to be £30,000 dependent upon
various factors and the basis upon which this could be financed.
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Discussions with the Manpower Services Commission had established that it
was not appropriate for the scheme to be undertaken through a Community

Programme project.

RECOMMENDED (1) That Listed Building Consent for the demolition and
rebuilding of the walls be sought.

(2) That a virement of £15,000 from Conservation Grants
be made towards the remedial works to these walls.

(3) That the Director of Development be authorised to
negotiate with MBC Construction Limited at agreed rates for rebuilding
of certain sections of the walls up to a maximum figure of £15,000.

(4) That provision be made in the Draft 1986187 Capital
Programme for repair and rebuilding of the remaining parts of the walls
together with provision for all deferred projects under the Conservation
Grants heading.

(5) That the action of the Director of Development in

removing the dangerous portions of the walls be approved. (22268) (PD,
OF)

747. LAND SURPLUS TO REQUIREMENTS AT BRITTON COURT EXTENSION, RAYLEIGH

(Minute 863/84)

The Secretary to the Council reported on a request from the owner of
35 Castle Road, Rayleigh to purchase a small piece of land which had been
declared surplus to requirements in connection with the Britton Court
extension and that the District Valuer had been requested to negotiate
terms.

RECOMMENDED That the Secretary to the Council proceed with the sale
of approximately 15 square metres of land surplus to the requirements of
the Eritton Court extension, Rayleigh, to the owner of No 35 Castle Road,
Rayleigh) at a price to be agreed by the District Valuer and on such other
terms and conditions as the Secretary thinks fit. (18411) (SEC)

748. FIORSE RIDING WORKING PARTY (Minute 636/85)

The Committee noted the report of the Secretary to the Council on the
progress which was being made within the above forum to increase horse
riding facilities within the District. (1347) (SEC)

749. RELOCATION OF DEEPDENE ALLOTMENT SITE (Minute 727(1)185)

The Secretary to the Council reported that the Leisure Services Committee
had agreed the siting and layout of the new allotment site at their
Meeting on 26th November and it would now be appropriate to make an
application for deemed planning consent.

RECOMMENDED That for the purpose of Regulation 4 of the Town & Country
'laiiiing (General) Regulations 1976 permission be sought for the site
to be cultivated as allotments. (6471) (SEC)

750. GOLDEN CROSS PARADE CAR PARK (Minute 633/85)

The Secretary to the Council reported that this application had now been

considered by the Planning Services Committee.
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RECOMMENDED That for the purposes of Regulation 4(5) of the Town &
Country Planning (General) Regulations 1976 the above work be carried
out subject to the condition in Minute 716/85, Para. 26. (902) (SEC)

751. EXCLUSION OF ThE PUBLIC

Resolved that, in accordance with Section 1(2) of the Public Bodies
(Admission to Meetings) Act 1960, the public be now excluded from the
meeting for the reason that publicity would be prejudicial to the public
interest, the business about to be discussed being the subject of
confidential reports, disclosure of which might prejudice the Council's
position in land negotiations.

752. LAND AT BETTS FARM ESTATE, IIOCKLEY

The Secretary to the Council reported in confidence on a request from
the owner of 12 Balmoral Gardens, Rockley, for the Council's consent
to the acquisition of an area of approximately 30 square metres of land in
order to straighten the eastern boundary of his property.

REC0MI1ENDED That the Council consent to the acquisition by the owner
of No 12 Balmoral Gardens, Rockley, of an area of land sufficient to
straighten the eastern boundary of his property. (21006) (SEC)

.
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ROCHFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL

DEVELOPMENT SERVICE S COMMITTEE —5TH DECEMBERJj985

DISTRICT PLAN WORKING PARTY

Report_pf a Meeting held on 27th November 1985. Present: Counciliors
D.C. Wood (iiairman), L.K. Cope, BJ5. Foster, Mrs. Jo Jones, Miss
B.G.J. Lovett, R.A. Pearson, J.A. Sheaf and 3.P. Taylor.

Apologies: Councillors Mrs. FE. Hawke and J.E. Nokes.

1. MINUTES

The Minutes of the Meeting of 3rd July 1985 were agreed as a correct
record.

2. COUNTY CONSIDERATION OF THE DRAFT PLAN

Members of the Working Party had before them the agenda item which had
been prepared for the County Planning Services Committee and which had
given cause for concern in certain respects, together with copies of the
exchange of correspoudence which had taken place in consequence between
the Director of Development and the County Planner. They noted that the
minutes of the County meeting were expected to reflect the understanding
which had been reached with regard to the points at issue, in particular
that the Draft Plan as submitted for certification should not extend
beyond the Structure Plan period and that the post 1990 period be dealt
with by a further informal Plan to be approved by County as not being in
conflict with the emerging revised County Structure Plan

The views which had been expressed by County were then discussed with

particular regard to the following:—

(I) IJous14g_and Pppplati_jto 1991

By comparing the housing provisions of the Draft Plan with the total
dwelling provision in the Approved Structure Plan a nominal over—provision
of 280 units had been identified. This possible response had already been
discussed at the previous meeting of the Working Party when it had been
agreed in that event to delete from Policy 112 the site at Etheldore
Avenue/Wood Avenue, Hockley and insert it within Policy 55.

(ii) Housins — Post 1990

Members noted that there would still be a nominal shortfall of some 200
units from the 2600 units suggested by the County for the post 1990 period
and that it was important to be able to demonstrate the ability to reach

the required target in order to safeguard against appeals succeeding on
the basis ofinsufficiency of supply. In view of the comments made by
County it was recognised that Policy 115 would need to be deleted from the
Plan in its present form and the relevant sites protected by an interim
Policy worded in accordance with that suggested within the County agenda4

(iii) Industry — Post 1990

Similarly, the County's advice that such special policy protection needed
to be afforded also to a post 1990 industrial site was accepted.



(iv) Green Belt

It was recognised that there was a need to provide a Policy in the Draft
Plan complementary to the basic Green Belt Protection Policy 39.

Cv) Rural Settlement Areas

County had accepted the revised concept which had been proposed, with the
exception of Kingsman Farm Road, llulibridge, and their advice in that

respect was accepted.

(vi) Uses in the Green Belt

County had commented that there was already adequate provision for the
consideration of such uses and that Policies 0B9 and 0)310 therefore served
no useful purpose. It was accordingly considered that they should be
deleted.

(vii) Mineral Extraction

Members noted that following initial consultation with County it had been
agreed to reduce Policy 0)311 to the lower case text and to make reference
to the County Council's Minerals Subject Plan.

(viii) Water Recreation

The comments of County regarding Policies LTI4 and LT1S were noted.

(ix) Coastal Protection

It was accepted that there was a need to depict on the Proposals Map the
area to which the Coastal Protection Policy would apply and to strengthen
the wording of Policy LT1D in order to embrace all forms of development.

Arising out of the foregoing it was noted that an Informal. Plan would need
to be produced in respect of the period from 1991 to 2001 as a vehicle
for th.e longer—terms Policies1 Members noted that the intention would be
for the revised Draft Plan and the Informal Plan to be produced for

consideration by County in Mid—January.

RECOMMENDED (1) That the site at Etheldore Avenue/Wood Avenue, Hockley,
be deleted from Policy 112 and inserted in Policy 115.

(2) That Policy 115 be deleted from the Draft Plan and that
a revised Policy be inserted to read:—

"Within restraint areas not included in the Green Belt the open character
of the land shall be conserved and the existing uses shall remain for the
most part undisturbed. Consideration may be given to temporary uses

provided they do not prejudice the primary objectives of providing for
long term development needs."

(3) That a new Green Belt Policy be provided within Chapter 3
to be complementary to Structure Plan Policy 59.



(4) That the area of riverside development at Kingsman Farm
Road, Rulibridge, be excluded from the Green Belt and defined as a Rural
Settlement Area with defined development limits within which specific
development control policies can protect its special character.

(5) That Policies GB9 and GB1O and their preamble be deleted
from the Draft Plan.

(6) That Policy GBll be deleted and Paragraph 3.14.3 be
revised to read:—

"When consulted on mineral working and tipping applications therefor, the
District Planning Authority will have due regard to the County Council's
Minerals Subject Plan, and in particular will oppose applications for
mineral extraction and tipping outside the areas so allocated on the
Proposals Maps (Maps A, B and C) and where there will be detriment to
visual or residential amenities or the highway network is unsuited to the
traffic likely to be generated."

(7) That the area to which the Coastal Protection Policy wilt

apply be depicted on the Proposals Maps.

(8) That Policy LT13 be strengthened by deleting all of the
existing words after the phrase "Structure Plan Policy NR18," and
inserting the words "and all forms of development or expansion will be

strongly resisted".

(9) That the Draft Plan be revised by excluding any specific
reference to post 1990 development,' that those aspects be incorporated
within an Informal Plan, and that arrangements be made to submit both
those documents to County for further consideration early in the New
Year. (DD)

3. WMJSING TARGETS POST 1990

The panel agreed that the County target of 2,600 housing units should be

accepted in principle.

RECOMMENDED That the County Planning Authority be advised that this
Council accepts in principle the target of 2,600 housing units to be
developed post 1990, to be achieved by means of the sites identified for
that purpose together with intensification, without further encroachment
into the Green Belt. (DD)

4. HAFF LAND ATDOWNRALL, RAYLEIGR

The Director of Development reported with the aid of a viewfoil on the
need to identify within the site the area of some 19 acres of land to be
developed in the pre—1991 period. The Working Party were satisfied with
the configuration which was proposed, which would assist in the relocation
of the Deepdene allotment site, and noted the status of the various other
parcels of land involved, including an area outside MAFF's ownership which
had potential for development. Members were pleased to learn from the
Chief Executive that Ministerial approval had been given to the principle
of the land exchange, thereby avoiding the problem of controls on Capital
Receipts. It was also noted that representatives of Sweyne School were
seeking a meeting on points of concern to them.

RECOMMENDED (1) That an area of 19 acres within the north eastern sector if



of the MAFF site at Downhall Rayleigh, be zoned for residential

development in the pre—1991 period.

(2) That Officers be authorised to meet with the
representatives of Sweyne School to discuss with them matters of concern
regarding the above site. (DD)

5. TRANSPORTATION NETWORK

The Director of Development advised the Working Party that County were
looking for a joint meeting with this Authority and Southend on Option
7 of the 31013 access to Southend. Whilst members were mindful of the
fact that it was still the policy Of both Local Councils to press for
Option 4 they felt strongly that the plans should be made available for
consideration prior to the projected meeting, having regard to the known
Involvement of Southend in their preparation.

RECOMMENDED That in view of County's proposal to arrange a joint meeting
with this Council and its neighbouring Authority to discuss Option 7 of
the BlOl3 access to Southend, the Officers be requested to press that the
relevant plans be made available for advance consideration. (DD)

6. BALTIC WHARF, WALLASEA ISLAND

The Director of Development reported on various representations received
concerning the definition of the site within the Draft Plan. Members
considered that the extent of the site was accurately defined on the Draft
Plan and that it was appropriate to retain the Green Belt notation
overstaging this and adjacent sites. However, Members felt that the
addition of the word "Wharf" to the site notation would more accurately
reflect the existing use.

RECOMMENDED That the notation of Baltic Wharf, Wallasea Island on Proposal

Map B be expanded to read "Wharf and Storage". (DD)

7 • DERKERS WOOD AND LAND ADJOINING THE CATTENS, HOCKLEY ROADJRAUEIGH

The Director of Development reminded the Working Party of the history of
the above site and advised them of the current stage of negotiations pn
purchase of Dekkers Wood, namely that dedication had been offered in
exchange for planning permission for residential development on the
former nursery site. The Working Party adhered to the view that this site
did not satisfy the criteria for release and should remain within the
Green Belt and that negotiations should continue for the purchase of
Dekkers Wood.

RECOMMENDED That the proposed notation of this site remain unaltered and
that negotiations be pursued for the purchase of Dekkers Wood. (DD)

8. GAS BOARD LAND SOUTH OF GRANGE VILLAGE

The Director of Development referred to the above 7 acre site with the
aid of a viewfoil and advised the Working Party of the arguments that were
currently being advanced by the Gas Board that the Council should zone
approximately one—half of that site for residential development and that
the remainder should be dedicated as public open space. Members noted
that those arguments revolved around the need to provide a new access to
the site, on the Gas Board's involvement under Section 27 of the Public



Realth Act 1.936 in the management of a boundary stream which formed part
of the local drainage system and of their ownership of land which would be

required by the Council in. assembling the agreed scheme, preferably by way
of an unopposed C.P.O.

Members felt very strongly tbat notwithstanding the Gas Board's arguments,
any further development in this area should be firmly resisted, noting its
previous planning history, the limitations of the road network and the
expectations of local residents.

RECOMMENDED That the Gas Board be advised that the Council will not enter
into negotiations regarding the above site and will resist any attempt to
secure its release for residential purposes in whole or in part. (UD)
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ROCEPORD DISTRICT COUNCIL

Minutes of the Policy and Resources Committee

At a Meeting held on 10th December 1985 Present: Councillors A.J. Harvey
(Chairman), N.M. Anderson, lUll. Boyd, W.H. Budge, Mrs. L.M.A. Campbell—
Daley, L.K. Cope, B.A. Crick, T. Fawell, R.D. Poster, J.A. Gibson,
Mrs. E.M. Hart, D.R. Helson, Mrs Jo Jones, Miss B.G.J. Lovett,
Mrs. J.M. Munson, J.E. Nokes, R.A. Pearson, J.A. Sheaf, C. Stephenson,
B. Taylor, J.P. Taylor and D.C. Wood.

Apologies: Cotrncillor K.E. Banks

753. MINUTES

Resolved that the Minutes of the Meeting of 5th November 1985 and the

Special Meeting of 6th November 1985 be approved as a correct record and

signed by the Chairman.

754. MONITORING OF PERFORMANCE

(a) Policy and Resources Committee — Meetings of 4th June and
24th aeptember 1985

(b) Council Meetings of 11th June and 8th October 1985

The Committee were satisfied that all necessary action had been taken.
Minutes 858/83, 855, 873, 893 and 900/84, and 140(a), 140(b), 147, 148,
392, 538, 546 and 550/85 were carried forward.

755. MINUTES OF COMMITTEES

The Committee received the following Minutes:—

Committee Date Minute Nos.

Special Policy & Resources 14th November 1985 681 — 682
Health & Housing Services 19th November 1985 683 — 708
Planning Services 21st November 1985 709 — 719
Leisure Services 26th November 1985 720 — 734
Development Services 5th December 1985 735 — 752

756. PANEL REPORTS

RECOMMENDED That the appended reports and the following recommendations
as amended be adopted.

kNote: Recommendations on which action has been taken have been omitted).

Panel Date

(A) Staffing Sub—Committe 7th November 1985

(i) That the appended pilot recard scheme be adopted as amended, the
cost to be met from Salaries Votes. (SEC)

(ii) That responsibility for staff appraisal rest with this Sub—Committee.

(SEC)
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Policy and Resources Committee

(B) Rate Consulatton Panel 11th November 1985

(i) That consideration be given to organising a further Business Seminar
possibly in conjunction with a local trades exhibition to be held in
the Autumn of 1986. (DD)

(ii) That the possibility of providing an initial rate—free period to

encourage the re—occupation of empty industrial buildings be pursued.
(DF)

(C) Chairmants Panel 13th &ovetaber 1985

That the Officers be asked to inspect the Eldon Way Industrial Estate,
Hockley and report to the appropriate Committee in due course. (DD)

(D) Economic Development Panel 20th November 1985

(i) That the Terms of Reference of the Economic Development Panel he as
follows:—

(a) To give preliminary consideration to any planning application or
enquiry which has the prospect of additional employment or economic

growth.

(b) In that connection, to be concerned with all aspects of
employment generation and economic growth within the District, to
explore the best means of attracting and retaining industry and
commerce and to identify any disincentives which exist presently.

(c) To make recommendations on the foregoing to the appropriate
Committee or to the Council. (SEC)

(ii) That the feasibility of a scheme for small industrial units at the
Council Depot be investigated and a report made thereon to the Policy
and Resources Committee. (nfl)

757. FINANCE REPORT

The Committee received the appended report of the Director of Finance and
noted that a report would be made to the next Meeting of the Committee on
the question of insurance cover for Members when they attended meetings
of outside bodies as representatives of the Council.

RECOMMENDED (1) That the action of the Director of Finance, in paying the
accounté detailed in paragraph I of his report, be confirmed.

(2) That a report be made to the next Meeting of the Committee
on the question of insurance cover for Members attending Meetings of
outside bodies as representatives of the Council. (7O8)(DF)

758. DISTRICT RATE 1986/87

The Committee considered the appended report of the Director of Finance
outlining provisional limits within which Management Team could prepare
a budget, pending the announcement of Rate Targets. Members expressed
concern that notwithstanding compliance with Government o1icy and
guidelines it would appear that the District could again eceive an



Policy and Resources Committee

adverse settlement. They were advised that advance representations had
been made to the local M.P. and the Department of the Environment
regarding the basis upon which the provisional assessment had been made.

RECOMMENDED That the Management Team be instructed to prepare a budget at
or below GREA and that the effect on the District rate be reported to a
later meeting when the Rate Support Grant settlement is known. (708)(MT)

759. AUTHORISATION OF PROSECUTING OFFICERS (Minute 487/85)

The Director of Finance reported on the necessity to revise the list of
Officers authorised to institute or defend proceedings on behalf of the
Council in connection with the recovery of outstanding General Rate or
parking fines.

RECOMMENDED That the following postholders be authorised in accordance
with Section 223, Local Government Act 1972 to conduct proceedings on
behalf of the Council:—

P. 1 — Director of Finance
F. 3 — Principal Assistant (Revenues)
F. 5 — Chief Assistant (Income)
F.21 — Chief Cashier
F.26 — Senior Rating Assistant
P.29 — Senior Rating Assistant. (757)(DF)

760. CAR PARKING CHARGES (Minute 541/85)

The Committee considered the appended report of the Secretary to the
Council, summarising the responses which had been received from various
consultees regarding the Council's decision to vary the scale of car
parking charges and setting out the further procedural stages involved.

RECOMMENDED (1) That the observations of the various consultees be noted.

(2) That the Secretary to the Council be authorised to
advertise the proposals, in accordance with Article 5 of the 1969

Regulations.

(3) That authority to make the necessary Off—Street Parking
Order be delegated to the Policy and Resources Committee to be held on 4th
March 1986. (28439) (SEC)

761. IMPROVING VEHICLE FLEET MANAGEMENT IN LOCAL GOVERNMENT

The Committee considered the appended report of the Director of Finance
outlining the advantages of contract hire of vehicles in certain
circumstances, as opposed to purchase or lease.

RECOMMENDED That the Director of Finance be authorised to use contract
hire where financial savings can be demonstrated. (226)(DF)

762. SOUND LEVEL METER

The Director of Health and Housing reported on the need to replace the
sound level meter used by the Environmental Health Officers with a model
incorporating the latest technological advances. Members welcomed the
proposal which would facilitate unmanned monitoring and could in
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consequence result in more realistic readings. They noted that the
CEL 262 Noise Analyser and attachments would cost £7,526 and be compatible

with existing ancillary equipment.

RECOMMENDED That provision be made within the 1986/87 draft Revenue
Estimates for the purchase of a CEL 262 Noise Analyser, microphone,
leads, windshield and outdoor enclosure at a cost of £7,526.(6259)(DF)

763. APPOINTMENTS TO OUTSIDE BODIES (Minute 264/85)

The Secretary to the Council reminded Members of Councillor
P.O. Gwinnell's recent decision to give up his seat on the Council which
had created a vacancy on the Southend'-on—Sea Post Office and Telecom
Advisory Committee. A Member praised the professional expertise
Councillor Gwinell had brought to the Council.

RECOMMENDED That Councillor C. Stephenson be appointed as the Council's
representative on the Southend—on--Sea Post Off ice and Telecom Advisory

Committee. (4552)(SEC)

764. ESSEX COUNTY COUNCIL — SOCIAL SERVICES CONFERENCE

The Secretary to the Council reported receipt of an invitation from the
above body for representatives to participate in a Conference at County
Hall on Tuesday 11th March 1986, on the theme of "Care in the Community".

RECOMMENDED That the Council be represented by the Chairman of the Health
and Housing Services Committee with the Director of Health and Housing.

(218 ) (SEC)

765. BRITISH RAIL (Minutes 664 & 678/85)

The Director of Development reported on a reply from British Rail to the
points raised at a meeting with them on the 1st November 1985. As regards
the new timetable due to commence in May 1986, it had been ascertained
that the introduction of through trains from the newly electrified
Southminster branch line would reduce the capacity required for passengers
boarding at Wickford. Members noted that a further meeting had been held
at County Hall on the 20th November to discuss British Rail matters when
the Chairman of the Transport Users Consultative Committee had been

present. (900)(DD).

766. CYCLE OF MEETINGS 1986/87 (Minute 142/85)

The Committee considered the appended draft Cycle of Meetings for 1986/87
which had been prepared on the basis approved in connection wIth the
budget strategy for the current year.

RECOMMENDED That the Cycle of Meetings for 1986/87 be adopted. (856)(SEC)

767 • EXCLUSION OF THE PUBLIC

Resolved that, in accordance with Section 1(2) of the Public Bodies
(Admission to Meetings) Act 1960, the public be now excluded from the

meeting for the reason that publicity would be prejudicial to the public
interest, the business about to be discussed beng the subject of a
confidential report the disclosure of which mig?kc benefit a contractor or

supplier.
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768. PUBLIC HALL AND LEISURE CENTRES — CATERING (Minute 682/85)

The Directors of Finance and Leisure reported in confidence on their
detailed investigations into the financial implications of adopting a
comprehensive catering service within the Council—owned halls and Leisure
Centres (with the exception of Castle Hall) as recommended by Trusthouse
Forte in their con8ultancy report.

Some Members expressed concern at the level of expenditure which would be
required. The Committee noted however, that the financial appraisal
supported implementation as a viable proposition based on the existing

booking arrangements *

RECOMMENDED (1) That in the light of the financial forecast the Council
do enter into a consultaucy agreement and adopt the proposals of the
Confidential Report submitted by Trusthouse Forte.

(2) That appropriate financial provision be made in the
Capital and Revenue Budget for 1985/86 and the Draft Revenue and Capital
Budgets for 1986/87.

(3) That a further report be brought to this Committee on the
'Stage 2' proposals after a suitable period of full operation as set out
in the Report.

(4) That the competitive tendering procedurs be waived in
this instance. (6771, 6643 and 435)(DL, DF).

'3?'?



AGENDA I_M2
ROCHFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL

POLXCY AND RESOURCES COMMITTEE — 10TH DECEMBER 1985

REPORT OF THE STAFFING SUB—COMMITTEE

At a Meeting held on 7th November, 1985. Present: Councillors A.J. Ervey
tNairman), R.H. Boyd, LJC Cope,R.D.Fo r, B. Taylor and D.C. Wood.

1. EXCLUSION OF THE PUBLIC

Resolved that, in accordance with Section 1(2) of the Public Bodies
(Admission to Meetings) Act 1960, the public be now excluded from the
meeting for the reason that publicity would be prejudicial to the public
interest, the business about to be discussed being thesubject of

confidential staffing reports.

2. STAFF SIDE

The Chairman welcomed Mr. 0.14. Scoging, Chairman of the Local Branch and
Mr. A. Eisenhauer and Mr. J. Whittam.

3. REPORT OF THE LAST MEETING

The report of the Meeting held on 23rd January 1985 was approved as a
correct record.

4. TIME OFF_FOR BLOOD DONOR PURPOSES

The Regional Blood Transfusion Service was still trying to arrange a
special session for the Council employees and other large employers in
the vicinity. Whilst it was agreed that this was the best option, the
Sub—Committee decided that in the meantime staff wishing to give blood
should be allowed at their Chief Officer's discretion to attend any local

public session at any time during working hours. (SEC)

5. CAR ALLOWANCE RULES

The Staff Side sought a review of the rules relating to the deduction
of the normal home to office and return mileage in circumstances when
the mileage was not actually travelled. Directors had exercised
discretion over the implementation of the rules in certain exceptional
respects but the Staff Side wanted the principle established that staff
should be reimbursed for the mileage travelled. Members could see
difficulty in conceding the Staff Side claim in its entirety as normal
home to office mileage was not an expense borne by the employer and had
tax implications. Similar rules applied in the Civil Service.

It was agreed that further discussion should be deferred until later in
the Meeting when proposals for the introduction of lump sum car allowances
had been considered.

6. POST ENTRY TRAINING

The Staff Side asked for the reimbursement of the whole cost of travei
to College and for the deduction of the public transport fare from home
to office and return to be discontinued. The Sub—Committee accepted
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advice from the Chief Executive that it might be reasonable to disregard
home to office mileage and return for regular attendance at College
particularly as the full fare was reimbursed for attendance at Seminars.

Resolved that the Post Entry Training Rules be amended accordingly.

(194)(sEc)

1. BUDGET ECONOMIES

The Staff Side requested a report on the progress of the budget strategy
as regards staffing costs. The Chief Executive explained that the target
figure had been achieved in cash terms although the savings in posts had
yet to be completed. The Chairman of the Local Branch referred to the
difficulty being experienced by staff as a result of the reductions in
the establishment and the effects of the two month moratorium on the
filling of vacancies. It was a cause of stress and low morale.

The Chief Executive expressed the hope that next year the Council would
be able to pursue less stringent policies but it was likely that the
moratorium would have to continue.

8. VIOLENCE AND DAMAGE TO PERSONAL EFFECTS

The Staff Side drew attention to the increased incidence of threatening
behaviour by members of the public and to damage to clothing caused by
acts of violence. The Sub—Committee agreed that this was a regrettable
symptom of modern society and asked that immediate steps be taken to
obtain the necessary insurance cover, accepting that no member of staff
should suffer financial loss in the proper performance of their

dutiea.(DF)

9. VDU OPERATORS — PREGNANCY

The Staff Side were assured that there was no evidence to suggest that
there was any cause for concern but that should any new facts emerge the
situation would be reviewed again.

1•
10. LUMP SUM CAR ALLOWANCES

The Chief Executive explained that attempts had been made in the past
to introduce lump sun allowances although the concept had not appealed
to staff at the time. The tax position had since changed. Budget
provision was fixed on the cash levels of previous years. The rules
governing claims were in themselves producing anomalies. Re suggested
that for essential car users a lump sum could be agreed on an individual
basis which would be more or less equal to the current lump sum plus the
annual mileage. The allowance would be paid monthly. The proposal would
reduce paperwork and auditing involvement considerably. Very accurate
records of mileage existed for each post and the last six months figure
could be used as the basis for determining the annual miieage levels and
calculating the allowance. Once fixed this would not be reviewed for
two years although it would need to be reassessed in the event of a change a

in duties. The allowance would be attached to the post and would be tied
to the rates in the National Conditions of Service so as to take account
of movements in the price of petrol.

The Chief Executive stressed that there would have to e total agreement
from the staff to the introduction of the revised syst m.



The Staff Side advised that they were not against the proposal hut wished
to see it in detail. The Sub—Committee asked the Chief Executive to
produce a scheme and noted that in view of the administrative savings
involved the Council had some latitude over the level of allowances.
It was accepted that the next opportunity for implementing a change would
be 1st April 1986.

Resolved that the Chief Executive consult further with the Staff Side
on thelintroduction of lump sum car allowances. (194)(CE & SEC)

11. CAR ALLOWANCE RULES

Further to paragraphs 5 and 10 above the Sub—Committee were sympathetic
to some relaxation of the present rules with regard to home to office
mileage and return where this had not been travelled and asked that if
possible the Chief Executive extend for general application the discretion
exercised by Chief Officers for particular categories of staff.

Resolved that the Chief Executive be authorised to agree revised car
allowance rules with the Staff Side. (194)(CE & SEC)

12. STAFF HAND BOOK

It was noted that those sections of the draft hand book relating to car
allowances and post entry training would now have to be amended. The
Staff Side confirmed that in all other respects they accepted the document
represented existing conditions save for the new sections on disabled

persons, disciplinary and grievance procedures and periods of notice.
They asked to be consulted on the form of the letter of offer of

employment.

As regards a change in the end of the leave year from 31st March to SO
September, the Staff Side asked that the views of the staff be obtained.
It was accepted that it would assist the work of some directorates but
not others.

Resolved (1) that the Secretary to the Council

(a) Consult the Staff Side on the form of the letter of offer of

employment.

(b) Obtain the views of all members of staff on a change in the end of
the leave year from March to September.

(2) that subject to the revision of the sections on car
allowances and post entry training the staff hand book be adopted.

(194)(SEC)

13. STAFF APPRAISAL SCRE!iE

The Chairman of the Local Branch confirmed that they had raised no
objection to the revised staff appraisal scheme. They had however
expressed the hope that the reward proposals could be extended as widely
as possible. Be felt that the situation nationally had left staff with
doubts about their future. Staff turnover had increased and given that
new staff could not be expected to make a full contribution immediately
the moratorium on the filling of vacancies placed pressure on the sta f
remaining for more than two months. They saw the reward proposals as n
opportunity to restore morale.

JMcy
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The Sub—Committee indicated their support for the reward proposals, which

they hcped would provide the necessary incentives.

14. STAFF MORALE

The Chief Executive shared the concern of the Staff Side over the

uncertainty caused by changes being considered at National level. The
reorganisation of GLC and Metropolitan Counties, the review of the rating
system, changes in responsibility for Building Control and the
privatisation of Local Authority services and professional consultancy
services, were all examples of the doubts which existed. It was small
wonder that against this background matters of day—to—day management could
assume disproportionate dimensions.

The Chairman of the Local Branch suggested that communications might be
further improved so that staff might share in the knowledge of the

problems facing the organisation and the reasons for decisions on policy
and strategy. The Chief Executive mentioned that a number of meetings
had been held with staff about the budget but that it might help if even
larger meetings with the staff were arranged. The Chairman of the Sub-
Committee stressed that Members of the Council prided themselves on the
special relationship which existed at Rochford between Members and staff
and he was anxious that staff should be aware of the Council's concern

that this relationship might be jeopardised by the present feelings of
uncertainty.

The Staff Side representatives then left the Meeting.

15. SPECIAL CONSTABULARY

The Sub—Committee noted that there was no requirement for Special
Constables to take time off work for training or other duties.

16• CHIEF ACCOUNTANT — DIRECTORATE OF FINANCE

The Sub—Committee endorsed action taken by the Chief Executive to enable
the Director of Finance to attract suitably qualified applicants following
a vacancy at Group Accountant level. The establishment of the Directorate
had been amended by the creation from the two Group Accountant posts of
a Chief Accountant and Accounting Technician which would be self financing
at the maximum of the grades.

Members agreed that in view of the difficulties of retaining qualified
senior accountancy personnel, the Chief Accountant post was one to which
the term contract arrangements might apply once the new incumbent had

proved himself. (PF)(DF)

17 • FIXED TERM CONTRACTS

The Sub—Committee asked the thief Executive to report on other key
personnel to whom the term contracts might be extended. (CE & SEC)

18 • STAFF APPRAISAL SCHEME- REWARD

The Chief Executive reminded the Sub—Committee that they had still to
determine the method and scale of the reward payments to be introduced
under the staff appraisal scheme. After discussion Members agreed to
recommend the implementation of the appended pilot scheme which they would
wish to review having seen the scheme in practice forthis year's
appraisal exercise. The cost would be met from salar s votes.



As to the appraisal of senior management and other staff, the Sub-
committee considered that they were now the appropriate Member—level forum
to undertake this function and agreed to seek a change in tends of
reference to this effect.

RECOMMENDED (1) That the appended pilot scheme be adopted, the cost to
be met from salaries votes.

(2) That responsibility for staff appraisal rest with this
Sub—Committee. (194)(SEC)

19. SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDERS

During the discussion of the foregoing item it was

Resolved that Standing Order 1.8 be suspended to a1low transaction of
the remaining business.
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APPENDIX TO TUE 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 £100, £150 or £200 which would not
be pensionable.

It is intended that this scale of 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.

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 to 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 would be made of this on the appraisal
forms.

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

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

The Chief Executive would confirm to each Chief Officer whether he
supported the recommendations and draw attention to any recommended
amounts which he considered inconsistent.

No member of the Council would be permitted to submit any
recommendations.

The recommendations would be submitted to the Appraisal Panel who would
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 would be
present when the Appraisal Panel determined the recommendations but they
too would have to withdraw individually if their own recommendatiois were
under discussion.



AGENDA ITEM 6(B)
ROCUFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL

POLICY AND RESOURCES COMMITTEE - 10TH DECEMBER, 1985

REPORT_9F TEE RATE CONSULTATION PANEL

At a Meetin2 held on Uth NovembT 1985. Present: Councillors A.J. Harvey
(Chairman), B.T. Grigg, Miss B.G.J. Lovett and J.P. Taylor.

Representing industrial and commercial ratepayers:

R. Blower) Rayleigh Chamber of Trade
P. fisher)
A. Guinness Guinness Brothers PLC

R. Murray Sirco Controls Limited
D. Porter Fisco Limited
T. Taber National Federation of Self—Employed and

Small Businesses.

Apolog4çs: Messrs 0. Carey, R. Covington and C. Potter.

1. MINUTES OP THE MEETING OF 5TH JUNE 1985

The Minutes were agreed as a true record.

2. INDUSTRIAL AND COMMERCIAL PREMISES - LEVEL OF RENT

The Panel considered the reponse which had been received from the
Secretary of State for the En'vironment to the representations which had
been made through the local H.P. on the above subject indicating that the
Government did not intend to seek to influence commercial rents. It was
agreed that there was little to be gained from endeavouring to pursue the
matter.

RECOMMENDED That the response be noted.

3. BUSINESS SEMINAR HELD ON 4TH SEPTEMBERJ985

The Panel received the Synopsis of the above Seminar and discussed the
concept of a follow—up in the Autumn of 1986 possibly on a more local
theme and incorporating an exhibition of industry within the District.
Such an exhibition, being organised by the local authority, would not
involve a charge to participants but it would necessitate a considerable
amount of research and preparation and any assistance which could be
provided in its organisation and support, particularly through the local
Chambers of Trade, would be most welcome.

In that connection the Panel were reminded that the Council had a very
real interest in promoting trade within the District, and was able to
offer facilities for overseas customers to be hosted in congenial
surroundings and had also lobbied successfully for grant aid on behalf of
local development.

RECOMMENDED That consideration be given to organising a further business
seminar possibly in conjunction with a local trades exhibition,1 to be held
in the Autumn of 1986.
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4. CAR PARICING CHARGES — CONSULTATION

The Panel were advised that although they were not statutory consultees
it seemed entirely appropriate to involve them in that process. They had
therefore been sent a copy of the consultation letter and the background
to the increase having been explained, their comments were invited.

In response Members welcomed the opportunity of consultation and expressed
concern that the car parking account, which currently showed a healthy
profit, could be adversely affected and that customer resistance night
detract from the trade of the traditional shopping centres. Whilst
accepting that the Council needed to balance its books, a more

constructive method might be by looking for savings elsewhere, for example
in the cost of rate collection. Reference was also made to the
considerable deficit incurred in respect of the Council's leisure
activities.

The Panel were reminded that charges for car parking had last been revised
in September 1983 when the main criticism had been that to introduce a
charge of lop for the first half hour was unrealistic and insufficient for
motorists to achieve the purpose of their visit. That criticism was fully
met by the new scale which in providing for a new charge of lOp for the
first hour was a reversion to the level of charge prior to September
1983.

It had to be remembered that the car parking account had been in deficit
prior to 1980 when charges had been introduced, and had been subsidised
from the General Rate fund, but the view had prevailed that this was not
an equitable arrangement. There was a strong element of traffic
management in that philosophy, because free car parking had attracted
commuters to the detriment of shoppers and thus town traders. The
generation of an income for parking provided a much—needed contribution to
the General Rate fund which assisted in holding down the level of rate
increase and helped to avoid the possibility of incurring R.S.G. penalty.
Although there had been customer resistance to the initial introduction of
parking charges, ticket sales had increased in every succeeding year. The
proposed change in the scale and the provision of interchangeability for
season tickets made it difficult to predict to what extent the increases
would be offset by a changed pattern of parking, but the target was to
raise an additional £30,000 per annum which would largely be used in car

park improvement schemes.

As regards the need to look for savings elsewhere, the Panel were advised
that a report by the External Auditors had highlighted certain areas which
might be scrutinised. A programme had accordingly been drawn up to ensure
that the necessary action was taken and that process was already well
advanced. Rate collection had been mentioned specifically, but the Panel
were reassured that this area had been the subject of recent examination
which had revealed that the slightly higher than average cost of
collection was more than offset by an excellent record on cash flow and a
low level of arrears. Moreover, measures were in mind which could further
improve the situation.

Turning to the comnents which had been made on the Council's leisure
activities, the Panel were advised that less than half the deficit was
attributable to the Leisure Centres, the remainder being largely incurred

in maintaining the large areas of public open space throughout the
District. The provision of leisure facilities was regarded as a service
to the community, the range of which would not otherwi be available. tn



that connection it had to be borne in mind that whereas squash players
were willing and able to pay an economic price for the hire of a court,
swimming — which attracted the young and the disabled — was heavily
subsidised and that picture was reflected nationally. The Council was
justifiably proud of its leisure buildings and regarded them as a great
assets

RECONMENDED That the Panel's comments be noted.

5. CHARGES FOR OTHER COUNCIL FACILITIES

The Panel were advised that the general philosophy of the Council was to
charge what the market would bear without adversely affecting custom, and
that the approach to increasing charges was that modest regular reviews
were preferable. Some Members of the Panel continued to express concern
at the level of expenditure on leisure by comparision with other Council
activities. They were advised that a true comparision with the housing
services account which had been quoted would reveal first that there was
a Government subsidy of £800,000 involved in the latter case and secondly
that Sports Halls made a contribution to the rates of £100,000 out of
their ipcome. The role of the leisure facilities in attracting industry
to the District and enhancing the quality of life was also stressed, and
this factor was borne out by other Members of the Panel.

6. CAPITAL PROGRANME

The Director of Finance reported that an announcement was due from the
Government on public expenditure which would embrace permission for
local authorities to borrow and to spend a proportion of their capital
receipts. It could be anticipated that priority would be given to stress
areas. That being the case, the Council would concentrate its spend upon
housing as having a nil rate consequence and would not envisage any
further major investments because of their effect upon the General Rate
Fund. In response to a question it was confirmed that there was a very
real need to purchase a replacement main—frame computer but that the

timing might be subject to slippage.

7. RATE LEVEL 1986/8.7.: REVENUE EXPENDITURE: R.S.G. SETTLEMENT

The Director of Finance advised the Panel that the Council were

endeavouring to plan next year's target against a background of
uncertainty caused by a declining Rate Support 1Grant settlement and an
increasing reliance by Central Government on grant related expenditure
assessment, the basis for which was not constant. Provisional indications
were that Rochford would again fare badly in that assessment, and the
Council's finance programme needed to be geared to avoid the penalties of
spending above the G.R.E.A. level. It was not possible at this stage to
estimate the likely effect on the rate figure, but a further meeting would
be arranged when the necessary information had been received.

8. REFUSE COLLECTION SERVICE

The Chief Executive referred to the Government's stated intention of
introducing legislation to ensure that local authorities tested the
competitiveness of their services by inviting tenders from the private
sector. He said that the Council intended to undertake such a project
with the refuse collection service in advance of any compulsion to do so,
and recalled that as a result of an exercise on cleaning costs, it hd
been possible to achieve economies and retain the in—house service.

\
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In response to a question it was stated that the Council was by no means
opposed to the concept of privatisation and half of the building
maintenance programme was now carried out on a contract basis, using local
firms who had been the cheapest tenderers. Some of the Council's other
activities were less attractive to the private sector, the parks service
being a case in point.

The Panel expressed very favourable comment on the quality of the refuse
collection service and of the transformation which was being effected by
the introduction of the wheeled bin scheme. They were assured that their
appreciation would be passed on to the employees concerned.

9. LIFTING THE BURDEN

The Chief Executive referred to the Command White Paper which had been
circulated to Members on its publication in July. It was not yet known
when legislation would be introduced to give effect to its proposals. In
the meantime it had been decided to form a Panel of Members to preview

planning applications which would generate employment, prior to their
consideration by the Planning Services Committee. Such a forum could give
greater consideration to the overall benefits to the community which often
became obscured. when considering the planning issues in isolation. The
Panel were pleased to note the approach which was being adopted.

10. MATCHBOX TOYS LIMITED

The Panel were advised that the deferred rate had been paid in full and
that the assistance which had thereby been provided had proved to be of
great benefit to the District, siuce the Company had now based its entire
operation in Rochford and was expanding and employing local sub-
contractors.

A Member noted the attitude of the Council towards rate deferment for
small business start—ups and asked whether an exception might be made by
providing an initial Rate—free period so as to encourage empty and hence
non—rated buildings being brought back into use. It was considered that
the suggestion had merit and ought to be pursued with County.

RECOMMENDED That the possibility of providing an initial rate—free period
to encourage the reoccupation of empty industrial buildings be pursued.

11. ITEMS OF INTEREST

The Panel noted the following items of interest:—

1. An article entitled "The District Council Role in Economic
Development and Employment" which had recently been published by the
A.D.C.

2. An article entitled "Rates, Jobs and the Local Economy" which had
appeared in the September issue of "Public Money".

3. A series of questions which had appeared In an article entitled
"Rates Consultation — How to Keep it Moving" in the March issue of
"First Voice" and had been completed in respect of the Council's
services.

4. The Council's Annual Report and Accounts or 1984/85.



. 12. CUARITY SHOPS

A Member enquired as to the rating position as it applied to charity
shops. The Director of Finance outlined the position in broad terms but
said that there were complicating factors and it was agreed that the legal
position would be defined and incorporated in the Minutes. This is as
follows:—

Arising from the case of Oxf am v Birmingham City Council, the Rating
(Charity Shops) Act 1976 introduced Sub Section 9(a) to Section 40 of the
General Rate Act 1967. This specifies that a property shall be treated as
being used for charitable purposes (and therefore entitled to mandatory
rate relief of 50%) if it is used only or mainly for the sale of goods
donated to the charity and the proceeds are applied for charitable
purposes. Subsequent test •cases have established that the proceeds from
donated goods must exceed the. proceeds derived from other sales by the

shop (after deduction of expenses).

13. DIRECTIONAL SIGNS

The Chief Executive advised the Panel of the decision of the Policy and
Resources Committee to pursue the signposting of facilities within the
District.

14 DATE OF NEXT MEETING

It was agreed that provision should be made for the next meeting of the
Rate Consultation Panel to take place on Monday, 10th February 1986
subject to confirmation in the light of the rate— king process at that
time.

V
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AG-MJDA i 6(c)

ROCHEORD DISTRICT COUNCIL

POLICY AND RESOURCES COMMITTEE — 10TH DECEMBER, 1985

REPORT OF THE CHAIRMAN' S PANEL

At a Meeting held on 13th November, 1985. Present: Councillors A.J. Harvey
(Chairman), L.X. Cope, J.A. Gibson, Mrs. Jo Jones, Miss B.G.J. Lovett,
Mrs. 3.14. Munson, R.A. Pearson, J.A. Sheaf, B. Taylor, J.P. Taylor and
D.C. Wood.

Apologies: Councillor R.D. Foster

1. COUNCIL CYCLE ENDING 17Th DECEMBER 1985

The Panel noted that the following reports would be made to Ccxnmittee in
the current cycle:—

Committee Date Report

Special Policy and 14/11/85 Ci) Public Halls and
Resources Leisure Centres — Catering.

(DL)

Health and Housing 19/11/85 (i) Rehousing of tenants of
Services Grested Court. (01(H)

(ii) The Secure Tenancies (Right
To Repair Scheme)
Regulations 1985. (DEE)

(iii) A.P. Sheltered

Accommodation, Buckingham
Road, flockley. (DY & EEC)

Planning Services 21/11/85 (1) Former School Building,
Main Road, Hockley -
Development at Rear. (DO)

(ii) Rawreth Lane Industrial
Estate — Water Tank. (DO)

(iii) Industrial Uses, Eldon Way,
Hockley. (DD)

Policy and Resources 10/12/85 (i) 1986/87 Budget —
- Expenditure Projections.

(OF)

2. DEVELOPMENT SERVICES COMMITTEE — 28Th NOVEMBER 1985

The Chairman of the Committee suggested that in view of the discussions
which would be taking place on the Draft District Plan at County on 1.9th
November and subsequently by the Working Party on 27th November, it would
be appropriate to defer the meeting from 28th November to 5th December
1985.

RECOMMENDED That the Meeting of the Development Services Committee be

deferred accordingly. (SEC)

I',! t t



3. ELDON WAY INDUSTRIAL ESTATE, HOCKLEY

A Member drew attention to the untidy condition of the curtilage of
factories on the above Industrial Estate and asked that the Health
Directorate inspect the site and report to the appropriate Committee in
due course.

RECOMMENDED Accordingly. (9817)(DHH)

4. OTHER COUNCIL ACTIVITIES

The Chief Executive drew Members' attention to the following:—

Date Event

13th December 1985 Salvation Army Carol Service at Mill Hall,

Rayleigh.

20th December 1985 Chairman's Christmas Party for Members' and Staff
at Mill Hall)

RaYltç.

.
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AGEND ITEM 6(fl)

ROCRPORD DISTRICT COUNCIL

POLICY AND RESOURCES COMMITTEE — 10TH DECEMBER 1985

REPORT OF THE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT PANEL

At a Meettngjeld on 20th November 1985. Present: Councillors
R.D. Foster, hA Gibson1 AJ. 1hrvey, Mrs. L.A. Roldich, .J.A. Sheaf and
C. Stephenson.

4pologies: Councillor R.H. Boyd.

1. APPOINThENT OF CHAIRMAN

Resolved that Councillor R.D. Foster be appointed Chairman for the
remainder of the Municipal year.

2. TERMS OF REFERENCE

The Panel considered that their purpose would be best served by providing
for their terms of reference to encompass all planning applications or
enquiries with potential for employment generation and economic growth in
the District.

RECOMMENDED That the terms of reference of the Economic Developuent Panel
be as follows:—

(1) To give preliminary consideration to any planning application or
enquiry which has the prospect of additional employment or economic

growth.

(2) In that connection, to be concerned with all aspects of employment
generation and economic growth within the District, to explore the
best means of attracting and retaining industry and commerce and
to identify any disincentives which exist presently.

(3) To make recommendations on the foregoing to the appropriate Committee
or to the Council. (SEC)

3. FORTHCOMING PLANNING APPLICATIONS

(1) pp1cations±y Manderine Furniture Limited in respct of use of
Units 7-1Eidon Wayjndustrial Estate Hockley.

The Director of Developent reported with the aid of a site plan on
the above applications for furniture manufacturing to be carried out
in the above—mentioned premises.

The Panel considered the various processes involved, all of which
would be acceptable in planning and environmental health terms,
subject to normal controls being observed. It was noted that the
applicant was seeking advice as to the need to obtain planning
permission to saw logs on the site, that the application before the
next Pianning Services Committee was solely concerned with an
extension to the existing waste collecting cyclone store to house
chip collecting silos and skips and that further clarification was
being sought regarding the additional uses. It was agreed that the

planning applications from Manderine Furniture Limited should be

supported in principle.
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(ii) Application to use presently undeveloped tof former R.i.S. Depot,
Rawreth Lane

The Panel considered with reference to the site plan the report of
the Director of Development on the history of this site, the various
applications which had been made in respect of the undeveloped part
and the reasons why those approaches had not been acceptable.
Members considered that a preliminary enquiry which had been made for
the development of a composite trade facility was to be encouraged as
preferable to the-piecemeal activity which had otherwise been

proposed.

(iii)Various industrial applications and surface water balancing tank and

landsca pgtRawrethGunaite

The Director of Develornnent reported on the current state of
development at the Rawreth Industrial Estate, and indicated on the
site plan how the various uses were located. Members commented on
the folldwing:—

a. Blyth & Pawsey, Agricultural Engineers (ROC/l5l/85).

The applications for a variation of the conditions relating to
hours of working and car parking provision were regarded as
reasonable and could be supported. It was suggested that some
limit should be placed on the amount of parking space which
could be taken up with agricultural machinery and equipment.

b Vail Skip Waste Transfer System (R0C1117185).

It was noted that there was a degree of screening and
containment on the site which could well be adequate for the
intended purpose.

c. Franklyns Scrapyard — surface water tank, fencing and

landscaping.

This scheme would provide drainage protection to
the whole site and the adjacent area and should accordingly be

supported.

d. Unit 4, single storey extension (ROC/650/85).

This application was considered to merit support.

Finally, Members noted that certain preliminary enquiries were
currently being discussed and might come forward at a later date.

(iv) Application to divide Hems np',_Brpoa d Industrial Es tate into
small units (RoC/767/85)

The Panel welcomed this application as having potential to revitalise
an area which had been of concern for some considerable time, and

fully supported the principles involved.

It was considered that a preliminary enquiry which had been made
regarding Rerman&s former car park should not be pursued at this

stage. Finally, mention was made of an appcacion for Brook Works
to be used as a snooker ball.
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RECONMENDED That the Panel support the applications as indicated
above. (DD)

4. COUNCIL DEPOT

The Director of Developnent reported on an application which had been made
to provide a number of small industrial units on the above site. He
demonstrated, with the aid of a site plan, the extent to which the scheme
fell within the flight path and how it would need to be reduced to meet
the requirements of the Civil Aviation Authority. Members noted that the
scheme was capable of being realised using only Council owned land,

thereby retaining control of the facility and providing a greater degree
of flexibility in marketing such units to potential clients.

RECOMMENDED That the feasibility of such a scheme be investigated and a
report made thereon to the Policy and Resources Committee. (DD)

5. INDUSTRY YEAR

The Panel noted that proposals would be coming forward in the near future
regarding the Council's involvement in the promotion of 1986 as Industry
Year.

6. BALTIC WHARF

The Panel received a progress report on various matters relating to the
planning approval which had been granted on the above sie, subject to the

completion of a Legal Azreement.
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ROCHFORD DISTRICT COIJNCIL

•OLICY AND RESOURCES COMMITTEE — 10TH DECEMBER 1985

RESOURCES COMMJTT
AGENDA ITEM 7

RIWORT OF THE DIRECTOR OF FINANCE

1. ACCOUNTS PAID

Accounts amounting to £5,486,278.41 have been paid during October 1985

The Committee's confirmation of payment is requested.

2. CAPITAL EXPENDITURE 1985186

To review the Capital Expenditure to date with the planned expenditure and to
compare actual expenditure to that estimated to 31st October 1985.

Health & Housing

Public Conveniences
Wheeled Bin — Refuse
Provision of New

Dwellings
Improvements &

Repairs

TOTAL 2,295,000 2,205,000 736,500 645,671 —90,829 88

Leisure Services

Sports Centres
Community Centres
Public Halls
Recreation Grounds

TOTAL

29,000 119,000 52,000 51,261 —739 99
— 21,000 20,000 19,900 - —100 - 99

1,000 62,000 36,200 37,023 +823 103
16,000 24,000 3,500 3,409 — 91 97

46,000 226,000 111,700 111,593 —107 100

• Committee Original
Estimate

£

Revised* Estimate
Estimate to 31.10.85£

Actual
31.10.85

Comparison — Actual
To Estimate

£ £ 7;'
Purchase 73,000 111,000 60,000 58,642 —1,358 98General Land

Sewerage General 27,000 27,000 6,000 5,401 — 599 90

100,000 138,000 66,000 64,043 —1,957 97

17,000 32,000 19,000 16,552 —2,448 87
73,000 74,000 74,000 73,407 — 593 99

Improvement Grants
me Insulation
Grants

Dwellings purchased
for Resale

1,242,000 1,166,000 310,500 294,059 —16,441 95

571,000 541,000 120,000 118,299 —1,701 99

250,000 250,000 145,800 105,283 —40,517

50,000 50,000 29,200 38,071 +8,871 130

92,000 92,000 38,000 — —38,000 0



Committee Original Revised* Estimate Actual Comparison — Actual -

Estimate Estimate to 31.10.85 31.10.85 To Estimate
£ £

-

Planning Services

Conservation Grants 22,000 22,000 1,600 1,607 + 7 100

Policy & Resources

Rouse Purchase Loans — 13,000 13,000 13,233 + 233 102
Admin. & Misc. l3ldgs. 5,000 9,000 3,600 3,545 — 55 98
V.P.E.R.F. 194,000 194,000 138,000 137,916 — 84 100
Car Parks 25,000 25,000 5,300 5,280 — 20 100
Loans to Outside
Bodies — — 647 + 647 —

Computer Equipment 72,000 75,000 24,700 24,658 — 42 100
Back Lane
Accommodation Works — 30,000 10,000 9,720 280 97

TOTAL 296,000 346,000 194,600 194,999 + 399 100

All Committees
-

TOTAL 2,759,000 2,937,000 1,110,400 1,017,913 — 92,487 92

* NOTE:

Revised estimate figures are in accordance with those presented to the Health and Rousing
Committee on 19th November 1985.

3. INSURANCE

(a) Claims

To report' the claims made, settled and outstanding. There have been 11 claims made
and 6 claims settled since the last report.

Risk Total Number Settled Outstandingl
of Claims Claims Amount Claims

Motor Vehicle 3 1 £104.03 37

Third Party 5 3 £1.60 40
Other 3 2 £172.55 16

(b) Accidents to Motor Vehicles

To report the accidents involving Council vehicles which have been notified
to the insurance Company since the last report.

Date of Accident Vehicle - Estimated Remarks
Amount
of Damage

22.10.85 (LPB 60SF) £117.00 Batteries stolen whilst

(PPP 843R) arked in depot.

S



INCOME

To report the income received (excluding General Rate) over the main heads.

Type Income 1.4.85 to 31.10.85
£

Housing Benefit Subsidy 2,206,667
Planning and Building Control Fees 46,254
Car Parks 103,017
Leisure Activities (cash at counter) 566,501
General (inc. Land Charges, Land and 1,214,343

property disposal, Trade Refuse etc.)
Rouse Purchase Loans 726,612
Dousing Rent 1,106,750
Government Grants:—

— Rate Support Grant 1,181,537
— Housing Subsidy 529,015
— Other 59,107

Invested Loans repaid;—
— Principal 6,325,050
— Interest 9,944

Loans Raised 12,590,000
Mortgage interest relief reimbursement 60,037
Other reimbursements (MSC, 'iTS & SEEThe) 377,563

-

TOTAL 27 j92 ,3r
LOANS POOL

r(a) Loans Pool Transactions -

Base rates have remained static at 11Z since 30th July 1985 and are nor
expected to reduce in the near future despite the strength of the pound. Market
forecasters do however, believe that rates may ease in the early part of the new

year.

The £2ni Public Works Loan Board funding together with receipts from the
transferred mortgages has now eradicated the-Council's temporary loan debt.
Surplus funds are now being invested through the money market.

b) Loans held in Loans Pool as at 31st October1985
£ Av.Rate of— Interest

Mortgages

PWLB 17,736,862 80.04 10.58
Other 80,272 0.34 6.32

Bonds

Mortgage 2,500,000 11.18 12.99
Other - - - 917,250 4.04 12.13

Stock 1,000,000 4.40 12.00

TOTAL ,234 ,384 100 10.96



5. INCOME

To report the income received (excluding General Rate) over the main heads.

Type Income 1.4.85 to 31.10.85
£

Housing Benefit Subsidy 2,206,667
Planning and Building Control Fees 46,254
Car Parks 103,017
Leisure Activities (cash at counter) 566,501
General (inc. Land Charges, Land and 1,214,343

property disposal, Trade Refuse etc.)
House Purchase Loans 726,612
Housing Rent 1,106,750
Government Grants:—

— Rate Support Grant 1,181,537
— Housing Subsidy 529,015
— Other 59,107

Invested Loans repaid:—
— Principal 6,325,050
— Interest 9,944

Loans Raised 12,590,000
Mortgage interest relief reimbursement 60,037
Other reimbursements (MSC, YTS & SEETEC) 377,563

TOTAL 27,102,397
6. LOANS POOL

(a) Loans Pool Transactions

Base rates have remained static at l1½% since 30th July 1985 and are not
expected to reduce in the near future despite the strength of the pound. Market
forecasters do, however, believe that rates may ease in the early part of the new

year.

The £2m Public Works Loan Board funding together with receipts from the
transferred mortgages has now eradicated the Council's temporary loan debt.
Surplus funds are now being invested through the money market.

(b) Loans held in Loans Pool as at 31st October 1985
-

A Av.Rate of
Interest

Mortgages 7.

PWLB 17,736,862 80.04 10.58
Other 80,272 0.34 6.32

Bonds

Mortgage 2,500,000 11.18 12.99
Other 917,250 4.04 12.13

Stock 1,000,000 4.40 12.00

TOTAL 234,384 100 10.96



(c) Surplus Funds Invested
£

Temporary 662,500 11.06

11.66

7. CAR PARXS

Parking tickets sold from 1st April 1985 — 26th November 1985 totalled 510,876.

These sales consisted of the following:—

lop 197,139
2Op 266,269
30p 20,689
50p 21,800
Other* 4,979

* The Approach Car Park

Offences against the Parking Order since 1st April 1985 to 31st October 1985:—

Failure to Display Excess charg

Issued 1,210 276
Paid 687 193
Excusedt 338 33

Awaiting process 139 44
Court procedure 46 6

Tiøo Tier System 1st November 1985 to 26th November 1985:—

Failure to Dispy Excess charges -

Issued 174 7

Paid 63 4

Excused 26 1

Awaiting process 85 2

* Includes permits, season tickets not displayed, later production of valid
ticket, machine fault, humanitarian grounds1 etc.

:y
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ROCHFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL

POLICY & RESOURCES COMMITTEE - 10 DECEMBER 1985

REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR OF FINANCE

District Rate 1986/87

In the past it has been the Council's practice to indicate a target figure within
which the Management Team could endeavour to present a suggested District
Rate for approval in respect of the following year, at its December meeting.
Unfortunately, the announcement of the Rate Support Grant settlement has slipped
back in recent years to such an extent! that last year te Council set the rate
target prior 'to the announcement of our grant entitlement. Members will recall
that, when the settlement was announced, the Council's grant entitlement was
reduced by a cash equivalent of around 23% as a result of changes in the method
of grant distribution.

No date has yet been given for the announcement of the 1986/87 settlement,
and it is unlikely to be before the middle of December. However, the Secretary
of State for the Environment has issued certain guidelines for local authorities
in connection with their budget planning. Details of this information are set
out below:-

1. Individual expenditure targets will he dispensed with and no individual guidance
will be given to! authorities. In making this decision, the Secretary of State
has emphasised that it does not imply any weakening of the Government's

commitment to restraining local authority expenditure.

2. The Grant Related Expenditure Assessment (GREA) will be used as the main
mechanism for restraining expenditure so that, as spending rises above GREA,
a higher proportion has to be met from rates. These changes will increase
significantly the cost to authorities of additional spending. It will be remembered
that it was the adjustment of GREA which was the main cause of the Council's
massive loss of grant in the current year. PROVISiONAL GREA figures have
now been supplied and the Appendix to this report sets out comparisons between
1984/85, 1 985/86 and 1 986/87 for all Essex Districts and the County Council.
Rochford's increase for 1986/87 over 1985/86 at 4.8% is the lowest in the
County and less than half the increase for Shire districts in England'as a
whole. The Director of Finance has made representations to the Department
of the Environment, seeking clarification of the calculation of the provisional
figure and their response is awaited.

/contd.
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3. The total of Exchequer grant to authorities, including specific and supplementary
grants, block grants and domestic rate relief grant, will stay the same in
cash terms, but implies that the proportion of local authority revenue expenditure
funded by Central Government will reduce from nearly 49% to 46.6% (it is
interesting to compare this figure with the "high" of the mid 1970's when
Central Government funded approximately 66% of net revenue expenditure).

4. The total level of expenditure to be supported by grant will increase by about
6% - a little ahead of Government expectations of inflation for next year.
The Government forecast of local authority expenditure is approximately
Li billion less than the forecast of the Local Authority Associations.

5. Because targets have been abolished and a greater reliance will be placed
on GREA, a system of "multipliers" has been introduced for the purpose of

limiting grant losses ("safety-netting") and for limiting grant gains (caps).
Multipliers will, therefore, play a major part in determining authorities' grant
entitlements. No indication of the multiplier will be known until the settlement
is announced and it is, therefore, impossible to forecast our grant entitlement
at this stage. However, it is clear that, since our GREA is increasing by
a lower rate than for authorities generally, grant is likely to reduce again
next year.

In view of the uncertainty surrounding our grant position for 1986/87, it is considered
inappropriate to set a rate target at this stage. However, it is most important
that the Management Team is set a spending target to enable the detailed work
on the budget to continue and recommendations to be put forward on the setting
of charges, rent levels, policies for staffing and levels of service provision.

As a starting point, it is suggested that the Management Team prepares the budget
so that expenditure is no higher than GREA, bearing in mind that GREA is the
Government's assessment of what an individual authority needs to spend to deliver
a standard level of service. Furthermore, there is no question of the Council

incurring any grant penalty by spending at this level. When the Rate Support
Grant settlement is announced, an early report will be brought to Members, outlining
the effect on the District rate of keeping expenditure at or within GREA.

It is RECOMMENDED that the Management Team be instructed to prepare a
budget at or below GREA and that the effect on the District rate be reported
to a later meeting when the Rate Support Grant settlement is known.



COMPARISON OF GRANT-RELATED EXPENDITURE ASSESSMENTS

1984/85, 1985/86, 1986/87 (PROVISIONAL)

APPENDIX

ROCI-IFORD 3,327 3,236 3,391 4.8 1.9

19811/85 1985/86 1986/87
(Provisional)

£000 £000

%Increase
1986/87
over
1985/86

£000

% Increase
1986/87
over

19811/as

Basilclon 8,090 8,188 8,883

Draintree 4,878 4,843 5,191

Brentwood 3,184 3,079 3,249

Castle Point 3,881 3,906 4,343• Chelmsford

Colchester

6,504

6,510

6,465

6,725

7,110

7,338

Epping Forest 5,191 5,145 5,742

1-larlow 4,196 4,361 4,869

Maldon 2,062 2,031 2,205

8.5

7.2

5.5

11.2

10.0

9.1

11.6

11.6

8.6

9.8

6.4

2.0

11.9

9.3

12.7

10.6

16.0

6.9

Southend 10,115 10,625 12,526

Tendring 6,301 6,469 7,052

Thurrock 5,652 5,711 6,333

Uttlesford 2,589 2,460 2,623

Essex County 496,838 524,006 550,643

17.9

9.0

10.9

6.6

5.1

23.8

11.9

12.0

1.3

10.8



AGENDA ITEM 10

ROCUFORI) DISTRICT COUNCIL

POLICY AND RESOURCES COMMITTEE —10TH DECEMBER 1985

REPORT OF THE SECRETARY TO THE COUNCIL

CAR PARKING CHARGES

In accordance with Minute No 541/1985 the necessary procedure to implement
the Council's decision to vary the car parking charges has been commenced.
The procedure is laid down in thëLocal Authority's Traffic Orders
(Procedure) (England & Wales) Regulations 1969, and the first requirement
is consultation with the Highway Authority, Chief Officer of Police, and
such other organisations in the District as the Council consider should
be consulted.

I have therefore consulted, in addition to Essex County Council and the
Chief Constable, five Parish Councils and seven organisations representing
the interests of traders and ratepayers, including the Rayleigh
Consultative Committee. Seven replies have been received, which can be
summarised as follows:—

Ashingdon Parish Council — object to increases on the grounds that charges
will be high when compared with neighbouring Districts. Will cause
increase in on—street parking to the inconvenience of local residents.

Rochford Parish Council — welcome increase in time allowed for initial
i0p charge, but consider that current 2Op charge for up to 2 hours should
remain. Concerned about effects on local trade.

Rayleigh Consultative Committee — object to Increases but if charges must
rise would prefer to see a flat rate for lop per hour. To assist trade in
Rayleigh, all parking should be free on Saturdays.

Rayleigh Civic Society — welcome increase of time for initial lop charge
but consider that flat rate of lOp per hour with maximum of 6Op would be
fairer than suggested scale. Suggest revision of charges for season
tickets at The Approach which are said to be cheaper than British Rail.

Rayleigh & District Chamber of Trade — strongly object to level of charges
now proposed which are considered to be totally unjustified.

Louis Drive Estate Residents Association — welcome increase in time for
initial lop charge. No real objections but comment that no charges at all
would b of benefit to Rayleighi

Rates Consultative Panel — Concern expressed at effect on trade. (a e
Panel Report).



The comments of the organisations and Parish Councils who have registered
an objection are generally predictable and have followed the same pattern
as when their views have been sought on previous changes. The suggestion
that the Council's charges are high when compared with other neighbouring
Districts cannot be sustained as the Council's charges compare favourably
with other areas. With regard to the suggested flat rate of lOp per hour,
it should be remembered that where this system is in operation in a
neighbouring District, there is no maximum charge and whereas 'tall day" in
Rochford costs 5Op, 10 hours elsewhere can cast £1.00. The suggestions
that the proposed increases will cause loss of trade may also be
discounted. There are now very few major shopping centres where parking
is free, with the exception of some of the "superstores", and as the cost
of the proposed increases is less than the cost of travelling to the next
nearest shopping centre, it is unlikely that the increases will have the

suggested effect.

Generally, the comments received were predictable. They contain some well

meaning suggestions, particularly with regard to a flat rate charge, but
if such suggestion was adopted it would resuit in a drop in revenue which
would be contrary to the object of reviewing the charges.

Provided that the recommendation to this report is accepted, the next
stage in the procedure is public advertisement of the proposals, inviting
any person to make a formal objection. For obvious reasons it is not
considered advisable to advertise the proposals over the forthcoming busy
Christmas period, and it is therefore proposed to advertise during the
first full week of January 1986. If it is decided to bring the increased
charges into force, it is desirable that this takes place on the 1st April
1986, but in order to allow sufficient time to make the necessary
adjustments to machines, notices etc, it would be advantageous if a
decision could be made by this Committee on the 4th March 1986, when any
objections will be placed before the Committee for consideration.

RECOMMENDED (1) That the observations of the various consultees be
noted.

(2) That the Secretary to the Council be authorised to
advertise the proposals, in accordance with Article 5 of the 1969

Regulations.

(3) That authority to make the necessqry off—street parking
order be delegated to the Policy and Resources Comm4tee to be held on the
4th March 1986. (28439)

.

b



AGENDA ITEM 11

ROCHFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL

POLICY & RESOURCES COMMITTEE - 10 DECEMBER 1985

REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR OP FINANCE

Improvrn Vehicle Fleet Management in Local Government

The Audit Commission, who is responsible for the external audit of local authorities
in England and Wales, has published recently a study on improving vehicle fleet
management in local government, which was submitted to the Audit Panel for
information.

Arnongst other things, the report suggests that local authorities should review
their vehicle fleet arrangements, pointing out that contract hire may be cheaper
for certain vehicles than direct purchase or leasing. Contract hire is an alternative
to long term ownership of the vehicle; the authority enters into a contract with
a company for the provision and maintenance of a vehicle or fleet of vehicles
over a longer period of time, typically three to five years. The contract cost
is normally fixed for the duration, subject only to certain statutory adjustments.
Contract hire can thus remove the uncertainty associated with the two major
costs - the total maintenance costs of the vehicles and their depreciation.

The Director of Finance has reviewed the CounciPs vehicle acquisition policies
and has established that, in certain circumstances, contract hire can be cheaper
than direct purchase or leasing, especially in relation to cars and light vans.
There are now a number of large companies who are in the contract hire business
and are able to meet all of the Council's requirements in relation to the maintenance
and the provision of replacement vehicles in the event of breakdowns.

In addition to potential cost savings, there are two other reasons which make
contract hire increasingly attractive. Firstly, hire costs are not prescribed expenditure
for the purpose of the Government's capital expenditure controls and resources
which had previously been earmarked for vehicle replacements may be released
for other purposes. At a time when our allocations for capital investment are
reducing, this is a very important factor. Secondly, the Council's Vehicle Plant• and Equipment Replacement Fund, which is normally used to fund the acquisition
of vehicles and plant, is relieved of the liability to provide the necessary capital
at a time when the Fund is under increasing pressure.

in view of the above, it is RECOMMENDED that the Director of Finance be
authorised to use contract hire where financial savings can be dem nstrated.

"Me
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ROCHFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL

Minutes of the Council

At a Meeting held on 17th December, 1985. Present: Councillors J.A. Sheaf
(Chairman), P.A. Beckers, C.I. Black, R.H. Boyd, W.H. fludge, T.H. Burt,
Mrs. L.M.A. Campbell—Daley, Mrs. P. Cooke, LJC.. Cope, 13.1. Crick,

T.L. Dean, R.D. Foster, C.J. Gardner,J.A. Gibson, B.T. Gnigg,
Mrs. E.M. Hart, A.J. Harvey, Mrs. P.E. Hawke, D.R. Helson,
Mrs. L.A. Holdich, Mrs. Jo Jones, M.J. Jones, Miss B.G.J. Lovett,
C.R. Morgan, Mrs. J.M. Munson, J.E. Nokes, R.A. Pearson, C. Stephenson,
B. Taylor, J.P. Taylor, Mrs. L. Walker, D.A. Weir, Mrs. M.A. Weir and
D.C. Wood.

Apologies: Councillors M.N. Anderson, K.E. Banks, Mrs. J. Fawell,
T. Fawell and Mrs. E.M. Heath.

769. MINUTES

a Resolved that the Minutes of the Meeting of 12th November, 1985 be
W approved as a correct record and signed by the Chairman.

770 • CHAIRMAN'S ANNOUNCEMENTS

The Chairman was delighted to welcome Mr. Albert Thompson of 23 Clarence
Road, Rayleigh, who had recently been awarded the BEM by Her Majesty's
Lord Lieutenant of Essex for his service to the National Council for
Voluntary Organisations over a period of more than 50 years.
Mrs. Thompson was also in attendance.

The Chairman presented Mr. Thompson with the Rochford Badge tie pin to
mark the Council's appreciation of this outstanding example of public
service and said that a photograph of the event would be given to him as a
memento.

The Chairman also reported that Councillor RE. Banks had had a serious
fall and was at present in hospital. The Chairman had written to
Councillor Banks on behalf of all Members of the Council to wish him a

speedy and complete recovery.

The Chairman was pleased to report that the Council's Freight House and
Old i-louse projects had won awards and the Lord Lieutenant had recently
presented the Council with Certificates from the Civic Trust. Special
mention was made of all concerned in the success of the two projects and
the Chairman congratulated those members of staff who had worked on the
schemes.

Finally, the Chairman thanked Members for their support at the recent
Carol Service. A collection had raised £200 and the Salvation Army had
donated this sum to the Riverside hostel.

711. MINUTES OF COMMITTEES

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

(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.



Council

Pursuant to Standing Order 4.2(a) the Chairman ruled that the Minutes of
the Special Meeting of Policy and Resources Committee held on 14th
November 1985 would be considered with the Minutes of that Committee on
10th December 1985.

Committee Date Minute Nos.

Health & Housing Services 19th November 683—708
Planning Services 21st November 709—719
Leisure Services 26th November 720—734

900th Anniversary of Domesday (Minute 724/85)

At the suggestion of a Member the Chairman of the Committee, with the
agreement of the Council, amended the recommendation by the addition of
the words "subject to the matter being reconsidered by the Committee
should the cost exceed £200".

Resolved accordingly. (13l)(DL)

Hullbridge Playing Field — Car Parking (Minute 726/8

On moving the reception of Minute 726, an amendment was moved by
Councillor J.E. Nokes and seconded by Councillor C.R. Morgan that this
matter be referred back to Leisure Services Committee.

The amendment was declared CARRIED and it was

Resolved accordingly. (873)(SEC and DL)

Development Services 5th December 735—752

Anglian Water Matters (kfinute 737/85)

On moving the reception of Minute 737, the Chairman stated that Members
would be aware that Notice of Motion had been given on this matter and
was included later in the Agenda. (723)

Speed Limit — Hullbridge Road 1inute 739/85J

On moving the reception of Minute 739, an amendment was moved by
Councillor D.C. Wood and seconded by Councillor LJC. Cope —
'that a speed limit of 40 m.p.h. be recommended to the County Council for
this section of Hullbridge Road't.

On being put to the vote the amendment was declared CARRIED and it was

Resolved accordingly. (933)(DD)

Special Policy & Resources 14th November 681—682
Policy and Resources 10th December 753—768

Public Hall and Leisure Centres — Catering (Minute 768/85)

On moving the reception of Minute 768, it was moved by Councillor
R.H. Boyd and seconded by Councillor J.E. Nokes that the recommendations
be amended as follows:—



Council

"RECOMMENDED (1) Delete "do enter" and substitute "instruct the Leisure
Services Committee to consider alternatives to a Council—owned monopoly
in catering before entering". After "Trusthouse Forte" add "subject to
the deletion of references to Castle Hall and Rayleigh Grange Community
Centre."

(3) Delete all words after "Stage 2" proposals and insert
"at the same time that Leisure Services Committee has investigated
alternatives."

(4) Delete "in this instance" and insert "should other
Consultants decline to submit alternative options to those offered by
Trusthouse Forte."

After debate, and pursuant to a requisition under Standing Order 14, the
voting on the amendment was recorded as follows:—

For the amendment (7) Councillors P.A. Beckers, C.I. Black,
R.H. Boyd, LA. Crick, T.L. Dean, D.R. Helson
and J.E. Nokes.

_____________________ Councillors Wi-I. Budge, T.H.
Mrs. L.M.A. Campbell—Daley,
L.K. Cope, R.D. Foster, C.J.
J.A. Gibson, Mrs. E.M. Hart,
Mrs. P.E. llawke, Mrs. L.A. lioldich,
Mrs. Jo Jones, M.J. Jones, Miss B.G.J. Lovett,
C.R. Morgan, Mrs. J.M. Munson, R.A. Pearson,
J,A. Sheaf, C. Stephenson, B. Taylor,
J.P. Taylor, Mrs. L. Walker, D.A. Weir,
Mrs. MA. Weir and D.C. Wood.

The amendment was declared LOST.

Minute 768 was adopted.

172. CHARITIES PANEL

Resolved that the report of the Charities Panel held on 20th November 1985
be received.

773. NOTICE OF MOTION

Councillor Mrs. L.M.A. Campbell—Daley moved the following notice of motion
(set out in resolution (1) below) and spoke of the concern felt by the
residents of Hullbnidge about the seriousness of the malfunctioning and
under capacity of this pumping station, the harmful effects of the
pollution this caused and the need to secure the co—operation of Anglian
Water to funding urgent remedial work. The motion was formally seconded
by Councillor D.A. Weir.

The Chairman of the Council stressed that Members shared the concern and
that the Development Services Committee already had the matter Tinder
investigation. A full report was being prepared for their consideration
and this was the best course to follow.

Against the amendment (26) Burt,
Mrs. P. Cooke,

Gardner,
A.J. Harvey,
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the motion having been moved and seconded it was

Resolved (1) "that strenuous efforts be made by this Council and the
representative on the Anglian Water Authority to include within the

capital programme of that body provision for the capacity problems of the
Ferry Road Pumping Station, Hulibridge, to be rectified and so avoid the
incidence of raw sewage overflowing into the River Crouch".

(2) that pursuant to Standing Order 5.5 the matter be referred
to the Development Services Committee. (723)(DD)

774. RESIGNATION — COUNCILLOR PAUL GWINNELL

The Council noted that the bye—election to fill the vacancy caused by the
resignation of Councillor Paul Gwinnell would be held on Thursday, 6th
February 1986.

1M1
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ROCUFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL

Minutes of the Plannir Services Committee

At a Meeting held on 19th December 1985. Present: Councillors R.D.Foster

hairman3, P.A. Beckers, C.I. Black, R.H. Boyd, W.H. Budge, T.H. Burt,
Mrs. L.M.A. Campbell—Daley, Mrs. P. Cooke, L.K. Cope, LA. Crick,
T.L. Dean, Mrs. J, Fawell, T. Fawell, C.J. Gardner, B.T. Grigg,
Mrs. E.M. Hart, Mrs. P.E. }Iawke, Mrs. L.A. Holdich, Mrs. Jo Jones,
N.J. Jones, Miss J3.G.J. Lovett, C.R. Morgan, Mrs. J.M. Munson,
J.E. Nokes, LA. Pearson, J.A. Sheaf, C. Stephenson, J.P. Taylor,
Mrs. L. Walker, D.A. Weir and Mrs. M.A. Weir.

4p4gies: Councillors H.N. Anderson, K.E. Banks, J.A. Gibson,
A.J. Harvey, Mrs. E.M. Heath, D.R. Helson, B. Taylor and D.C. Wood.

775. MINUTES

Resolved that the Minutes of the Meeting of 21st November, 1985 be
approved as a correct record and signed by the Chairman.

776. MONITORING OF PERFORMANCE—MEETINGS CF 2ND JULY AND 24TH OCTOBER, 1985

The Committee were satisfied that all necessary action had been taken.
Minutes 397/85 and 622/85, Para. 328 were carried forward.

777. UNAUTHORISED TIPPING OF WASTE MATERIAL — LAND OFF NEW HALL ROAD, HOCKLEY —
ADJOINING MILL HALL NURSERY 7äXIkDEN CENTRE

The Director of Development stated that County had been asked to take
action in respect of the deposit of a large quantity of materials and
hardcore on land off New Ball Road. In the event of any development or
contravention which tell to the District Council to pursue, it was
requested that authority for appropriate action be given.

Resolved that the Secretary to the Council be authorised to pursue all
necessary action including the issue and service of Notices and action in
the Courts for any contravention of planning control that may be involved
or develop from the unauthorised tipping operations that had already
occurred on the land. (11081) (SEC)

778. PLANNING CONTRAVENTIONS AT NEW HOUSE FARM, POYNTERS LANE, GREAT WAKERING
(Minute 400/85)

The Secretary to the Council reported that following the service of
Enforcement Notices against the unauthonised operation of a skip hire
business and the deposit of waste materials on the site, these breaches
of planning control had ceased and the land was being cleared. Further
investigation had identified that a wooden fence manufacturing business
had been started within the agricultural holding, which involved the use
of farm outbuildings and a caravan on which temporary planning permission
ROC/653/83 had expired. The Committee noted that the land was within the
Green Belt and formed part of the agricultural holding of New House Farm
and that its use for commercial purposes was inappropriate and contrary
to the Green Belt policy.

Resolved that 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 _—
now reported. (16656) (SEC)

"it"'
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Planning Services

779. SITE OF FORMER REGAL CINEMA, BELLINGHAM LANE, RAYLEIGH — ROC/31/85 —
ERECTION OF 38 SHELTERED FLATS FOR THE ELDERLY AND WARDEN ACCOMMODATION
(Minute 2112785)

The Secretary to the Council reported that following an Inquiry into the
appeal by McCarthy & Stone Developments Limited against the Council's
decision to refuse planning permission for the above development, the
Department of the Environment had advised the Council that should the
Inspector be minded to allow the appeal, he would wish to see an Agreement
completed under Section 52 of the Town & Country Planning Act 1971 to
ensure that the occupation of the proposed flats was restricted to elderly
persons. The Committee noted that determination of the appeal had been
deferred to enable the document to be finalised, and that failure to do so
would result, in the event that' the Inspector allowed the appeal, in the
Council having lost the benefit of the restrictive covenants contained in
the Agreement which was being offered.

Resolved that an Agreement be completed to the satisfaction of the

Secretary to the Council to ensure that, in the event of the appeal being
allowed, the occupation of the proposed flats was restricted to elderly
persons. (10039) (SEC)

780. CHANGE OF USE FROM AGRICULTURAL LAN]) TO RESIDENTIAL GARDEN - VARIOUS SITES

The Committee had before them the appended report of the Director of
Development regarding the Council's policy on the change of use from
agricultural land to residential gardens, which highlighted certain cases
where breaches of planning conditions had occurred and areas where
unauthorised changes of use were taking place. In particular he
identified the following four contraventions and mentioned that there were
currently two other areas where unauthorised changes of use had been
observed on the Ashingdon Estate and in Elm Road and Malyons Road,
}lullbridge where garden extensions had been effected by incorporating
sections of unmade road and grazing land respectively:—

(i) Pooles End, Long Lane, Hulibridge

Garden extension approved 1978. Planning permission refused for an
additional garage to the dwelling 1983. Garage nevertheless
erected. Land in Metropolitan Green Belt.

(ii) Geranium Cottage, Central Avenue, Rullbridge

Land at side of dwelling incorporated into curtilage. Storage
of various materials and equipment. Fencing erected. Land in
Metropolitan Green Belt.

(iii) Bedloes House, Bedloes Corner, Rawreth

Garden extension approved in 1983. Legal Agreement. Various
structures erected. Materials stored, including commercial ice—
cream containers. Land in Metropolitan Green Belt.

(iv) Deodar, Lower Road, Ashingdon

Area to the south of the dwelling (in Metropolitan Green Belt)
included in curtilage and boundary fencing erected. New and

additional driveway laid and second vehicular acces to dwelling
constructed.



Planning Services

Resolved that the report be received and the recoinmandations contained
therein be adopted. (158) (SEC & DD)

781. PROGRESS REPORT — APPRALS DECIDED AND APPEALS LODGED, TREE PRESERVATION
ORDERS AND BUILDING PRESERVATION NOTICES

The Committee noted the information as set out in the Agenda.

782. SCHEDULE OF DEVELOPMENT APPLICATIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The Director of Development submitted a schedule for consideration and

lists of planning 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. 2 — ROC/718/85

Add conditions —

5. The Northern and Eastern boundaries of the car parking area and
adjacent landscaped area shall be enclosed to the satisfaction of the
Local Planning Authority prior to the industrial units being tirst
used. Details of the means of enclosure shall be submitted to and
agreed by the Local Planning Authority prior to the commencement of
the development.

6. The hours of work shall be 8.00 a.m. to 6.00 p.m. each day Monday to
Friday and 8.00 a.m. to 2.00 p.m. on Saturday. There shall be no work
on Sundays or Bank Holidays.

Para. 5 — ROC/688/85

Amend heading to read —

"Great Wakering".

Pan. 7 — ROC/742/85

Amend heading to read —

"Sutton".

Para. 9 — ROC/731/84/1

Add condition —

2. The roofs of the dwelling shall be constructed at a pitched angle of
350

Para. 13 — ROC/819/85

Authority to determine the application delegated to the Director of
Development following the expiry date for neighbouring residents'
consultations.
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Para. 16 — ROC/764/85

Amend condition 9 to read —

"9. The storage area of the site shall be hard—surfaced to the
satisfaction of the Local Planning Authority before the development
is commenced."

Para. 17 — ROC/798/85

Note: Councillor B.A. Crick declared an interest by way of membership of
the Club but remained in the fleeting and took no part in the discussion or
voting thereon.

Authority to determine the application delegated to the Director of
Development subject to conditions set out in schedule amended as follows —

Amend condition S to read —

•r5 Details of any mechanical ventilation systems and refrigeration plant
shall first be submitted to and approved by the Local Planning
Authority prior to installation."

Add condition —

7. The premises shall close not later than 12.00 midnight ott any day.

Para. 19 — ROC/610/85

Application deferred for a site visit by Members and further negotiations
with applicants for a development of one dwelling.

Para. 20 ROC/82l/85

Authority to determine the application delegated to the Director of
Development following the expiry date for consultations.

Add condition —

4. The plot shall not be sub—divided.

Para. 21 — ROC/811/85

Amend condition 2, first line, to read —

"2. The property shall only be used as a home for elderly

The highway safety implications to be referred to the Development Services
Committee. (DD)

Para. 27 — ROC/767/85

Add condition — -

6. The use hereby permitted shall not involve the storage, processing,
or manufacturing of any hazardous materials or any use within Classes
V to IX of the Town & Country Planning Use Classes Order 1972 or in

any provision equivalent to those classes in any Statutory Instrument

revoking and re—enacting that Order.



Planning Services

783. CAPITAL PROGRAMME 1985/86 — PUBLIC CONVENIENCES

The Committee noted the report of the Director of Health and Housing on
the above subject and asked that it be referred to the next meeting of the
Health and Housing Services Committee.

Resolved that the report of the Director of Health and Rousing be referred
to the next Heeting of the Health and Housing Services Committee for

consideration. (773) (SEC)

784. CONSTRUCTION OF JETTY AT PORESHORE, RIVER CROUCH, HULLERIDGE (Minute

718/85)

The Director of Development reported that the above works had involved the
deposit and transport of building materials via The Walk across public
open space land, necessitating the removal of certain vegetation and was

clearly an engineering operation requiring planning permission.

There were strong policy objections to this development which was within
the Coastal Protection Belt where there were the most stringent
restrictions on development. The site was outside the two areas defined
in Policy LT15 of the Draft Rochford District Local Plan as being
acceptable for the construction of jetties in connection with residential
properties abutting the river.

Resolved that the Secretary to the Council be authorised to take all
necessary action including the issue and service of Notices to secure the
removal of the unauthorised works. (288) (SEC)

785. HORSESHOE FARM, LOWER ROAD, HULLBRIDGE

The Chairman reported that attention had been drawn to a possible breach
of the planning conditions restricting the occupancy of the dwelling to

persons employed in agriculture. Investigations were continuing and in
the event of this being confirmed he sought the necessary authority to
institute enforcement proceedings to remedy the breach of pianning
control.

Resolved that 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 breach of planning control

now reported. (7138) (SEC)

786. BARRATT HQMES DEVELOPMENT - ALBERT ROAD/ALEXANDRA ROAD, RAYLE1GH

The Chairman reported that it had been brought to his attention that
various fences had been erected on this development bordering the Public
Open Space which was contrary to the conditions contained in the planning
consent and he sought the Committee's authorisation to take enforcement
action if the breaches of planning control were not remedied.

Resolved that the Secretary to the Council he authorised to take all
necessary action, including the issue and service of Notices and action
in the Courts to secure the remedying of the breach of planning control

no reported. (7059) (SEC)

9y
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ROCHFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL

PLANNING SERVICES COMMITThE — 19Th DECEMBER 1985

REPORT OF TIlE DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT

UNAUTHORISED CHANGE OF TJSE OF AGRICULTURAL LAND TO RESIDENTIAL GARDEN

The Council's Development Control Policy on Green Belt makes provision in
certain circumstances for changes of use from agricultural land to
residential garden to be permitted. Conditions are invariably imposed
removing most, if not all, of the permitted development rights under the
General Development Order and Legal Agreements are usually, but not

always, required.

Within the past year or so, such applications have been approved subject
to conditions which restrict the erection of fences, buildings or
structures so that the appearance of the land will remain virtually
unchanged by the change of use. It is now becoming apparent that a
significant number of those applicants who acquired extra land and
obtained planning permission to use it as garden have breached the
conditions imposed without obtaining written consent.

Cases are also occurring of areas of agricultural land being disposed of
by landowners to the occupiers of adjoining residential properties who
enclose such land by fencing, and use it as an extension to the amenities

of their dwellinghouse, by forming an opening in the original garden
boundary fence or wall. In most cases the use to which the land is put,
and the type of fencing used to enclose the land, constitute a change in
the appearance of the land and a change of use to residential gardens.
Planning permission is therefore required. Where the extra enclosed land
is less than one acre, such land cannot be used as an independent
agricultural unit and permitted development rights do not therefore

apply.

The effect of existing planning conditions which are being breached,
together with the significant areas of agricultural land which are
regularly being incorporated into residential gardens is such as to
constitute an incremental, and not insignificant, erosion of the
Metropolitan Green Belt.

The cases listed below are but a few examples and are brought to Members'
attention to illustrate the problems. Negotiations to date have not
resulted in breaches of planning conditions being remedied or cessation of
an unauthorised change of use.

(i) Pooles End, Long Lan, Hullbri4ge

Garden extension approved 1978. Planning permission refused for an
additional garage to the dwelling 1983. Garage nevertheless
erected. Land in Metropolitan Green Belt.

(ii) Geranium Cottage, Central Avenue, Hullbridgë

Land at side of dwelling incorporated into curtilage. Storage
of various materials and equipment. Fencing erected. Land in
Metropolitan Green Belt.
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(iii) Bedloes House, Bedloes Corner, Rawreth

Garden extension approved in 1983. Legal Agreement. Various
structures erected. Materials stored, including commercial ice—
cream containers. Land in Metropolitan Green Belt.

(iv) Deodar, Lower Road, Ashingdon

Area to the south of the dwelling (in Metropolitan Green Belt)
included in curtilage and boundary fencing erected. New and
additional driveway laid and second vehicular access to dwelling
constructed.

In addition, there are currently two particular areas within the District
where unauthorised changes of use have been observed, namely on the
Ashingdon Estate, Ashingdon, where sections of unmade road have been
incorporated, and in Elm Road, Hullbridge, and at '1Mulsanne", Malyons
Road, Hullbridge, where garden extensions have been effected using areas
of grazing land forming part of Malyons Farm. Investigations are
currently proceeding, but the matter is brought to Members' attention to
indicate the scale of the activity and the consequent problems of
enforcement action. Photographs of the two areas referred to above will
be on display in the Members' Room.

RECOMMEN1ED (1) That in the cases referred to in sub—paragraphs (i) to
(ivabove, 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
now reported.

(2) That investigations be pursued In respect of the changes
of use within the Ashingdon Estate, Ashingdon, and on grazing land at
Malyons Farm, Bullbridge, and a further report be made to Committee In
due course.

.
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PLANN!G SERVICES COMMITTE 19th DECEMBER, £985.

SCHEDULE INDEX,

ITEN CASE
NO. PROPOSAL OFFICER

1. ROC/775/85 Add single storey rear extension. PCC

Ashingdon Memorial Hall, Ashingdon Road,
Ashingdon.

2. ROC!718/85 Demolish existing buildings and erect 12 JAA
light industrial units Class III.
Rear of Fire Station, South Street, Rochford.

3. ROC/44O/85 Erect two detached houses and four TMM
detached bungalows with garages.
51 & Rear of 55, Little Viheatley Chase,

Rayleigh.

4. ROC/769/85 Erection of 4 Floodlight towers to tennis! PCC
netball court.

Hulibridge Sports & Social Club, Lower Road1
Hullbridge.

5. ROC/688/85 Outline application to erect detached SJJZ

house with integral garage.

Adj. 44, Little Wakering Road, Gt. Wakering.

6. ROC/735/85 Additional entrance lobby and toilets1 SJK

change of squash court to functions room;
erect 3 tennis courts; revised car park layout.
Plot 14, Aviation Way, Rochford.

7. ROC/742/85 Use of land for the storage of touring TMM

caravans.
Sutton Ford, Sutton Road, Rochford.

8. ROC/731/85 Change of use to tea and coffee lounge. JRF
l2,South Street, Rochford.

9. ROC/731/84/l Demolish existing farm cottageanci erect TMM
one detached dwelling for farm use.

Upper Raypits Farm, Lark Hill Road, Canewdon.

10. ROC/754/85 Outline application to erect 3 detached TMM
houses with integral garages.
54, Folly Lane, Hockley.

11. ROC/743/S5 Continue to use caravan for agricultural JRF
worker.
Lower Road, Hockley.

12. ROC/8l3/85 Outline application to demolish existing pCC
bungalow and erect one detached chalet and
garage.
32, Downhall Road, Rayleigh.
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13. ROC/819/85 Change of use from stiop to office. PCC
76, Ferry Road, Hullbridge.

14. ROC/t3Ol/85 Convert existing oil tank bund into paint JW
store and compressor house.
Plot 15, Aviation Way, Rochford.

15. R0Y723/85 Change of use from light industrial to a T?vTht

snooker centre.

33, Brook Road, Rayleigh.

16. R0C/764/85 Change uee of land for storage of logs and JW
ancillary parking of trailers in association
with joinery works.
Units 7 to 11, Eldon Way, Hockley.

17. ROC/798/85 Extencions and alterations to include new FCC
toilets, service bars, stairs, beer store.
Gossips, Back Lane, Rochford.

18. ROC/758/85 Erect office/reception building. JRF
Rawreth Garage, Chelmsford Road, Rawreth.

19. ROCf6lO/85 Erect one detached two—bedroom bungalow NACB
with garage and erect one four—bedroom
detached house with garage.

9, Hiliview Road, Rayleigh.

20. ROC/821/85 Outline application to erect one dwelling. FCC

W'nnton (Flot 6), Kingsmans Farm Road,
Hullbridge.

21. HOC/Sn/aS Change of use of school to elderly persons FCC
rest home with extension to rear.

Paglesham School, Paglesham Road, Paglesham.

22. ROC/786/85 Additional use of shop premises for sale PCC
of hot take away food.

The Corner Shop, 56,Greensward Lane, Hockley.

23. ROC/77l/85 Change of ise to snooker club. JRF

89, High Street, Rayleigh.

24. ROC/773/85 Change of use from Class III light JW
Industrial to Class IV welding and fabrication

- and ancillaries.
Unit 17, Star Lane Industrial Estate, Ct.' Wakering.

25. ROC/762/85 Add single storey and two storey extensions. FCC

Elim Pentecostal Church, Ashingdon Road!
Clifton Road, Ashingdon.

26. ROC/702/85 Erect 4—bed detached house with integral JRF

garage.
Rear of 186, Downhall Road, Rayleigh.

I
I441t V.
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2?. ROC/767/85 Change of use from 100% light/heavy Industrial MACB

to 60% light/heavy industrial and 40%
warehous thg.
Former Hermans Site, 23, Brook Road, Rayleigh.

p
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PLANNING SERVICES COMMITTEE

19TH DECEMBER, 1985.

SCHEDULE OF DEVELOPMENT APPLICATIONS WITH DIRECTOR'S
RECOMMENDAT IONS, FOR DETERMINA.T ION AT THIS COMMITTEE.

1. ROC/775/85 ASHINGDON

ASHINGDON MEMORIAL HALL, ASHINGDON ROAD, ASHINGDON

Add single storey rear extension.

The Trustees, Ashxngdon & East Hawlcwe].l Memorial Hall,
c/o G.B. Spencer Ltd., 2, Market Square Chambers,
Rochford, Essex.

Floor area: 11.2m2 (120 sq ft).

RECOMMENDATION: APROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

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

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

REPORT:

S A small extension squaring off the rear of the building together
W with re—positioning of external doors. The extension is to be in

association with various internal alterations not requiring
planning permission to provide a new layout of kitchen, toilets
committee room and bar.

2. ROC/7iJ85 ROCHFORD

REAR OF FIRE STATION, SOUTH STREET, ROCHFORD

Demolish existing buildings and erect 12 light industrial units
class III.

1



MBC Estates limited, do Kenneth C. Cheeseman, ARII3A.,
South House, 46/48 South Street, Rochford, Essex. SS4 1BQ.

RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

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

2. The areas shown for access forecourts and car parking shall
be surfaced to the satisfaction of the local planning authority
before any unit now approved is first occupied.

3. The buildings now approved shall be used for light industrial
purposes only as defined in the Town and Country Planning Use
Classes order 1972 and for no other purpose without the prior
approval in writing from the local planning authority.

4. The development hereby approved shall' be carried out in
accordeance with the details shown on application drawing No.
1752: 100A.

S
3. ROC/440/85 RAYLEIGH

51 and rear of 55, LITTLE W}IEATLEY CHASE, RAYLEIGH

Erect two detached houses and detached bungalows with garages.

C.S. Housden & Co.,
125, Church Street, Billericay, Essex.

Site Area: 1.6 acres Density: 4.1 d.p.a.

RECOMMIWIThT ION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

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

2. The development shall be carried out in accordance with the
amended site layout plan drawing no. 101/2 revision B.

3. Notwithstanding the work on the submitted plan the existing
trees and groups of trees on the periphery of the site and
identified in a green outline on the plan returned herewith shall
be reta:tned and shall not be removed, lopped, or reduced in
height without the prior approval in writing of the local
planning authority. In the event of such action without consent
the local planning authority reserve the right to require
suitable replacement planting of similar height and species.
Those trees further identified by a green area are the subject of
Tree Preservation order No. 14/85. Such trees shall be retained
by the applicants or any successors in title.

2
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4. A tree the species, height, and location of which shalla previously have been agreed in writing by the local planning
W authority shall be planted during the first planting season

following the commencement of the development to replace Tree No.
P.6. (Willow) the subject of tree Preservation Order No 14/85
which will need to be removed to allow for the proposed dwelling
on plot 2.

• 5. A belt of evergreen tree planting shall be provided along the
rear boundaries of plots 2 and 3. The species and height of such
planting shall be previously agreed in writlng by the local
planning authority and the agreed planting shall be carried out
not later than the first available planting season following the
commencement of the development. Any tree dying or being removed
within five years of planting shall be replaced by the applicants
or their successors in title to the staisfaction of the' local
planning authority.

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

7. Std. Cond. 7 - All trees, shrubs and hedges to be protected
by fencing.

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

9. The precise location type and extent of the proposed 1.8 m
high timber panel fencing along the northern boundary of the site
shall be agreed in writing by the local planning authority. Such
fencing shall be erected prior to the occupation of the proposed
dwellings.

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

11. Std. Cond. 15 Details of walls, fences or other means of
enclosure.

12. Std. Cond. 29 — Dwelling not to be enlarged or altered
without prior approval.

13. std. Cond. 20 — No obstruction to visibility within areas of
sight splays.

14. The proposed private drive access shall be a minimmum of
4.800 m in width for the first 106.000 in from the highway

— boundary.

15. The proposed private drive including the defined turning area
shall be hardsurfaced to the satisfaction of the local planning
authority prior to the occupation of the proposed dwellings.

16. The proposed bungalow on plot 6. shall be handed so that its
garage and driveway is located at the northern end of its
frontage.

3
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REPORtI':

This application was considered by the Committee on 26th 1
September, 1985 and deferred. The recommendation presented to
the Committee was that a conditional permission be granted and
the recommendation is reported above.

At the meeting on the 26th September some members expressed
concern at the intended removal of a Willow tree within the site
the subject of a tree preservation order, the inclusion of two
two—storey dwellings on plots 2 and 3, their proximity to
existing properties and overlooking. Concern was also expressed
on the intended access arrangements.

Discussions have taken place with the applicants who explain
that they have given careful consideration to all the points
raised but they cannot accept a reduction in the number of
dwellings or substituting bungalows for the proposed houses as
this would affect the viability of the scheme.

However the applicants have made some amendments in an attempt to
overcome the Committees criticisms.

The amendments in the main involve the two-storey dwellings and
include: —

(1) A revised first floor layout to locate the master and second
bedrooms at the front of the properties.

(2) The siting of the minor bedrooms and bathroom at the rear
with smaller windows in the rear elevation to reduce the prospect
of overlooking of the adjoining dwellings.

(3) Re—siting of the two—storey dwellings 1 metre further
forward to increase the distance between the properties and the
existing curtilages at the rear.

Other Modifications:

(a) The applicants have offered to increase the width of the
initial section of the private drive access road to 4.8 m instead
of the normal standard requirement of 4.lm to assist the safe
passage of vehicles within the site.

(b) The applicants are agreeable to "hand" the bungalow on the
frontage to Little Wheatleys Chase so that its garage and
driveway - is more remote from the access road to ensure that any
vehicle parked on the garage driveway does not obstruct vehicles
at the junction fo the private drive access road.

On the question of the removal of the preserved Willow tree the
applicants contend that whilst they acknowledge the Councils wish
to safeguard the environment it is a fact that a Willow tree is a
particularly hazardous tree in clay soil conditions. They are
quite prepared to provide a replacement tree elsewhere within

4

.



• the site.

Members will no doubt recall that strong representations against
the proposal were received from local residents and organisations
to the original scheme1 and these were sent out in the schedule
presented at the Meeting on the 26th september 1985.

The residents, local organisations, and Ward Members have been
notified of the latest amendments and invited to comment. To

• date no further representations have been received but any
received before the Committee Meeting will be reported verbally.

4. ROC/79J85_UIU
RULLBRIDGE SPORTS AND SOCIAL CLUB, LOWER ROAD, HULLBRIDGE

Erection of 4 floodlight towers to tennis/netball court.

• Hullbridge Sports & Social Club, do P.J. Wood,
44, Manor Road, Hockley, Essex.

RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

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

• 2. The proposed floodlights shall be shielded to the
satisfaction of the local planning authority to avoid direct
light to residential properties adjacent to the playing field.

REPORT:

The nearest tower to residential properties in lower Road would
be some 135 metres (443 ft) away. The proposed towers are 8.53m
(28 ft) high. No objections have been received from any residents

• whose properties back onto the playing fields.

5. ROC/688/85 ROACH GROUP

ADJ. 44, LITTLE WAKERING ROAD, LITTLE WAKERING

Outline application to erect detached house with integral garage.

P. Bentall Esq., do R. Michael Welton & Partners,
Baryta House, 29, Victoria Avenue, Southend on Sea, Essex.

RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

1. Std. Cond. la - Reserved matters to be approved.

5
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2. std. Cond. 6 - A scheme of landscaping to be approved.

3. Std. Cond. 27a — Provision within curtilage of site for
garage or garage space.

4. The areas hatched blue on the plan returned herewith shall be
unfenced and kept clear and free of obstruction at all times.

5. The access shall be constructed a minimum of 2.Sm wide and be
provided with a 4m crossing.

6. Any garage erected shall be sited a minimum of 6xn from the
highway boundary.

7. A hardstandiny to be provided.

REPORT:

This infil plot is the site of a former field access required by
an appeal decision in 1956, but access to the field is the
adjoining farmland to the north. The sight splays at the
frontage of the plot produces a width of 23.8m, but the plot
width on the building line is only S.6m. Although this fajls
below the 9.lSm standard, the site is deep and a rear garden of
180m2 can be achieved. Single storey garages are located on the
building line on either side of the plot and hence development of
the plot will not produce a cramped appearance.

Both neighbours object to the development on the grounds that
private rights of access across the plot to their rear gardens
would be affected. Although these rights do not appear to have
been exercised, access to the neighbours garages is over the area
of site splay in. the applicants ownership. The applicants state
that the land comprising the sight splays will be conveyed to
the neighbours, but nevertheless a condition is included to
ensure that the driveways are kept unobstructed at all times
irrespective of their ownership.

.
6. ROC/735/85 ROCHFORD

PLOT 14, AVIATION WAY,_ROCUFORD

AdditionaTl entrance lobby and toilets, change of squash court to
functions room; erect three tennis courts; new car park layout

Flights Sports & Leisure Complex, do Ralph S. frazer, ARIBA,
57, Southchurch Boulevard, Southend on Sea, Essex. SS2 4UL

RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

6 .



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

2. Std. Cond. 6 — A scheme of tree and/or shrub planting to be
approved.

3. The existing five-a--side football pitch shall be removed and
car parking areas to be provided shall be hardsurfaced and the
spaces to be provided shall be marked on the finished surface to

0 the staisfaction of the local planning authority prior to the use
of the functions room and tennis courts hereby permitted.

REPORT

The leisure centre was permitted in May 1983, RoC/210/83
comprising seven squash courts, a snooker room, gymnasiums, a
solarium, one bar and one functions room with bar, Since the
centre was opened three tennis courts and a five—a—side football
pitch have been constructed without planning permission. This
application seeks to provide an additional entrance lobby,

• including toilet facilities, to change the use of one squash
court to a second functions room with bar, and to receive
permission for the tennis courts.

Currently only 66 of 137 spaces approved under ROC/210/83 have
been laid out. The revised car parking scheme provides for 150

• spaces to be achieved by deletion of the footbal pitch. The
additional car parking requirement arising from the application
is for a total of 15 spaces, so the proposal has a nominal
shortfall of 2 spaces.

The completed development will fill virtually all of the site
area, but neverthiess there is still an opportunity to secure
tree and shrub planting along the frontage of the site.

7. ROC/742/85 ROCf-IFORD

SUTTON_FORD, SUTTON ROAD, ROCHFORD

Use of land for the storage of touring caravans.

A.J. Curtis,
Sutton Ford, Sutton Road, Rochford, Essex. 554 1XS

Site area: 1.03 acres.

RECOMMENDATION: REFUSAL, FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. Std. Rsn. 36 — MGB. The proposal is contrary to this policy
and would impair the appearance of the local countryside.

7
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2. The proposal would intensify the use of an existing junctIon
which is completely sub—standard in terms of vision in the south—
easterly direction as this proposal does not appear to show
sufficient land within the applicants control to provide a
traffic Vision distance equal to the reasonable stopping distance
of oncoffling vehicles at the ambient traffic speed. The lack of
such vision would result in an unacceptable degree of hazard to
all road users.

REPORT

The proposal seeks to use over an acre of land within the grounds
of "Sutton Ford" for the storage of touring caravans, it is
estimated that in excess of 100 caravans could be accommodated on
the land.

No objections have been received from residents or the Rochford
Parish Council. The occupier of Butlers Farm, has no objection
provided the caravans would be out of sight restricted in number,
and not ultimately used for residential purposes.

The Director of Health & Housing raises no objection on the basis
that no caravans would be used for human habitation.

Reason 2. of the reconunendation is at the Direction of the County
Surveyor.

B. ROC/731/85 ROCHFORD

12, SOUTH STREET. ROCUFORD

Change of use to tea and coffee lounge.
I.

D.A. Alexander,
"Beehive", 12, South Street, Rochford, Essex. SS4 1BQ

RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

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

2. Before the use is first commence, an are in the rear courtyard ashall be laid out and hard surfaced to provide parking for two —

staff vehicles, in accordance with details which shall have been
submitted to and approved by the local planning authority.

3. The premises shall not to be used for any form of hot
takeaway food, either in preparation or sale, and any hot food
prepared or offered for sale shall be consumed on the premises
within the area allocated for such use, as outlined in red on the

8
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• submitted plans returned herewith.

REPORT

The applicant, the owner of this newsagents/confectioners shop
has diversified his sales by introducing the sale of plants etc,
which are displayed at present In the rear courtyard. Following
the granting of an easement by the Council a vehicular access

• gate has been provided in the rear boundary wall giving direct
access onto the public car park to facilitate loading and
unloading of trade vehicles, and the parking of staff cars.

The applicant has built a rear extension to the shop, the
planning consent for which was granted in 1984, for additional
living accommodation to supplement that at first floor level, but
now wishes to further diversify by using this extension as a tea
and coffee lounge. Full restaurant facilities are not at present
envisaged.

The shop is situated within the Rochford Town Centre where such a
use is not inappropiate. The building is situated with the
Rochford Conservation Area, but no changes in the appearance of
the building are necessary. A public car park is very close to
the shop, and there would appear to be no real objections to some
customers entering the premises from the rear entrance as well as
the front entrance.

The floor area proposed to be used as a coffee/tea lounge is
clearly defined, and it would seam to be immaterial whether this
floorspace is used for cream teas or light snacks since
accommodation is limited.

The Director of Health and Housing has no objections. The
Rochford Parish Council do not object. Of the six adjoining
occupiers consulted, only one reply has been received. This
occupier of No 20. South Street has no objection so long as an

• increase in traffic at the rear of their premises does not occur.
All the land at the rear of these shops in South Street abuts the
public car park however, and car parking spaces are limited and

• laid out, so any increase in traffic, if any, would be of a
pedestrian nature only.

If Members are minded to approve the application, it is suggested
that a condition be imposed restricting any take-away service
(except as may be sold in any shop, such as cold drinks,
sandwiches etc). It is also recommended that space be laid out

• in the rear courtyard for staff car parking.

The Rochford Amenities Society have no adverse comments to make.
The proposal has not been publicly advertised under Section 28 of
the Town and Country Planning Act as it is felt that the proposal
would not affect the character or appearance of the Rochford
Conservation Area,

9



9. ROC/731/84/1 CANEWDON

UPPER RAYPITS FARM, LARK HILL ROAD, CANEWDON

Demolish existing farm cottages and erect one detached dwelling
for farm use. (DETAILS)

A. & S. Woodford & Sons, do Architectural Design Associates,
Westgate House, 25-29, West Street, Rochford, Essex. 884 lEE

RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

1. sta. Cond. 8 — Submit materials schedule.

BEPORT

The Director of Development will make a verbal report at the
Meet ing.

10. ROC/7544/85 FIOCKLEY

54, FOLLY LANE, HOCKLEY

Outline application to erect three detached houses with integral
garages.

I.R. Godfrey,
41, Branksome Avenue, Hockley, Essex. 585 SPF

Frontage: 27.43m (90') Depth: 54.25m (178') Density: 9 d.p.a.

RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

1. Std. Cond. 1 — Reserved matters to be approved.
2. Std. Cond. 2 - Commence in five years or two years.

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

4. Std. Cond. 8 — Submit materials schedule.

5. Std. Cond. 10 — Details of screening.

6. Std. Cond. 15 — Details of walls, fences or other means of
enclosure.

10
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7. Std. Conch 27b — provision within curtilage of site for
garage or garage space.

REPORT

Letters of objection have been received from the occupiers of
60,67, & 73 Folly Lane on grounds that three houses would appear
cramped and out of place.

The adjoining resident at No. 60 is also concerned at the impact
the houses would have on his property particularly daylight to
high level windows in his main living room. Reference is also
made to trees which were removed from the frontage of the site
approxImately 18 months ago. These trees were registered by the
County Council and permission was granted to remove them because
of their condition. No replacement trees have been provided but
a condition as included in the recommendation calling for a
scheme of tree planting.

• The other adjoining occupier at No. 52 has no objection provided
boundary fencing is provided and there is no encroachement onto
his property.

Uaving regard to the character of the existing development at
this point in Folly Lane which is dominated by semi-detached
houses it is considered that opposition to a development of three

• detached houses on 90' frontage could not be sustained.

11. RoC/743/85 MOCKLEY

SOUTUSIDE, FIELD 4117, LOWER ROAD, ROCKLEY

Continue to use caravan for agricultural worker.

Mr. G. Fuller, do Mr. F.G. Norman,
92, The Avenue, Hadleigh, Benfleet, Essex. 557 2HG

RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

1. The caravan shall cease to be used for residential purposes
and removed from the farm holding on 31st December 1987, unless
otherwiseagreed in writing by the local planning authority.

2. The caravan shall only be occupied by the applicant
Mr. G. Fuller and his dependant.

3. The caravan shall not exceed the size stated in the submitted
application viz. 7.3m (24' ) x 2.4m (8' ) unless previously agreed
in writing by the local planning authority.

11
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4. The caravan shall be sited in the position indicated on the
submitted application plan.

RE PORT

A poultry unit on the site was allowed on appeal in 1983,
followinq which the Planning Services Committee approved, in June
1983, details of the buildings. In October 1983, following
favourable comments from the Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries
and Food, the Committee approved the siting of a caravan on the
site for an agricultural worker.

This temporary permission expired on 31st October this year, and
this application is for a further period of consent.

Construction of the five buildings is 'well advanced, and there is
no objection to the caravan being retained on the site for a
further two-year period, subject to similar conditions as imposed
on the original consent.

The Director of Health and Housing has no adverse comments.

12.' ROC/8i3/85 RAYLEIGH

32, DOWNHALL ROAD, RAYLEIGH

Outline application to demolish existing bungalow and erect one
detached chalet and garage.

LA. Byford & Sons Ltd., do John H. Williams,
Estate House, 377, Rayleigh Road, Eastwood, Leigh on Sea, Essex.

Frontage: 1O.36m (34ft) Depth: 58.5m (192ft) Density: 17/ha
44.

RECOMMENDATION: REFUSAL, FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

The local planning authority consider that redevelopment of this
site with a chalet property would result in an overbearing and
incongrous presence in the street to the detriment of visual
amentity and the amenties of adjoining residents.

RE PORT

The bungalow proposed to be demolished is one half of a semi-
detached pair. There is no objection in principle to such a way
of redeveloping a site, and there are several examples in the
district where a new dwelling has been successfully accommodated
on the plot of a former semi-detached dwelling withNthe former
party wall made good as an external wall.

12
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However in this particular instance the existing dwelling is onea of a group of similar bungalows of modest and distinctive designW and it is considered that a chalet could not successfully be
accommodated amongst them without looking incougrous.

This is an outline application so no details of designs have been
submitted although approval is sought for the siting of the
dwelling on similar building line to neighbouring properties.

The occupiers of the other half of the pair No. 30 object to the
proposal. Their concern for the future of the existing party
wall is a matter which would be dealt with under the building Act
1984. They do however have add-itional objections over the impact
upon the appearance of their property and this part of the street
scene.

No comments have been received from' the occupiers of t1e other
I adjoining property at the time of writing. That property has two

windows in its flank approximately 4m (13 ft) from the boundary
of the site.

13. ROC/819/85 HULI4BRIDGE

76, FERRY ROAD, HULLBRIDGE

Change of use from shop to office.

Mrs. P.A. Wapples, do Point Services,
128, New Road, Hadleigh, Benfleet, Essex. SS7 2RG

RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO;

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

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

3. Notwithstanding the submitted plans a dropped kerb a minimum
of 4.8 metres wide shall be constructed to the satisfaction of
the local planning authority to serve the proposed parking area,
prior to commencement of use of the premises for the purposes
hereby approved.

4. The proposed car—parking area shall be handsurfaced to the
satisfaction of the local planning authority prior to
commencement of use of the premises for the purposes hereby
approved.

5. Notwithstanding the town and County Planning (Use Classes)
Order 1972, the premises shall only be used for the purposes of
secretarial services, solicitors and/or insurance brokers, unless
otherwise agreed in writing by the local planning authority.

13 4'

I. •

'tot



'''Ii'! I 'in' Ih1 i !II ''II

REPOJ

Planning permission was refused in March of this year ROC/092/85
for extensions to this shop premises. It was considered that the
extensione would lead to the overdevelopment of commercial
activity, in a residential area with consequent detriment. That
application produced a great deal of objection from local
residents who were primarily concerned with possible disturbance.

This application seeks permission for the use of the existing
floorspace only for office purposes.

A parking area to the rear of the premises with access from
Oakleigh Avenue is proposed.

There are reservations about whether an office such as a bank or
building society would be appropiate use given the large numbers
of people this might attract. The applicants however have
indicated that uses for solicitors, insurance brokers and
secretarial services are the types of office uses intended and
this does not seem unreasonable.
The period for neighbour consultation does not expire until
several days after the meeting. No objections have been received
at the time of writing and the Director of Development recommends
in the likelihood that no serious objections will be received,
that the decision of approval be delegated to him to await the
expiry of that consultation period.

14. ROC/801/85 ROCHFORD

PLOT 14, AVIATION WAY, ROCHFORD

Convert existing oil tank bund into paint store and compressor
house.

0
Ipeco Europe Ltd.,
Aviation way, Rochford, Essex. 552 6UM •
Floor Area: 22m2

RECOMNENDATION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

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

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

REPORT

The Director of Health and Housing has been consulted and has
made no adverse comments.

14 I



T

15. ROC/723/85 RAYLEIGH

33, BROOK ROAD, RAYLEIGH

a
Change of use from light industrial to a snoo}cer centre.

Marathon Leisure Ltd., 11, Harvest Close,
South Woodham Ferrers, Essex, CM3 SXR.

Floor Area: 639ra2 (SBBOsq.ft.).

RECOMNENDAT ION: REFUSAL, FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The proposed use is contrary to the provisions of the
Approved Review County Development Plan, wherein the site is
within an area allocated for industrial purposes.

2. The use, if permitted, would create an undesirable precedenta for non—industrial uses within allocated industrial areas which
W would undermine the Council's policies concerning industrial

development and employment and economic growth in the Rochford
District.

REPORT:

The proposal seeks to use a vacant industrial building in Brook
Road comprising some 5,880 square feet, as a Snooker Centre
providing 11 snooker tables, a pool table, a private room, bar
and eating facilities. Car parking for 31 vehicles is included.
The use would operate seven days a week from 10.00 a.m. to
midnight.

The premises have remained un-let for at least a year despite
incentives and flexible terms.
The applicants feel the building is ideally suited and located
for their use and explain that the facility would be welcomed by
many of the employees on the industrial estate as there is a
general lack of recreational facilities nearby. The applicants
further explain that similar developments have been allowed
within industrial estates at Chelmsford, Colchester, Witham,
Luton and St. Albans.

The applicants have produced very detailed information In support
of their proposal, including a Business Plan giving details of
the proposal, profiles of the Company Directors and a Market
Overview and Strategy. A copy of this document is now available
in the Merabers' Room for perusal.
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In terms of policy the proposal is inappropriate, the property
being situated within an industrial allocation and the
recommendation set out above is that permission be refused on the
policy of conflict with the Development Plan and the Draft
District Local Plan which retains the industrial allocation.

Acceptance of the use would also set a precedent for non—
industrial uses within industrial estates which might ultimately
result in pressure for industrial developments outside allocated
areas.

However, bearing in mind the building has been vacant for a
year, Members may feel that-there is a case for considering a
grant of permission. Current Government Advice, notably Circular
14/85, and the White Paper Lifting the Burden explains that there
should be a presumption in favour of allowing applications for
development having regard to all material consideration unless
that development would cause demonstrable harm to interests of
acknowledged importance.

If despite the provisions of the Development Plan the Committee
feel that the proposal merits an approval it is suggested that
the following conditions would be appropriate

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

2. This permission shall enure for the sole benetit of the
applicants for the use of the premises as a licensed snooker
centre. The premises shall not be used for any other purposes or
by any other persons without the prior approval of the local
planning authority.

3. The proposed car parking facilities shall be made available
to the satisfaction of the local planning authority prior to the
permitted use commencing.

4. A scheme of landscaping and tree planting along the northern
edge of the site shall be submitted to and approved by the local
planning authority prior to the commencement of the development.
Such scheme shall be implemented during the first available
planting season following the commencement of the use and any
trees dying, becoming diseased, damaged, or removed within five
years of planting shall be replaced by the applicants or their
successors in title.

16. R0C/764/85 HOCKLEY

UNITS 7 to 11, ELDON WAY, HOCKLEY

Change use of land for storage of logs and ancillary parking of
trailers in association with joinery works.

16
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Manderine Furniture Ltd.,
45, Hart Street, Brentwood, Essex, CM14 4KD.

RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

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

2. This permission shall enure for the sole benefit of the
* applicants and to no other persons or business undertaking

without the prior approval of the local planning authority.
I

3. There shall be no sawing of logs within the site.

4. The hours of work shall be between 8.00 a.m. and 6.00 p.m.
each day Monday to Friday, 8.00 a.nt. to 2.00 p.m. Saturdays.
There shall be no working on Sundays or Bank Holidays.

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

6. Std. Cond. 6 - A scheme of landscaping to be approved.

7. A scheme of screening walls and/or other means of screening,
together with their positioning, shall be submitted for approval
by the local planning authority before the development is
commenced and shall be erected prior to the commencement of the

S use.

B. The existing trees and shrubs on the perimeter of the site as
indicated by the lines coloured green on the submitted drawing
dated 1st November, 1985 shall be retained and shall not be
removed or reduced in height or spread without the prior consent
in writing of the local planning autority. Any such trees being
removed without such consent or dying, becoming severely damaged
or diseased shall be replaced with trees of such size and species
as may be agreed with the local planning authority.

9. The storage area of the site shall be hardsurfaced to the
satisfaction of the local planning authority.

10.. The log storage stacks and fixed structures in the nature of
plant and machinery shall not exceed or project above the
northern or western perimeter screen fences/walls subject of
Condition 7 above.

11. The storage area shall not be illuminated in any way without
the priot approval in writing of the local planning authority.

The applicants are seeking to use this vacant site within the
north western corner of the Hockley Industrial Estate for the
storage of logs prior to movement and cutting on an industrial
band saw located within the adjacent joinery works building. The

17
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applicants are at present in dispute with the Council in respect
of whether specific planning permission is required for the
installation and, use of the band saw and Methbers may wish to
defer or delegate this current application for ancillary log
storage to the Director until the matter is resolved. Although
the applicant describes the proposal as the storage of logs it
is: in fact, proposed to store large sections of tree trunks.

Local residents have been consulted and letters of objection
received from the following

(a) G.L. Massey, 16, Woodstock Crescent.

(b) Mr. & Mrs. G.W. McCabe, 22,

(c) Mr. A. Hughes and Mrs. 0.0. Hughes,
1, Althorpe Close, Betts Farm.

The grounds of objection are summarised below

(i) Potential noise nuisance and at unsocial hours.

(ii) Potential increase an mice population — health risk.

(iii) Will detract from visual amenity.

(iv) Potential devaluation of property.

One letter has been received supporting the application, from Mr.
1. Dickson of 14, Woodstock Crescent.

The Director of Health and Housing reports that having regard to
the location of this proposed development there could be
potential for nuisance from noise greater than exists at present.
However: no objections are raised against this proposal subject
to suggested conditions 3 and 4.

The proposal was considered at the first meeting of the
Economic Development Panel on 20th November, 1985 where it was
agreed that the proposal should be supported in principle.

17. R0çJ795/85 ROCUFORD

GOSSIPS, BACK LANE, ROCHFORD
S

Extension and alterations to include new toilets, service bars,
stairs, and beer store.

Rochiord & District Conservative Club Ltd.,
do Ronald Vardy, Architect,
1, Eastwood Road, Leigh on Sea, Essex. 559 3A3

A
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RECOMMENDATION: That power to determine the application bea deleg.ted to the Director of Development, subject to the
W following conditions.

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

2. This consent conveys no approval to the fascia sign indicated
on the submitted application drawing.

3. Facilities shall be made available at commencement and during
works of construction for an Archaeologist nominated by Essex
County Council to be given the opportunity to carry out
inspection of the site. Not -l-ess than 48 hours notice of the
commencement of works shall be given to the local planning
authority.

— 4. Notwithstanding the provisions of the Town and Country
Planning (Control of Advertisements) Regulations 1984, no
advertisement signs shall be displayed on or from the extension
hereby approved, without the prior consent of the local planning
authority.

5. Details of any mechanical ventilation systems shall first be
submitted to and approved by the local planning authority prior
to installation.

6. Samples of the roof tiles to be used shall be submitted to
and approved by the local planning authority prior to
commencement of the development hereby approved.

18. ROC/758/85 RAYLEIGH

RAWRETH GARAGE, CHELMSFORID ROAD, RAYLE IGH

Erect office/reception building.
Rawreth Garage, c/o Reg. Curd,
16, Cedar Hall Gardens, Thundersley, I3enfleet, Essex. 557 3RS
RECOMMENDAT ION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

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

2. The proposed building shall be sited 15.24 metres (50 ft)
• from themain (west) wall of the existing workshop, as indicated

on the submitted drawing.

3. The development hereby permitted shal only be implemented in
substitution for the permission granted (on 4th September 1985
under application number ROC/449/85) for the erection of an
extension to provide a store/office and reception area at first
floor level over the access to the rear car park. At no time
shall these two permissions be effected simultaneously.
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4. The building hereby approved shall be used for an office and
service reception purposes only, in connection with the Rawreth
Garage, and for no other purpose without the prior consent in
writing to the local planning authority.

REPORT

Following the unauthorised sub-division of the Good Companions
garage by the formation of the Rawreth Garage as a separate unit,
planning permission was granted retrospectively for the sub-
division subject to condition and legal areement which required
a better access from the Al30,- and the permission of a rear car
park by September last. This car park is still not in use
because the applicants were reluctnat to remove certain buildings
(also to be removed under the terms of the planning consent)
until replacement buildings were available.

Enforcement proceedings were authorised, but enforcement notices
have not been served to date as work has started on the! removal
of the buildings.

Earlier this year the Planning Services Committee approved a
replacement office building on stilts above the access to the
rear car park, but the applicants do not now wish to ampleznent
this consent and seek to erect a single storey office building
loading off the car park at the rear.

This building is unlikely to be obtrusive from the surrounding
countryside, and the applicants have written to say that they are
quite willing to revoke the earlier consent without compensation,
but a suitable condition has been included to ensure that only
one of the two office buildings are erected. If consent is
granted for the detached office building it may not be necessary
to serve the enforcement notices authorised if work on the
construction of the building commences immediately, and the
remaining obstruction in the car park access, an M.O.T. viewing
room, is demolished without further delay.

Phe County Surveyor has no objections to the proposal.

19. R0C/610/85 RAYLEIGH

9,HILLVIEW ROAD, RAYLEIGH

Erect one detached two bedroom bungalow with garage and erect one
four bedroom detached house with garage.

Town & Country Developments, do Ron Hudson Designs Ltd.,
305, London Road, Hadleigh, Benfleet, Essex. 887 2B9

Fronta9e: 19.4m Depth: SOn

I
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RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

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

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

3. Std. Cond. 6 - A scheme of landscaping to be approved.

4. All trees and hedges indicated in green on the submitted
drawing No. 5334:85b shall be retained and protected by chesnut
pailing fences for the duration of the construction distance
equivalent to not less than the spread from the trunk. No
materials including displaced soil shall be stored or
buildings/structures erected inside these fences. In addition no
changes in ground level may be made! within these fences without
the previous written consent of the local planning authority.

S None of the existing trees or hedges referred to above shall be
felled, lopped, topped or wilfully destroyed without the previous
written consent of the local planning authority. If any sucha trees of hedges are removed without such consent or if any becomeW dead or dying or seriously diseased or are severely damaged
within five years of the completion of the development hereby
permitted, they shall be replaced with others of a species,
number, size and in positions to be agreed in writing with local
planning authority.

S. Provision shall be made within the curtilage of the site for
one garage of garage space in addition to one parking space per
residential unit in accordance with details submitted on drawing
No. 5334:85b. Both the garage and parking space shall be
constructed before the dwellings are occupied. The floorspace of
the garage shall be used for no other purposes incidental to the
enjoyment of the dwellings.

6. Std. Cond. 34 - Certain windows to be obscure glazed.

7. Std. Cond. 14 - l.8m High fencing to erected.

8. Facilities shall be afforded, during works of site
W preparation and excavation, to an Archaeologist nominated by the

Essex County Council Planning Department to maintain a watching
brief. Not less than 48 hours notice shall be given to the local
planning authority of commencement of works.

9. The badger sett indicated in mauve on the submitted drawing
shall be protected by chestnut paling fences for the duration of
the construction period including the initial clearance of the
site.
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It may be recalled by Members that earlier this year permission
was granted for a substantial detached chalet on the plot
adjacent to this site. Both sites are proininant and contain
mature trees - the subject of a Tree Preservation Order — which
are to retained.

As the site is close to Rayleigh Mount a number of organisations
and individuals have been consulted.

National Trust — prefer application be refused; threat to trees,
fox earths and badger sett. Suggested that if permission be
granted it be restricted to one dwelling.

Essex Naturalist's Trust - object because of active badger sett
and preserved trees. However if permission granted trees and
sett should be protected.

English Heritage — no comments on principle but due to close
proximity of Rayleigh Mount and Castle as well as the
Conservation Area the design of properties should be of a high
standard. Preserved trees should be retained.

Anglian Water - no objections.

Rayleigh Civic Society - suggest bungalows garage is sited
further back.

Rayleigh Consultative Committee - also suggest garage to bungalow
is set back.

County Planner - site not large enough for two and design is
poor. Archaeologist wished to be kept informed of building
commencement.

Responses from neighbours are as followst

4, Hiliview Road - objects to noise, disturbance and drainage to
road caused by building operations; 5 empty properties in this
road no trees should be kept on this site.

"Treetops", Hillview Road — no objections in principle; difficult
to assess building heights; concerned with tree retention and
drainage; garage in front of building line, landing windows
should be obscure glazed; rear wall of house should avoid roots
of preserved trees; road to be properly maintained kept clear of S
delivery vehicles and materials.

Since the above comments were made discussions have taken place
between the agent, the County planners specialist and officers
from this authority with a view to overcoming many o the points
made above.
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A revised scheme has been forwarded indicating, amongst other
things:

1. A better design of the proposed buildings.
2. Re-siting of the bungalows garage.
3. Retention of preserved trees.

If Members so desire Section 47 of the Essex county Council Act
19 can be invoked to ensure proper maintenance of the private
road referred to by the neighbours. However, it is understood
that this legislation may be repealed in future.

Any further responses from neighbours to the revised plans will
be reported at the meeting.

20. ROC/82l/85 HULLBRIDGE

WYNNTON, (PLOT 6), KINGSMANS FARM WJAD, FIULLBRIDGE

Outline application to erect one dwelling.

M. Keen, do Architectural Services,
Oriel House, 53, Elm Road, Leigh on Sea, Essex.

RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

1. (a) Approval of the details of the exact siting design and
external appearance of the dwelling, the means of the access
thereto and the landscaping of the site (herein after called "the
reserved matters") shall be obtained from the local planning
authority.

(b) Application for approval of the reserved matters shall be
made to the local planning authority within three years beginning
with the date of this outline permission.

2. Std. Cond. 2 - Commence in five years or three years.

3. The proposed building shall not be used for living purposes
during the months of November, December, January and February in
any year.

REPORT

The Kingsmans Farm Road area consists of a mixture of permanent
holding dwellings and caravans. In past years planning
permission has been granted for dwellings with conditions impoed
restricting occupancy to certain times of the year.

23
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The adjoining plot to the application site 'The Lebanon' is one
such case although development here has not been completed.
Restrictive conditions such as these have been difficult to
enforce and contravened by owners, while some owners have alleged
continuous occupancy for many years many of the dwellings are
permanent and well established buildings and a restriction on
times of occupancy has little effect on the visual amenities of
the area.

The continuance of a holiday notation within this area would
continue to be difficult to enforce and provide little
enviromental gain.

As a consequence The Draft Rochford District Local Plan proposes
a Policy GB2 that within the Kingsmans Farm Road area residential
development1 with continous occupation will in principle be
permitted for one dwelling per plot.

However until such time as that policy and plan are finally
adopted The Director of Development considers that in the
interests of not pre—judging such a significant redesignation of •
the area a restrictive occupancy condition should be imposed, and
the applicant informed by letter that any subsequent application
for the removal of the plan is likely to be successful.

No comments have been received at the time of writing from the
Hullbridge Parish Council, and the period for consultation does
not expire until the day after the meeting. If no reply has been
received before the meeting the Director of Development asks that
the decision be delegated to him.

21. ROC/81l/85 ROACH GROUP

PAGLESHAM SCHOOL, PAGLESHAM ROAD, PAGLESFIAM

Change of use of school to elderly persons rest home with
extension to rear.

Thomas W.V. Woolcott,
Well House, Paglesham, Rochford, Essex. 554 2DX

RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

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

2. The property shall only be used as a house for elderly
persons and for no other puposes within Classes XIV of the Town
and Country Planning (Use Classes) Order 1972, without the prior
approval in writing of the local planning authority.

A
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3. Prior to first use of the premises for the purposes hereby
• approved a parking area together with means of access to it shall

be laid out and hard surfaced to the satisfaction of the local
planning authority, in accordance with details which shall have
been previously submitted to and approved by the local planning
authority.

4. Std. Cond. 6 — A scheme of landscaping to be approved.

5. Notwithstanding the submitted application drawings details of
the siting design and external appearance of the rear extension
to the premises shall be submitted to and approved in writing by
the local planning authoritj prior to commencement of the use
hereby approved.

REPORT

An application for the use of the school Hall was considered at
the Planning Services Commmittee of November 21st ROC/706/85.

• The application was delegated to the Director of Development to
take up the issue of enlarging the site area in the interests of
securing a larger private amenity space.

The application considered here includes the whole of the playing
field within the application site, and proposes the use of both
the School Hall and School House for the one use.

The site is within an area designated as Green Belt, Members may
recall a recent application favourably considered for the change
of use of Sutton School to a nursing home ROC/348/B5. Approval
was also granted in 1983 for the change of use of Rectory House
in Rectory Road, Hawkwell to a rest home for the elderly
ROC/285/83. Both of those properties are located within the
Green Belt. Notwithstanding the general restrictive policies
applicable to areas designated as Green Belt and the favourable
consideration already given at the last meeting to use of the
school hall as a dwelling, this now redundant school building for
an elderly persons home would seem no less objectionable.

I am sure that you will understand that all in Paglesham
regretted the closure of the school, and most are anxious for the
building to be preserved, and at the same time, if it cannot be
used as a school, for the building to play a positive role in the
community.

Unfortunately, at present, the building has been disused for
nearly one and half years and is suffering from the effects of
"creeping vandalism".

There is general support among the community living nearby, for
the establishment of a rest home which would provide a focus, of
interest and some modest employment.
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The proposed single storey extension requested? would not be
unsightly — probably less so than the existing outbuildings •
(Toilet block etc.), which have been tacked on to the back of the
school and which the extension would replace.

The main attraction of the school being used as a Rest Home is
that the residents would be accommodated on one floor at ground
level so dispensing with them having to climb stairs and, at the
same time, making it much easier to evcuate in the event of an
emergency. Th upper rooms of the School House would be used for
adminstrative and staff purposes.

With improvements to access and parking there do not appear to be
any practical problems associated with proposed use.

The submitted application drawings indicate a suggested position
and size for a proposed extension to the rear of the building,
which the applicant seeks approval for in principle, upon which
the viability of the proposed use appears to depend.

Whether an extension of such size and position is acceptable in •
visual terms depends, of course upon the design for which no
details other than floor plan have been submitted. The Director
of Development considers that if Members give favourab]e
consideration that all details of the proposed extension
including siting are received for subsequent approval.

No observations have been received from the Parish Council. A
letter of support has been received fron the occupier of one of
the adjacent Jubilee Cottages.

22. R0C786/S5 HOCKLEY

THE CORNER SHOP, 56, GREENSWARD LANE, HOCKLEY

Additional use of shop premises for sale of hot take away food.

Albert Pass ingham,
1, Woodside Chase, flawkwell, Essex. SS5 4NB

RECOMNENDATION: REFUSAL, FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS;

The site-is within an area primarily intended for residential use
in the Approved Review Development Plan and the local planning
authority consider, that the additional use of the premises for
the sale of hot take-away food would be detrimental to the
amenities of the surrounding residential occupiers, by reason of
general disturbance, and nuisance from noise litter an smells.
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The premises was built as a shop with first floor accommodation
in 1936. There is a separate residential until adjoining it.
There is a shop on the opposite corner of }3roadlands Road, which
is a re'atively narrow residential street. The premises Is at
present used as a confectioners/tobaconists, and it is understood
that the applicant already sells some cold take-away food.

Planning permission was refused in June this year for the
additional use of this shop as a cafe (ROC/257/85) when it was
considered that the additional use would be detrimental to the
amenities of the surrounding residents by reason of general
disturbance and nuisance from noise and smells.

Consultations have resulted in eight letters of objection from
residents of the immediate area whose concerns are for the
increase in litter, inadequate parking and highway safety, and
noise and disturbance arising mainly from congregating children

. from the nearby school. Hockley Parish Council object on the
grounds of inadequate parking, it also points out that there are
already take-away shops in the vicinity - a point also raised by
some residents.

Letters of objection have also been received from both the
Headmaster of Greensward School and the catering staff of the
school who are concerned about the direct competition to the
school meals service. In addition the headmaster also states
that the school has tried to ensure that pupils are supervised
during lunch times recommending that pupils should be supervised
at home or stay at school during that period. lie suggests that
if the proposal is permitted it would lead to an increase in the
number of unsupervised pupils during the lunch hour which would
cause problems to local residents and danger to the pupils
themselves from crossing Greensward Lane.

While appreciating these concerns of the School neither the
question of competition, or the headmasters concern to ensure

• supervision of pupils could be regarded as material planning
considerations.

It is not unreasonable to assume that the potential clientele the
applicant has in mind would be drawn from the nearby school and
the applicant indicates that he seeks permission to sell hot
take away food, Mondays to Fridays between 12.30 and 1.30.

With such a clientele over a limited period (hours could be
controlled by planning condition) the inadequacy of parking might
not be an issue. It is understood informally that the County
Surveyor does not have any objections subject to no tirect
vehicular access from and to creensward Lane.
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Disturbance, smells and litter would be material planning
considerations. Granting permission for this limited facility
might lead to subsequent pressure for wider hours and more
general clientele - though any subsequent application would be
considered on its merits.

Members may consider that such a use limited to an hour a day
could be accommodated in the area without unacceptable
detriment. The Director of Development has considered the
possibility of such but has serious reservations about
intensifying the use of the premises and the attendant problems
it might encourage in what is, despite the presence of other
commercial facilities elsewhere in the Greensward Lane, a
residential area.

23. ROC/77l/85 RAYLEIGH

89, HIGH STREET, RAYLEIGH

.
Change of use to snQoker club.

Crucible Snooker Clubs, do Barker & Co.,
119a, High Street, Southend on Sea, Essex.

RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

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

2. The first floor of the building, shall be used as a
snooker/pool with ancillary licensed bar facilities and for no
other purpose without the prior consent in writing of the local
planning authority.

3. Notwithstanding the provisions of the Town and Country
Planning (Control of Advertisements) Regulations 1984, no
advertisements shall be fixed or displayed in any of the windows
at first floor level without the prior consent in writing of the
local planning authority.

REPORT

In 1983 this building was approved as a shop on the ground and
first floors, with a staf canteen on the third floor. The
former occupiers, the London Co—Operative Society, vacated the
premises, and the ground floor is currently used as a shop, with
concessionaire occupancy, as Rayleigh Lanes. Although planning
permission would not be required to use the first floor for
similar purposes, the proposal is to use the first floor as a
snooker club with 20 tables and licensed bar faciiit s.
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Very fes objections have been received. Of the 50 or so
• adjoining residents consulted only four replies have been

receivedd Of these, one resident in Eastwood Road is concerned
that since evening entertainment has been introduced noise and
nuisance has been created. The Job Centre shares this view.

The Direcàtor of Health and Housing has no objections.

North Thames Gas is concerned about indiscriminate parking which
already Occurs in the private accesoway adjoining their premises
and feel that a snooker club will exacerbate this. The Rayleigh
and District Chamber of Trade does not object but is concerned
about fire exits.

The Rayleigh Civic Society is also concerned about fire exits and
requests that no advertisements are permitted in the first floor
windows.

The County Surveyor has yet to comment officially, but his verbal
comments indicate that there will not be any major objections to
the proposal.

Planning Considerations

The first floor can be used as an extension of Rayleigh Lanes
without permission and a snooker (or pool) club is a town centre
use appropriate for the Rayleigh Town Centre. Such a use is
unlikely to generate any more nuisance than any other form of
club and no complaints have been received concerning a similar
use approved in 1983 for the first floor at 106—108, High Street
(also a former Co-Op shop).

When the application premises were approved zn 1973, 30 car
spaces were required, but the Co—Op negotiated to commit these
spaces to public car parking at the rate of £500 per space.
There is no reason to believe that these spaces were not provided
in the Rayleigh public car parks. To seek further car parking
may seem unreasonable, bearing in mind that other similar
proposals in the town centre are not subject to such a

• requirements.

The Chief Fire Officer has been consulted and the amended
drawings reflect his wishes with respect to fire exits, etc, and
Building Regulations legislation will control other aspects such
as floor loadings, fire spread, etc.

Members thay wish to impose restrictions on hours of opening, but
it is suggested that any restrictions, if imposed, should be
reasonable, since the use itself is unlikely to generate noise
and disturbance apart from use of cars in leaving at night.
Licensing hours are of course controlled by legislation other
than town planning.
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The club
opposite,
objection
premises
restrict
only.

is envisaged to be now on the same lines as that
i.e. a family club, but there would seem to be no
to a local professional club operating from the
if desired and it may therefore seem unreasonable to
the occupancy apart from the use as a snooker/pool club

UNIT 17, STAR LANE INDUSTRIAL ESTATE, GREAT WAKERING

Change of use from Class III ligl't industrial to Class IV welding
and fabrication and ancillaries.'

Seg Investments Ltd.,
16, Warrior Square, Southend on Sea, Essex. SS1 2HJ

RECOMMENDAT ION APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

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

RE PORT

The Director of Health and Housing has been consulted and has no
adverse comments to make on the proposal.

The applicants are seeking to use the unit for the making and
supply of items such as shelving for the retail trade and angle
iron to the building industry.

.

25 ROC/762/85 ASH INGDON

EL IM PENTECOSTAL CHURCH, ASH INGDON ROAD/CL IFTON ROAD,
ASH INGDON

Add single storey and two storey extensions.

Elim Pentecostal Church, do Ronald G. Radley Associates,
607, Daws Heath Road, Hadleigh, Benfleet, Essex, 557 2NH.

RECOMMENDATION: REFUSAL, FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS

The space available within the application site for on-site
parking provision would be inadequate to cater for the size
Church Hall proposed. In addition, several of he proposed
parking spaces are also unacceptable

becaus
free and

30

24

U

S

Roc/77a/ss GREAT WAKERING

1.
car
of
car

S



• independent access to each is not possible. As a consequence, it
is likely that vehicles used by those using the premises will be
parked Ih adjacent roads to the detriment of the amenities of
adjoininq residents and to highway safety.

2. The proposed extension would result in a building appearing
much greater in size than that of surrounding buildings and over

— large in relation to the size of the site which is of relatively
shallow depth on the prominant Clifton Road frontage. The local
planning authority considers that the proposed extension would
result in a building with an overbearing and incongruous presence
detrimental to the street scene.

REPORT:

The application proposes a greater site coverage for the existing
church hall building with the addition of a first floor above
approximatelyy one half of this ground area. The extensions
would allow for an increase in size of the actual church hall at
ground floor with three classrooms, offices and toilets at firstV floor.
The existing church hall is functional rather than inspirational
in appearance and the proposed extensions would be of a similar
style.

The two storey extension would extend to the site boundary to the
south, though the adjacent premises in Ashingdon Road are
commercial and various outbuildings within that curtilage would
tend to reduce the impact of the proposed extensions on this
side.

Two letters expressing concern have been received from local
residents. The occupier of No. 1, Clifton Road is concerned with
details of drainage which are not material planning
considerations, but other than this has expressed no views on the
merits of the extensions themselves. The occupier of the
dwelling on the opposite corner of Clifton Road — 539, Ashingdon

• Road - believes that the proposed extensions would overshadow and
overlook his property and aggravate what he considers to be an
existing problem with parking in Clifton Road dn Sundays.
possible overlooking could be overcome by obscure glazing.

On site parking provision for the existing church hall is
substandard and, with the extensions proposed, the applicable
parking standard would require several times the number of spaces
that could be provided within the site. The County Surveyor has
no objections to the proposal subject to parking facilities being
provided to this authority's requirements.

The Director of Development is also concerned with the physical
appearance of the building as proposed within a site of limited
depth on the Clifton Road frontage, and the overbearing presence
it would have upon the street scene with no redeeming
architectural interest.
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26. ROC/702/85 RAYLEIGH

REAR OF 186, DOWNEIPJ1L ROAD, RAYLEIGH

Erect 4—bed detached house with integral garage.

T.A. Spinlcs, 186, Downhall Road, Rayleigh, Essex, SS6 9PD.

Frontage: ll.Sm (37'6"); Depth: 3O.5m (100');
Floor Area: l26m2 (1355sq.ft.);
Density: 11 d.p.a. Rear amenity space 148m2.

RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

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

2. The materials used in external finishes shall be in
accordance with the details shown on the submitted plans (revised
12th November, 1985), viz. Redland red interlocking roof tiles
and L.B.C. Tudor red brickwork, unless otherwise agreed in
writing with the local pllanning authority.

3. Std. Cond. 6 - A scheme of landscaping to be approved.

4. Std. Cond. 12 - Garage to be incidental to enjoyment of
dwell ing.

5. Notwithstanding the provisions of Article 3 and Class 1,
Schedule 1 of the Town and Country Planning General Development
Order, 1977 (or any Order revoking or re-enacting that Order),
the dwelling shall not be enlarged except within the area
coloured green on the submitted plan returned herewith.

6. The flat roof of the rear lounge projection shall not be used
as a balcony without the prior consent in writing of the local
planning authority.

REPORT:

This detached dwelling, with a semi—integral garage, is

compatible in scale, design and appearance with several adjoining
houses, all of which have been built in the large rear gardens of
properties In Downhall Road whose rear gardens also front Hambro
Avenue. -

Only one plot now remains vacant, viz, that immediately adjoining
the north boundary of this application site.

The Rayleigh Consultative Committee have no objections.

Anglian Water have no objections in principle.
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The Engineering Section of the Directorate of Development has no
object lobs.

The Diractor of Health and Housing has no adverse cthnunents to
make.

The occLipers of
Nos. 12 and 22,
the reat, Nos.
occupiers object

dwellings on either side of the proposed house,
Hambro Avenue, have been consulted and those at
184 and 188, Downhall Road also. None of the

to the proposal.

Nos. 12 and 22, Hambro Avenue have only bat!iroom or hall
at first floor level on the flank walls, with high level
at ground floor level. The new property has no windows
flank elevations except a bathroom window at first floor
There is thus no need to impose conditions regarding
fencing.

27. R0C176 7185 RAYLE IGH

FORMER RERMANS SITE, 23, BROOK ROAD, RAYLEIGH

Change of use from 100% light/heavy industrial to 60% light/heavy
industrial and 40% warehousing.

Palm Lake Properties, c/o Glenny, 45 High Street, Wanstead,
London, Eli 2R0.

RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, SUBJECT TO:

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

2. At no time shall more than 60% of the floor area shown on the
— submitted drawing No. 2089/aSH be used for any industrial

purposes.
I

3. The use hereby permitted shall not be commenced until the
various buildings and structure have been demolished and adequate
access, parking, servicing and turning provision has been
constructed on site in accordance with the details indicated on
the submitted drawing No. 2089/o5B or as otherwise agreed by the
local planning authority in any subsequent necessary planning
permissiQn.

4. The areas shown for access, parking, servicing and turning
shall not be used for any other purposes including open storage.

5. No retail sales shall take place from the site.
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REPORT:

This proposal involves the conversion of the existing vacant
factory buildings to more manageable smaller units. The sub-
division of factories does not normally require planning
permissiOn, although in this particular instance, there are
addltion4l factors which make an application necessary.

Firstly, it is proposed to use 40% of the buildings for
warehousing purposes. Secondly, the existing car park situated
to the south and which currently serves this factory complex will
become divorced from the site. Consequently if the factory
complex was used without this car park severe on-street parking
problems would occur resulting in a material change in the
planning circumstances of this area. For this reason and
bearing In mind case law on the matter it has been determined
that a material change of use requiring planning permission will
occur if this separation of car park from factory complex takes
place.

Anglian water has no objections although refers to necessary
consents required, under the Public Health Act, for the sewer
connections and satisfactory arrangements for oil pollution
prevent ion.

The Department of Transport and the Rayleigh Consultative
Committee have no observations to make.

Rayleigh civic society has commented as follows

(i) Answer to hazardous use/materials question on the
application forms is not satisfactory.

(ii) Will the authority vet each and every application for the
new separate units?

(iii) conditions should be made to ensure that no noxious
smells or fumes arise and maximum noise levels are not
exceeded.

It should be exphasised that the complex is within an established
industrial estate and there are no existing planning conditions
referring to the matters raised by the Civic Society. There are
other safeguards available to this Council, under the Control of
Pollution Act, to control such matters and consequently the
Director of Health and Housing has no adverse comments to make.

The Planning Officer of the Castle Point District Council feels
it is unlikely that the proposal will have a great impact on his
district.

No objections have been received in response to the notices
displayed on site and the County Surveyor's remarks will be
reported at the meeting.

The proposal has been considered by the Economic Development
Panel who agreed to support the proposal in princ
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DELEGATED PLANNING DECISIONS

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

APPROVA

ROC/470/85 Erect detached double garage at "Kent Cottage", White Hart
Lane, Hawkwell — B. Spector Developments.

ROC/564/85 Add first floor rear extension at 41, Leslie Road Rayleigh —
A. Coughlaw.

ROC/566/85 Add single storey front and rear extensions and front porch at
317, Eastwood Road, Rayleigh — Mr. Maslen.

ROC/60l/85 Erect four—bed detached house and detached garage at Land
south of 67, Woodlands Road, Hockley — Bysouth Developments
Limited.

ROC/612/85 Add single storey rear extension at "White Acre", Brays Lane,
Rcchford — Mr. & Mrs. A. Stephenson.

ROC/64l/85 Erect detached double garage at 77, Victor Gardens, Hawkwell —
Mr. McCarthy.

ROC/643/85 Add single storey front and rear extensions at 126, The Chase,
Rayleigh — Mr. A. Lambert.

ROC/652/85 Add single storey rear extension at 18, Roach Avenue, Rayleigh —
Miss Wallis.

ROC/655/35 Add front porch with canopy at 339A, Eastwood Road Rayleigh —
Mr. & Mrs. T. M. Day.

ROC/657/85 Add single storey side extension at 2, Olive Cottages, Mucking
Hall Lane, Roach Group — L. Clark.

ROC/659/85 Erect detached double garage at "White Oak", Baling Road,
Great Wakering — Mr. J. Reid.

Roe/667/85 Add' first floor extension to rear at 10, Hawkwell Road, Hockley —
J. Salmon.

ROC/672/85 Add single storey front and rear extensions at 27, Sunnyfield

Gardens, Hockley — Mr. T. Bartlett.

ROC/673/86 Add dormers to rear at 47, Lower Road, Hullbridge — MR. S. Gent.

ROC/679/85 Add first floor extensions at 7, elizabeth Avenue, Rayleigh -'
Mr. Steadman.

ROC/684/85 Change of use from licensed restaurant to licensed private
members' club at Gossips Restaurant, Back Lane, Rochford —
Rochford & District Conservative Club.

7:1'I
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1100/685/85 Extend existing garage and add store to rear at Drovers Hill

1-louse, 84, High Road Hockley — Mr. J. T. G. Tregenza.

1100/690/85 Add rear dormer at 87, Newton Hall Gardens, Ashingdon,
Rochford — Mr. B. Wilson.

ROC/691/85 Add first floor extension to convert bungalow into house at

7, Fountain Lane, Hockley — Mr. P. Smith.

R0C/692/85 Add single storey front extension at 8A, Hillcrest Road, -

Hockley — Mr. 11. P. Clements.

1100/694/85 Eect detached garage at 31, Great Eastern Road, Hockley —
Mr. A. 11. Wortley.

1100/695/85 Extend rear' porch at 7, Catswold Avenue, Rayleigh —
Mr. & Mrs. 11. Edmunds.

1100/697/85 Add two stony rear extension at 16, Southend Road, Hockley —
N. Cowley.

ROC/699/85 Erect fence and enclose highway verge in con—compliance with
conditions 5 & 6 (provision of sight splays) at The Old Post

Office, High Street, Canewdon — Mr. T. P. Fleming.

ROC/700/85 Add single storey ide extension to include garage; rooms in
roof and vehicular crossing at 39, Southend Road, Hockley —
B. Durham, Esq.

1100/704/85 Extend dormers at 6, Ashdene Cloee, Hullbridge — J. F. Silk.

1100/707/85 Add single storey rear extension at 3, Ruffles Close, Rayleigh —
D. 11. Frake.

1100/709/85 Add garage to side and add single storey rear extension at
16, Highmead, Rayleigh — Mr. & Mrs. W. Norris.

V
1100/710/85 Reconstruction of roof to form dormers in front and rear at

49, Victor Gardens, Hawkwell -. Mr. D. Stanfleld.

1100/711/85 Erect 6 feet high brick boundary walls at 27, Willow Walk,
Hockley — Mrs. 0. A. Broughton.

ROC/712/85 Garage extension to rear at 15, Newton Hall Gardens, Ashingdon —
Mr. & Mrs. A. C. Churchley.

1100/713/85 Add single storey rear extension with dormers in roof at

4, Mornington Avenue, Rochford — Mr. Brunt.

ROC/716/85 Add single stcrey rear extension and add new roof at 20, Barbara

Close, Hawkwell -. J. Cooper.

1100/722/85 Add single storey side cxtension at 2, Hampton Court, Hockley —
Philip Robert Freemen.

1100/726/85 Erect front porch at 31, Hawkwell Chase, Hawkwellf\—
Mr. & Mrs. C. Thompson.
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ROC/727/85 Add single storey rear extension aL 128, Greenswald Lane,
Hockley — Mr. & Mrs. T4ajor.

ROC/728/85 Add single storey side extension at 22, Cotswold Avenue1
Rayleigh -. L. Smith Esq.,

ROC/732/85 Erect detached garage at 64, Greensward Lane, Hockley —
G. Dart.

R0C/733/85 Erect front porch at 32, Westmtnster Drive, Hockley —
Alan Edward Craig.

RQC/734/85 Add first floor extension at 107, Lower Road, Hulibridge —
Mr. A. (4. Maccall.

ROC/741/85 Carport extension at 3, Hollytree Gardens, Rayleigh —
E.G. Hunter.

ROC/737/85 Pitched roofs over existing flat roofed garage and front
dormer at 17, 1-Janilton Gardens, Hockley — Mr. P. Maisey.

R0C/738/85 Add single storey side extension at 12, Assandune Close,
Ashingdon — Mr. M. Taylor.

ROC/739/85 Add front and rear dormers, single storey rear extension and
attached garage at 151, Downhall Road! Rayleigh —
M. J. Mapleson.

ROC/740/85 Extend roof and add front and rear dormers at 41, Great

Wheatley Road, Rayleigh — Mr. & Mrs. Sutton.

REFUSALS

ROC/017/S5AD Erect internally illuminated sign at 84, The Chase, Rayleigh —
M.S. Chudasama.

Reasons: Obtrusve and incongruous and detrimental to amenities
of adjacent residential properties.

ROC/736/85AD Erect four externally illuminated fascia signs and four
externally illuminated notice boards.

Reasons: Detrimental to the elevations and character of the
building and amenities of adjacent residential

- properties.



DELEGATED_BUILDING REGIJLATION DECISIONS

X%FJECTIONS

PLAN NO. ADDRESS DESCRIPTION

85/759 10, Rocheway, Rochford. Proposed additions..

85/765 5, Hampton Court, 1-lockley. Rear lounge extension.

85/771 Buckingham Road, Hockley. Proposed 2 storey block of 40 f late.

(md. 2 wardens flats).

85/778 19, St. Thomas Road,
South Fambridge. Rear extension and rooms in roof.

85/792 "Trevore House'1,
I

63, Barling Road,
Great Wakering. Extend dining room.

85/797 4, Anne Boleyn Drive, Extension.
Roohford.

85/799 15, Newton Hall Gardens, Proposed garage extension to site
Roohford. of existing garage.

85/BQ1 4, Mornington Avenue, Extension to lounge and dining room
Rochford. 2 bedrooms and shower room in roof.

85/802 268, Main Road, Hawkwell. Extensions to rooms in roof to form
bedroom and ensuite and new staircasc

85/811 Southend Airport,
Soulthend-.on--Sea. Single storey extension to factory.

85/803 49, Victor Gardens, Reconstruction of roof to form
Hockley. additional accommodation in roof

space with dormer windows front
and rear.

85/806 43, Windsor Way, Two storey side, single storey rear
Rayleigh. extensions and alterations to porch.

85/798 Clanrillon, Rawreth Lane,

Rayleigh. Erect two bungalows.

85/813 - 242, Plumberow Avenue, Ground and first floor

Hockley. extension.

85/817 Joinery Works, Eldon Way, Extension to existing waste collectin;
Hockley. cyclone store to house chip col1ectin

silos and skip.

85/818 23, Great Wheatley Road,
Rayleigh. Erection of pool room.

85/822 29, Russet Way, Hockley. Extension.

85/823 27, Russet Way, Hockley. Extension.

\_4
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Proposhd 3 detached bungalows.

Conversion of conservatory to dining
area/utility room.

Conversion of garage to granny
annex.

Two detached houses.

PLAN NO. ADDRESS

DELEGATED BUILDING flECULATION DECISIONS

A PPR DV A ________

DESCRIPTION

Pitched roof over existing garage.

Re—roofing with concrete tiles.

Extension.

Conservatory extension.

Fitting of new bow window to lounge.

Erection of offices and warehouse.

85/835

85/841

85/843

85/850

85/852

*85/297A

85/555A

85/782

85/790

85/861

85/786

85/789

85/810

85/814

85/837

65/845

85/859

85/865

85/833

17, Hamilton Gardens, Hockley

312, Ashingdon Road, Rochford

BAF Viscount Travel,
Southend Airport, Southend.

60, Daws Heath Road, Rafféigh

75, Rectory Avenue, Hawkwell.

Plot 12, Aviation Way,
Southend—on---Sea.

Adj. 7, Hainault Avenue,
Roohford.

3, Russell Chase, Roohford.

29, Alderman's Hill,
Hockley.

Land adj. Hawkwell Village
Hall, off Briar Close,
Hawkwell (Plots 16 and 17)

'Paton House', 53, Mortimer
Road, Rayleigh.

73, Barling Road, Great
Wakering.

4, Parklands, Rochford.

30, Purleigh fload,
Rayleigh.

125, Grove Road, Rayleigh.

8, Church Street, Rayleigh.

12, Newton Hall Gardens,

Ashingdon.

The Granqe. 14urrels Lane,

Hockley.
V

262, High Street,
Great Wakering.

151, Downhall Road,
Rayleigh.

Side extension.

Extension to dining room.

Add 3 bedrooms and bathroom in roof—

space.

Rooms in roof space and alterations.

Conversion of garage to dining room
and porch to utility room.

Raising of level of roof at rear
( amended plans ).

Extension to rear.

Additions (renewal of lapsed
approval). -

Erection of ground floor toilet
extension.

4'
Dormers, rear extension and garagè\



DCLEGATED BUILDING REGULATION DECISIONS

APP ROVA LS/J

PLAN NO. ADDRESS DESCRIPTION •
Southend Airport, Southend.

Part of' local authority car

park to Back Lane, Rochford.

120, Burnham Road, Hulibridge

2 & 4, North Street & No. 5,
East Street, Rochford.

P1.F.O. Building, Southend

Airport, Aviation Way,
Southend.

'Final Nent', The Avenue,

Hulibridge.

Site of 252—254, Main Road,
Hawkwe 11.

26, Broad Walk, Hockley.

19, Sandhill Road, Eastwood,
Rayleigh.

42, Crouch View Crescent,
Hockley.

10, Rocheway, Rochford.

27, Bellingham Lane, Rayleigh

147, Ashingdon Road, Rochford

7, Elizabeth Avenue, Rayleigh

- 228, Greensward Lane, Hockley

265, Rectory Road, Hawkwell.

10, Crown Gardens, Rayleigh.

52, Windermere Avenue,
Hullbridge.

19, Hamilton Gardens, [-lockley

12, AssandUbeClosd',

Ashingdon.

Replacement of fire crew accommodation

Hotel. (Relax only)

Rear extension.

Partial demolition, alterations and
renovations to existing buildings and
erect two storey unit. (Relax only)

Demolition of fire damaged portion

of building and rebuilding of

storage shed.

Rear extension and garage conversion.
(Relax and approved)

Erection of two detached houses.
(Relax and apprcived)

Add two bedrooms in roof space.

3 No. 4 bedroom detached houses and

garages.

Single storey extension for lounge.
(Relax and approvod)

Proposed additions.

Office use within existing house.

New drainage for new bathroom.

First floor extension each s,de of

dwelling.

Extension to bungalow.

Rear extension and internal works.

Side extension.

Conversion of garage.

Pitched roof over existing flat

roofed playroom.

Single storey extension at side to
form new

bathroom\\

8573871¼

85/415

85/425A

65/481

8575201¼

85/550A

6576131¼

85/675A

8576911¼

85/695

65/759A

85/760

85/779

85/781

85/785

85/794

85/807

85/830

85/832

85/834

a

p



DELEGATED BUILDING REGULATION DECISIONS

S4PPROVA LS/XNXN$
--- --

ADDRESS

—----.
DESCRIPTION

-
PLAN NO.

85/866 9, Byford Close, Rayleigh. Installation of en—suite bathroom
at first floor.

85/868 50, Daws Heath Road,

Rayleigh. Conversion of bedroom into bathroom.

85/664A Hockley & Hawkwell United Construction of single storèy
Reformed Church, extension at front and rear.
Bramerton Road, Hockley.

85/734A 11, The Chase, Rayleigh. Remove existing dormer, new dormers
and roof, new extension, internal
works.

85/739A 99, Lower Road, Hullbridge. Room in roof.

85/795 "Greencourt", Stile Lane, Roof conversion, rear extension, two

Rayleigh. storey side extension.

85/812 9a, Knivet Close, Rayleigh. Utility room.

85/815 14, Moreland Close,
Great Wakering. Add bedroom.

85/819 245, Little Waicering Road,
Great Wakering. Two storey aide extension.

85/825 32, Rectory Avenue, Conversion of garage to kitchen/diner
Rochford. and storey.

85/838 9, Spa Road, Hockley. Internal alterations.

85/844 27, White Hart Lane,
Hawkwell. First floor side extension.

85/847 34, Alexandra Road, Bathroom/w.c. extension and re—

Graat Wakering. roofing.

85/855 26, Hockley Rise, Hockley. Extension to form en—suite.

85/860 Ashingdon & East Uawkwell
Memorial Hall, Ashingdon
Road, Ashingdon. Alterations and additicns.

85/8b3 45, Broadlands Avenue, Loft conversion, rear extension and

Hockley. internal works.

85/867 "Briars" and "Kingsway", Provision of private foul sewer in

f-iullbridge. Kingsway, together with house
connection by Briars.

85/881 23, Parklands, Rochford. Rear single storey flat rocfed
kitchen extension.

85/886 126A, Downhall Road,
Rayleigh. Conversion to two flats. /)



DELEGATED BUILDING REGULATION DECISIONS

APP ROy A

PLAN NO. ADDRESS DESCRIPTION

85/687 4, Kings Close, Rayleigh. Change store to utility room arid

extend.

85/892 559, Ashingdon Road,
Rochford. Ground floor rear extension.

85/893 Ipeco Europe Ltd., Conversion of existing oil tank bund
Aviation Way, into storage buildings.
Southend—on—Sea.

ss/egs 4, Anne Boleyn Drive,
Roehford. Garage extension.

Brir 85/907 1. Beauchamps cotta,
bhopland Road.G. Wakering. Fit 2 Celcon lintols to enlarge window

area to1 dining room.

SN 85/916 41. Cheapside (East)
Rayleigh. Cavity Wall Insulation.

85/917 Fairview. Rawreth Lane. Rayle gh. Cavity Wall Insulation.
85/918 Richmond, Rawreth Lane. Rayle gh. Cavity Wall Insulation.

3,j4 85/919 7. Cheapside West. Rayleigh. Cavity Wall Insulation.

N 85/927 179. Main Road. I-lawkwell. Build bay window to left of front
porch to match one on right.

B't.A.85/928 265, Rectory Road, Hawkwell, Demolish existing lean to erect single
storey rear extension.

B&8s/929 5. St. Johns Close. Gt. Walter ng. RE—Roofing works and ccnversion
of existing rear single extension

from kitchen to bathroom.

t'S 85/930 179. Main Road. Hawkwell. Change roof covering from slate to
interlocking concrete tiles.

t.3 85/gal 1. Walpole Walk, Rayleigh. Cavity Wall Insulation.

SrJ.85/920 67. Avondale Road. Rayleigh. Cavity Wall Insulation.


