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R@X.FORDDISTRICI’COUNC!lL 

Millutes of the commrmity SeUices committee 

At a Meeting held on 2nd March 1999. Presen~~Councallors Mrs. S.J. Lemon 
(Chairman), R.S. Allen, PA. Becker& D.F. Flack, K.A. Gibbs, Mrs. J. Hall, N. I&-is, 
DR. H&on, Mrs. J. Helson, A. Hoskiug, R.A. Pearson, Mrs. W.M. Stevenson, 
Mrs. MS. Vmce, Mrs M. J. Webster and Mix MA. We=. 

Apologies: Councillors S. Cumberland, D.M Ford, E.L. Francis, Mrs. A.R. Hutch& 
and R.E. Vingoe. 

Snbstitates: CotmcdIors Mrs. J.M G&s and Mrs. J.E. Ford. 

. Visiting: CounmlIor P.F.A. Webster. 

77. MINUTES 

The Minutes of the Meeting of 21st January 1999 were approved as a correct record and 
signed by the Chauman. 

MEMBEw-

‘3 78. Gxmcillor R S Allen declared a Non-Substantial Pecumary Interest in the item “New 
Guidance and Model Conditions for Animal Welfare Licences (Minute288/96)” 
(Minute 88) by virtue of owmug a pet shop which fell outside the legislattve boundaries 
for licensing. 

79. OUTSTANDING ISSUES - MEETINGS OF 14THJULY AND 17l’H NOVEMBER 
19!38. 

In considering this item Members were of the opinion that the issue of “The Horse 
Trough - Ro-chford Market Square (Mmute99/98)” should be referred to the 
Transportation and Environmental Services Committee, as the matter was to be included 
in the overall R&ford Town Centre Enhancements. 

Members were further achrlsed that the fmger sign in Rochford Market Square which 
had recently been installed had been vandahsed and the Comnuttce requested that 

’ Officers look into the matter. 

80. PUBLIC CONVENIENT -

The Head of Leisure and Client S&ices reportxl verbally on the need for this matter to 
be referred directly to the Fmance and General Purposes Commit& for the proposed 
castings to be agreed to avoid delay in the nnplementation of the improvements to 
public convemences w&in the District, In agreeing with the Officers recommendation 
the Committee comdered that the matter should be referred to the Fmance and Genaal 
Purposes Cmnmittee for discussion and then to Full Council for final approval. 

That the matter of pubhc conveniences be referred to the Fmance and General Purposes 
Committee for consldemtion of the costmgs and then to Full Council for approval. 
aw 

81. suB-coMMITrEEMrPwrEs 

The Comrmttee considered the appended Sub-Committee Mmutes and the 
recommendations contamed therein 

l 
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(1)community safety sub-committee - 10thFebrnaly 1999 

Minute 106- crime and Disorder Strategy: Update (Mkmte 528/98) 

In consrdetig tbn item Members commentkdthat the issue of harassmentand illegal 
parkmg should have been included on the hst of primary objectives for the Crime and 
Dwxder Strategy. With regard to illegal parking on verges, a number of Members 
raised specific instancesof this withm then wards and requestedthat Offiicerslook into 

the matterto seekto remedythe situation 

Resolved 

(1) That the pnmary objectivesof the Cnme andDisorder Strategybe 

1 CriminalDamageNandalism 
SpeedReduction 
Drug and alcohol related abuse 
rnformation sharing 
Fearof burglary 
Domesticviolence 
Crime anddtsorder 
Harassment 
Illegal parking 

(2) That the draft strategy be brought to a spectal meeting of the Community Safe& 
Sub-Comunttee for considerahon and approval at an Extraordinaty Meetmg of Full 
council. (CEX) 

(3) That Officers investigate the specific areas of illegal parkiug menboned by 
Membersto seekan early remedy to the situation. (HHM&RS, HLCS) 

Miuute 107 - Attedmce of Representativefi-om Police Authority at the Community 
safety su-. 

That representativesfrom the Police Authority, the Probation Skrvrce and Health 
Authority be invited to attend meetmgsof the Community Safety Sub-Committeewhen 
the cnme and disorder strategy and matterscontained therem are on the agendaof that 
sub-committee. (CFX) 

-- ~ute109-Fll%iwamingsiml-atFotll&~~ 

RECOMMFNDED 

That 22,706 92 plus VAT be gmntedto FouhmssParish Council for the mstallahon of a 
flood wammg stren. (HIS) 

Mnute 116- EssexSchoolsEdncationProject 

(1) That assistancewrth training sessionsfor the Essex Schools Education Project by 
providing a venueat the CWICSmte,Rayleigh free of chargebe agreed. 

(2) That the printmg of schemesof work for all R&ford basedschools parucrpating in 
the one yearEssexSchool Drug EducationProjectbe f&hated. 

(3) That the support given in terms of the provismn of a venuefor the training sessions 
and the prmtmg of schemes of work be in relation to schools w&m the Rochford 
Distnct only (HCPI) 

* 
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(u) Housing ManagementSubcommittee - 17th February 1999. 

Minute 53 - CapitalPro~ 1999/2cOo: update 

The Connmttce noted that the Capital Pmgramme allocation for 1999f2000 for the 
Housing RevenueAccount shomdtotal &I26,000. 

R&s&RI 

That a report be presentedto the Housmg Management Sub-Committee’s September 
Meeting revealmg Cap& Programme spending commitments and identifying any 
surpluses available in the budget for the replacement of central heating that could be 
usedto addressspecmlcasesor non essenttslcategooesof work. (HHM&RS) 

I Minute54-BestVah1einHousingFrameworkADEIRConsuhationPaper 

During consideration of this Minute it was moved by Conncillor D.F.Flack and 
secondedby Councillor Mrs M S. Vmce that 

“The response should call for a “level playing field” between social housmg provrdem 
and the structure proposedshould do more than just skirt around the edgesof issues; a 
moreroots and branchesapproachshould be adopted ” 

i and on a show of handsit was 

That a response be subrmtted from Rochford District’ Council to the DETR 
incoqxmting the views set out in Paragraphs3(i) aud (ii) of the Minutes, together with 
the above motmn. (HHM&RS) 

(iii) Leisure SOW - 18thFebruary 1999 

Minnte49-CorporateIdentity-clementsHanLeisure~(Mirmbe47~8) 

Resolved 

That the armorial smeld and appropriate lettering be mounted as per pictare ‘B’ as 
’ outlmed m the report (HLCS) (6771) 

Miuute 5Q- Upgrade offanlities - GreatWakermg Sports Centre(Minute 472~98) 

i--- Resolved 

(1) That the decorahon of the weights/patty room at Great Wakermg Sports Centre be 
agreedin prmcrple 

(7,) That the work be held in abeyance until sufficient funds have been identified.==.= i 
WCS) (1~7) 

82. BEST VALUE IN HOUSING FRAMEWORK - CONSUL.TATION 

The Committee constderedthe report of Head of Housing, Health and Communi~ Care 
which gave Members an opportmuty to further comment on the Consultation Paper 
from the Department of the Environment Transport and the Regtons “Best Value in 
Housmg Framework”, specfically in relation to the impltcations on the, Counnl’s 
strategic and enabhng roles, homelessness,private sector housing and the housing 
mvestmentprogramme. Membersconsrderedthat, wrth regard to the rssueof mspechon 
teams, they should compnse tenants of the Rochford District only, and it was also 

l 
considered that the use of plain Enghsh in any report produced for cmmlation to the 
pubhc was imperative 

,I ,, 

183 kc---
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l 
That the me?. detatled in the report together with the comments of the Housing 
Managemenf Sub-Committee, be tbrs Authority’s response to the Department of the 
Environment Transport and the Regions Consultauon Paper “Best Value m Housmg 
Framework”. (IIHHCC) 

83 FtJ3VEW OF HOMELELSSNESSDECISIONS 

The Comttee cousrderedthe report of the Head of Housing, Health and Communi~ 
Care which gave Members the opportunity to consider the Councrl’s procedure for 
reviewing homelessnessdecisions. Members noted the legislative background m 
relation to homelessnessandthe right of appeal,the proceduresin place at Rochford for 
dealmg wrtb the same and the three optrons open to the Council for determining 
requestsfor a review of a decismn 

It was considered that, in the first instance,a Senior Officer review should take place 
and that, rf the Officer was minded to not allow a revnew,a panel of five Members with 
a quorum of three be convenedto determinethe review. Members further con&ered 
that the leaders of the pohucal groups should nommatethen representatrves,who would 
be available for either a daytime or evemng meetmg at the appellantsdiscretion and 
potentrally at very short notrce. 

Resolved 

(1) That the procedure outlined abovebe this Authority’s pmcednrefor reviews under 
Part VII of the Housmg Act 1996. 

(2) That the pmcedurebe included in the Councrl’s StandingOrders. 

(3) That a HomelessnessReview Panelbe estabhshedand that appellantsbe allowed to 
give oral representationsin all review cases. 

(4) That trainiug be provided for the HomelesstressReview Panel Members. (HHHCC) 
(2122) 

84. PROCESSREVIEW -HOTJSINGGRANTS(Mhmte226’98) 

The Comrmttee noted the report of the Head of Housing, Health and Community Care 
which advised Members on the outcome of the recent process review of the housing 
grant system followmg the intemal audit report on renovation grants Members noted 
the -opportumtie.sfor improving efficiency which had been brought to light by the 
renew and the proposed revisedprocedureswhich were coming into force on 1stApril 
1999 as a direct result Members were further advrsed by Officers of the current 
uuderspends, spectically m rclatron to &s&led facrhties grants, and the Commit& 
requestedthat Officers inveshgatethe issuefurther with a view to the possible increased 
promotion of the scheme. 

That officers investigateforther the issueof the underspendfor disabledfacihties grants 
for thrs &an&l year with a vrew to the possrbleincreasedpromohon of the schemem 
fuhlre. ~cc) 

85 RIGFiTS OF MOBILE H&E OWNERS-UPDATE (Mmute 316/98) 

The Comttee consideredthe report of the Head of Housmg, Health and Commomty 
Care regardmg a Consultation Paper from OFWAT which set out the proposals for an 
Order spemfying the prmcrples on which charges should be based when water and 
sewage servrcesprovided by a hcensedundertaker are resold to a tbml party. In noting 
that this had followed the Notice of Motion to a previous meeting of this Committee 
where it had been resolvedto call upon HM Governmentto introduce legislation to end 
the resale of water at a profit by Mobile Home Sue Owners, Members endorsed the 

l 
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commentsas per the report and requestedthat they be sent as this Authority’s response 
to the Consultation Paper. 

Resolved 

That the Council’s response to the consultanon be as set out m the report (%) 
0 

86. . SHEDS ON CARAVAN SITES (Minute 1698) 

The Committee consrderedthe report of the Head of Housing, Health and Commmuty 
Care regarding the issue of sheds within the fire separation space between mobile 
homes. Members noted that, whilst sheds should be of totally non-combustible 
constmction, a number of occupters of mobde homes had purchasedmetal shedswith 
combusnble roof lights to replace existing wooden sheds It was further noted that the 
Fii Authority considered the roof lights would not sngniticantlymm-easethe risk of fire 
spread between mobile home umts and, therefore, Members considered that 
enforcementaction in respectof non-combustrbleshedsshould not now take place. 

That bavmg regard to the Fire Authority and Fne Research Stations’ comments, the 

i 
hence condition mgardmg sheds should not be changed and that enforcement action 
not be taken where small plastic panelsareprovided in the mof. (246) (HHHCC) 

87. LOW ENERGY LAMPS - DPDATH - Minute 252i98 

The Committee considered the report of the Head of Housing, Health and Commmnty 
Care whtch updated Members on progress wrth the scheme to chstribute low energy 
hghtbnlbs provided by Eastern Hlectrrcity to residentswithin the Rochford District on 
low income. In noting that of the 2,000 bulbs originally received 800 remained, 
Members considered that Pansh Councds and Local Groups could be involved to 
stimulate more local mterest. In was mootedby a Member that the imposed reshictions 
on the schemelimited demand and it was requestedthat Officers mveshgatewhether the 
schemecould be extended m any way, perhapsto include the elderly irrespecinveof 
whether they were on benefits. It was also suggestedthat a number of people would 
have difficulty m coming to the Councd ofrices to collect lightbuIbs. The Committee 
consideredthat there was somement m delivering someof the bulbs to residents 

ResOlEd I 

(1) That Parish Councils and Local Groups be invited to assistwith the distnbunon of 
the low energy lightbulbs. 

(‘2) That Officers mvestigate whether the boundaries of the low energy lightbulb 
schemecould be extendedm any way, perhapsto mclude elderly residentsnot m receipt 
of benefits. (HHHCC) 

88. NEW GUIDANCE AND MODEL CONDLCIONS FOR ANIMAL WHLPARH 
LICENCES (Minute 288/%) 

The Committee considered the report of the Head of Hausmg, Health and Community 
Care which provided Members with au update on new model conditrons for various 
ardmalwelfare related licences In noting that the model corahtions were specifically m 
relatmn to Dog Breedmg Establishments, Animal Boarding Establishments and Pet 
Shops, Members expressed concern at the current practice of licence renewal visits-
being made by appomtment. The Committee agreed that, when resources Permit, the 
Councd’s licence condition should be amended and that annual hcence renewal e mspections should be carried out without appomtmeut, wrth a reqnimment for any 
relevantinsurancesand paperwork to be producedwitbm sevendaysof the vrmt. 
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(1) That the Council’s licence conditions be amended following consultauon wnh 
licence holders when resourcespenmt. 

(2) That annual licence renewal inspechonsbe camed out without appomtmentand that 
propnetors be requested to produce, w&m seven days of a visit, any relevant 
msurancesor paperwork requested (HHHCC) 

89. WOR STAFF RRGISTRATION SCHPMH 

The Comrmttee considered the report of the Head of Housing, Health and Community 
Care which provided Members with details of a model door staff re&ratmn scheme,rts 
benefits and its leg&y. It was noted that the quality of door staff could be controlled 
by registration and that it was advocatedby Government as an integral part of drugs 
control in clubs, although there seemedno specitic legal basis for the creation of a 
scheme at present. Notmg Essex Poltce’s request for thrs Authority to implement a 
scheme and mindful of the legal uncertamty surrounding the rssue it was moved by 
Counmllor Mrs. W.M. Stevensonand secondedby Councrllor Mrs. MS Vmce that the 
model door staff registration schemashould be implementedand, on a show of hands,rt 
was:-

(1) That the model door staff regishdon schemabe impleme&ed. 

(2) hat it is apphedto:-

(I) Existing public entertammentlicenceswhen they arerenewedfor the year 2ooo; 

(4 New pubbc.entertammentbcenceswhen they arefmt grant& 

(3) That a non refundable registmtam application fee of E63.00Per person be charged, 
payable on application, 

(4) That terms of reference of the Leii Sub-Committeebe extendedto hear appeals 
against+ 

- kefimls of apphcation for registration; 

-.~~~~ ---.~ suspensronof registrahon,_-_ _ _~_ ..- ~-. 

revocahonsof regrstration; ’ 

drsciplinmy procedures following complaints which 
include suspensionor revocationof registration; 

refusal to approve and revocatron of approval of 
trainiug providers (HHHCC) 

90 THISFOOD STANDARDS AGENCY 

NOTE: Councdlor Mrs. JM. Giles declared a non pecumary interest in thts item by 
virtue of her mvolvement w~tba day centre. 

The Committee considered the report of the Head of Housing, Health and Community 
Care which updatedMembers on the creahonof the Food StandardsAgency and gavethe 
opportumty to comment on two Consuhahon Papers from Government enhtkd “The 
Food Standards Agency Consuhahon on Draft Legrslation” and “The Food Standards 
Agency proposal for a levy scheme; A ConsultahonPaper”. In endorsing the Officers 
commentsas outlined m the report, Members were of the opmion that any chargelevied 
should be in relation to premrsessize and that the new arrangementsshould not give rise * 

A to any net cost to Local Authonties. Members further concurred wrth the Officers 
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professional view that food businessesshould also be licensed. On a mohon put by 
Councilfor Mrs. I. Helson andsecondedby Councilfor Mrs. S J Lemon it was: 

Resolved 

That the responsesoutlined in the report of the Head of Housing, Health and Community 
Care, including the commentsabove, be this Author&y’s responseto both Consultation 
Papers. (HHHCC) (720) 

91 LOCAL ADTHORITY CULTURAL STRATEGlES - CONSULTATION ON DRAFT 
GUJDANCE 

The Corm&tee consideredthe report of the Head of Leisure and Client Services on a 
consultation Tim the Jleprbnent of Culture, Media and Sport on draft gmdauce on the 

’ prepararion of cultural strategies. Members noted that a cultural strategy should 
encompassarts, sports, Jibranes,museums,tourism, parks and recreation and should be 
linked to other stmtegresand plans taking on board the Amosand objectives of the 
Department of Cultural Media and Sports Development with the National Lottery and 
Best Value Of the two different approaches in developing the strategy, Members 
consideredthe servicespecific approachwould be more appropriatefor Rochford 

Resolved 

That support be given to the production of service specific strategreswithin the Author@ 
m hne with the suggestedguidance. (HLCS) 

92. ARTS STRATEGY 

The Commttee consrderedthe report of the Head of Lersure and Chent Serviceswhich 
sought Members approval to the commissioning of a consultant to produce an arts 
strategy for the R&ford Dismct. In considermg the need to produce the strategy 
Members noted that any costs involved would be met by the Eastern Arts Board and It 
was:-

That the employment of a con&ant by Eastern Arts Board to carry out an audit of arts 
actrvrties and production of an arts strategy on behalf of R&ford Drstrict Councd be 

’ agreed.(576)(HLCS) 

- 93. MORRINSCLOSE’GLEBECLOSEl,GRE4TWAKERlNG 

The Committea consideredthe report of the Head of Leisure and Chent Serviceswhich 
updated Members on progressto date with the proposal for the provtsion of play facdities 
at the above sne and sought Members agreementto the parchaseof a plot of land from 
the Ministry of Defence to enable the pmgressronof the scheme. Members were pleased 
to see the pmgress made on the scheme,however considered that further consultauon 
wrth local residentsshould only take place when exactfunds for the project were known. 
It was also requestedthat the protect be fast tracked to avoid any unnecessarydelay in rts 
Implementation. On a motion put by Councrllor Mrs. WM. Stevensonand secondedby 
CcnmcdlorMrs. MA. Werr it was:-

(1) That the purchase of the area of land off Monins Close @rends Farm, Great 
Wakering) measurmg 0 4 acres, as oathned in the report, to be financed from the funds 
already set asidefor thtsproJect,be agreed. 

(2) That Great Wakerhtg Parish Council be asked to con&m the” contribution to the 

l 
proJect. 

(3) That support be grven to the application to the Essex,,Environment Trust and 
Rochford Envnonment Trust to fund the proJect. 

,193 
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(4) That the project be. “fast tracked” to avoid umrecessmydelay m the rmplementanon 
of theproject (HLCS) 

94. EcL.usIoN OF TEE PUBLIC 

Resolvedthat under Section 100(A)(4) of the Local GovernmentAct 1972, the public be 
excluded from the Meeting for the following Items of businesson the grounds that they 
mvolve, the hkely disclosure of Exempt Informanon as defined m Paragraph9 
respectively of Part 1 of Schedule12A of the Act. 

95. CONTRACT STANDING ORDERSMONHGRING REWRT 

The Commdtee noted the confidential report of the Head of Housing, Health and 
Comnmmty Care which gave details of orders placed by the Housing, Health and 
Commmnty Caredivision for the period 1stAugust 199%31stJanuary 1999. 

96. ANALYSIS OF THNDERS RFKBVED EaERNALREPAlRsAND 
REDECORATlOIj 1999/2OC0- CONTRACI’NGS. 2052,2053 AND 2054. 

The Committee consrdered the confidential report of the Head of L.exme and Client 
Serviceswhich soughtapproval of tendersreceivedin respectof the abovecontracts,. 

Rt%OlVd 

I’
l 

) 

That the foBowmg tenders,being the lowest on eachcontract,be accepted. 

(1) Abalone Building ServicesLusted in the smnof c32,630. 
(2) DT Constrnction in the sumof jZ336~33. 
(3) Lee David Contractorsin the sumof~71,320.06. @KS) 

The Meeimg closedat lO.OQm 

l 
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Committee Report 
86) 

Rochford District Gxmnl 

To the meetmgoE TRANSPORTATION &ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICF!,q 

On: 23RD MARCH 1999 

Report of: HEAD OF ADMINISTRATIVE &MEMBER SERVI(X,lj 

Title: MINUTES OF THE PLANNING POLICY SUB-COMMITI% 

Author: P.J. Dixon Report Approved By: 

=e 
At a Meeting held on 4th March 1999. Present Councdlors D.A Weir (Chanman), C.I. Black, 
Mrs J M’Giles, Mrs. H.L A. Gly~, V H. Leach, R.A. Pearson,R.E. Vmgoe, and 
Mrs M.A. Weu 

Coqted Members: Mr. T. Cutmore. 

Apologies: Councdlors J M. Dickson, D.M. Ford, K A Gibbs and S.R Telhs. 

Substitutes: Councdlor Mrs. W.M. Stevenson. 

56. 

The Mmutes of the Meetmg held on 3rd December 1998 were agreed as a correct record, SUbJest 
to an acknowledgement that Mr T. Cutmore, co-opted Member representing the Rochford 
Hundred Assoclatzonof Local Councils, was m attendance.. 

Counmllor Mrs. JM. Giles declared a non-pecuniary interest in the item “Mobile Phone Masts” 
by virtue of her son working m the mobile phone mdustry. 

58. MOBILE PHONE MASTS 

The Sub-Comrmttee welcomed Mrs JaneEvans of Orange, who had been mvlted to attend the 
Meetmg m order to give a presentation on the Company’s future Plans for the development of its 
networks By way of meoduchon, Officers apologised to Mrs Evans for the confusion winch 
had arisen over arrangementsfor the previous meetmg, at winch the presentation was onginally 
due to take place. 

The main pomts of the presentation are outlined below. 

Mobile Phone Ind&ry - History 

Until 1991 the Government had only granted bcencesto Vodafone and Cellnet, to operate m the 
UK. Orange and Mercury were then granted hcences and Orange formallX.launched their 
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network in 1994 There are currently 13 mrllion mobile phone users in the UK (22% of the 
populauon), expected to mcrease by 40% per annum. Orange currently have 22 nnlhon 
customers. \ 

Orange expect to have complete “basic” coverage of the UK by the end of the year, but are trying 
to Improve&e quahty of then coverage and to respond to changing patterns of mobile phone use. 
Their hcence strpulates that they must operate on a frequency of 1800 megahertz Vodafone and 
Cellnet operate on higher frequencies, meaning that m practice Orange need more antenna to 
offer the same coverage as their competitors. 

How the System Works 

Coverage 1s established and maintained usmg a network of antenna placed on masts, towers and 
other high stmctnres such as churches and tall burldings. Mobrle phone compames are willtng to, 
and often do, share sites. Where possible, Orange use structures which are already m place, and 
often go to lengths to conceal or camouflage theu antenna. Discussrons are takmg place with the 
National Grid over the use of pylons and new design solutions are being investigated examples 
of which were given. 

Site Selection Criteria 

The followrng conditrons must always be met 

Plarmmg pernnssion 

A legal agreement with a site provider 

Evidence that a site will work “techmcally”. 

Sites are rdentnied based on data held on a Geographical Informaticm System, site trials (use of 
mobile phones on site) and customer feedback. 

The Government are keen to promote mobile communlcahons, but equally have a commnment to 
protect the envrronment. Orange are required to adhere to Government pohcy and follow a code 
of best practice whrch was drawn up between themselves and the Government 

In concludmg the presentanon, Mrs. Evans advised Members that they would be provrded wnh a 0 
- --map showing current snd proposed sites m and around Rochford. -- l -

Followmg the presentation, Members put forward questtons which were answered as follows 

Aenals are unhkely to be removed in the foreseeable future owmg to the fact that 
developing technology IS not currently movmg away from then use Although there are 
developments in the u+e of satelhtes, these cannot handle the same volume and demand as a 
land based network 

Orange are responsible for the removal of all antenna, masts, etc. whtch become redundant 

All antenna (mcludmg micro cells) need to be lurked to equrpment stored m some form of 
cabinet at the base of those structures on which they are located. 

Orange phones generate radiation 1W times lower than prescribed safety levels 

Each PCN antenna operates at 20 watts 

Antenna must be located a muumum of lust over 2 metres away from mhabrted bulldings. 



To operate properly m &al condrtions, towers can be anydung from between 500 ya& 
apattmurbanamssto7kminmralamas. 

Orange mmdbcal plan p&y and, where conflicts arise, make repmsentatrons to local 
audlontles acmldmgly. 

In ~y of planning restnctron$ Orange am pmtacmd to an extent by Government policy, 
but can be refused permtsston on grounds of sttmg and appearance 

Members expressed a desire to see mote competmve pricmg between prcwdem of mobii 
cwmmmications and Bntrsh Telecom. 

In relahon to the proposed replacement of a 1.5 metre-iugh railway mast in Hockley wth a larger 
one, a Member made a request for Orange techxtans to meet wtth representatwes to dmcuss the 
Issue pnor to a de&on bemg taken - Officers-and Orange to arrange. 

In conclusmn, the Chanman thanked Mrs. Evans for the presentation. 

On a motion by Councillor CL Black and seconded by Councillor Mrs. HLA. Glynn It was: 

That the mformahve resolved at the Meetmg of Council on 1 lth February 1999 (Minute 68J99 ­
Para 2 - F/O4089UROC) and reproduced below be placed on all phummg permissions in respect 
of telecomrmmtcation towers. 

“The applicant’s attenhon ts drawn to his responsibtltties under the Health and Safety at Work 
Act 1974 ad the Management of Health and Safety at Work Regulations 1992 regarding the safe 
opemuon of tbs telecommumcatton tower. Such msponslbilities mclude an assessment of the 
hkely exposure levels of the electmmagnehc fields m acwdance wtth the National Radiologmal 
Protectton Board of Guidelines (msmcnons on exposure m stattc and time varying 
electromagnehc folds and radianon), documents of the NRPB 4.5,7-63(1993) and any necessary 
resultant appropriate action. Furthermore, as adwed in PPG8, the Health and Safety Executtve 
or the responstble enforcing authonty for activtties conttolled under the Wiiless Communication 
Ltcensina Reeime.” 

a The Meetmg closed at 8 4Opm. . 
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To the meetmg of: TRANSFORTATION AND HNVIRONMHNTAL SHRVJCES 

Oil: 23RDMARcH 1999 

Report of: HHADOFADMINISIU TIvEANDMl?MewsERvIcBs 

Tttle. MINUTES OF THE TRANSPORTATION SUl3-COMMllXH 

Author PJ. Dixon 

At a meeting held on 9th March 1999. Prex-nn Councrllor Mrs. J.M. Gtles (Chanman). 
GC. Angus, JM. Dr&son, D M. Ford, Mm. JE. Ford, Mrs. H-LA. Glynn, RA. Pearson, 
T.A. Powell snd Mrs. MJ. Webster. 

Apologies: CounciBor V.D. Hutchmgs. 

Substituk: cOMCi”M u. VingOe. 

Non-Members Attend& Counclllor P A. Backers. 

The Minutes of the Meettng of 7th January 1999 were approved as a correct record 

Smce the previous Meeting a number of complaints had been mcetved in relation to the 
D&a-&de scheme Members requested that the mformation be passed through to the 
approprtate OtZcer and for assurance that the mvtew would commence at the be-g of April. 

PROPOSED DMZSION OF PUBLIC I0XPATHS 4 AND 5, PAGL&HAM 

The Subcommittee considered the report of the Head of Legal Servtces, outlimng the details of a 
proposed diverston to footpaths III Paglesham and seelang authority under Section 119 of the 
Htghways Act 1980 to undertake the changes as shown 

Officers adwed the Sub-Comtmttee that followmg approval, the prelhmnmy pmposals before 
them would go to formal consultanon, before mturmng to Members agam for final agreement. 

Members supported the recotnmsndauon but were eager to see that any drverted paths across 
farmland should be tdennfiable to a standard sufftctent enough to avoid unnecessary problems 
ansmg between landowners and the public. 

That subJect to Caleb Ramer Lnmted agreeing to bear the costs of all necessary accommcdahon 
works, together with the Counctl’s expenses recoverable under the Local Government (Recovery 
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of Costs for Public Path Orders) Regulations 1993 as amended, the proposal to dtven footpath 4 
to the route A-B-C-D-G, and footpath 5 to the mute A-B-C-H as mdmated on the map annexedto 
the report, be apptiyd m pnncrple and the Head of Legal Sernces be authorised to t&e ah 
necessarysteps to wure the making and confirmshon of a Pubhc Path Dmemmn Order under the 
terms of Section ElYofthe Htghways Act 1980 (HIS) 

1012 BREAKING THIS LOGJAM - DElI? CONSULTATION PAPER 

The Sub%bmrmtk-e considered the report of the Head of Corporate Policy and hamattves. 
outlunng the contents of a DETR Consultahon Paper m respect of the Government’s proposalson 
flghtmg road traffic congesttonand pollution, through road use and workplace parkmg charges 

Members acknowledged that the scheme pmpostd could be workable in a large urban area hke 
London, but felt that tt was totally inappropriate for a rural diimct such as Rcchford. Chargmg, 
in particular, was a very contenhous tssue. A number of mservations were expressed, 
spdmlly: 

That the paper makes no diction between regions which vary dramancally m terms 
of economic and geographtcal make up, e g. urban and rural areas 

There IS no provision for out-of-hours workers, the elderly, d&sled people, the low c 
pa64carersanddiseictnurses-thereappearstobenodistmctiionbetweenshortand : ! 
long-stay parkmg. 

- If exemptconsto workplace parking chatgeswere to be put m phum,who wotdd draw up 
the criteria? Would the Government be makmg a soctal judgement by doing this? How 
would the mkria be rmpkmenkd? 

Car park chargeswould I& to a greaternumber of vehicles parked on roads and all the 
associatedproblems w&h go with that 

The Local Authonty could not meet the admmktrauve cast of effeaively policmg the 
schemeand mtroducing pohctes to combatany problems that arms. 

Towns and cihes offer alternative modes of trarqort In remote rural commumties 
where a car ISthe only vmble mode of transport and where, in many cases,finances are 
already aght, the proposed charges could have a potenttally devastatmg effect. 
Therefore, unhl adequate and reliable public transport is available, the scheme is 
unworkable. 

75% of the local population comrnuk out of the dtstrict to work. Proposed charges t-3 
would do nothing to improve thts or to encouragetourism 

-0 
Charges would have to be implemented on a countywide basis so as to avoid 
dtscouragmg unfair competttion between commnnitres which am already strngghng to 
survwe. This nught still causeproblems m km of cross-border competttton, attmctmg 
tourists and commukrs to other Local Authonty areas. 

Monks raised from the schemeshould be diimbukd nanonally, so as to balanceout the 
addmsmg of problems m both urban and rural areas. If this were not so, there be might 
be grave fmanctal nnphcahons for districts optmg out of the scheme. 

The Sub-Comnutke felt that the Dtsuict suffered from more problems than most rural 
ccmummmesowmg to it bemg located on a peninsular, wtth no traffic passing through and few 
major mad networks leading only to the west, which am already overburdened. One Member 
pomted out that in Smgapom, where snmlar measureswere unplemen@ the number of road 
userswas reduced by 20%, but dus was the very people who were already suffering the most - the 
pOor. 
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Members rmed concerns over the Government’s method of consultation, pomtmg out that the 
various papers emrgmg from the White Paper ah have a beanng on one another, but that each 1s 
expected to be evalt$ed on its own. It was felt that this could not be done adequately because 
Members are unableto get a proper perspecttveof ah the mayorissues.‘&/
Officers were asked to pass on the Dtsma’s cOncans to all affiiated groups and assccmtmns 

,* 

who am m a positton to provide support 

In conclucting the debate, a Member asked for assurancesof proper consultanon between the 
District and the County Councd Officers respondedby advismg that the Local Tramport Panel 
acts as a mechanism for consuhation and is uswIly attended by five nommated Members. The 
next meeting was due to take place on 10th March 1999. 

On a mouon by Councillor D.M Ford and secondedby Counctllor RA Pearsonit was: 

RECOMMENDED 

(1) That the commentsin the report, together wtth addthonal comments expressedby Members 
at thts Meeting, form the basts of the Council’s msponse to the DRTR Consultatton Paper 
‘Breakmg the Loglam.’ 

(2) That both the Government and Essex County Council (as admuustrators of the proposed 
scheme)be advtsedof: 

(i) The Council’s desire to see the Rochford District exempted from road user and workplace 
~~farges unless alternative proposals, workable m a predommantly rural area, can be 

(it) The Counctl’s concernsover the fmancial implications for Local Authorities. (HCPI)(TP) 

The Meetmg closed at 9.05pm 

mar23c.rpt 
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Comrhittee Repokt 


on. 23RDJuNB1999 

Report of H@ADOFAD- TlYEANDMEMBERsERvI~ 

Title. MINUTES OFTHECOMMUNITY 

AU&XX A Wyatt Report Appmvcd By. 

-_ At a Meeting held on 1OthMarch 1999 Prcxnt Conncillors DE Banes (chairman).
-: PA Beckws, DM.Ford, KAGI&s. Mrs. J.H&on, MIS. SJ Lemon, R.A. Pcawn, 

T-4 Powell and DA, Weir. 

Apologies: Cowcillon G.C. Angus, DR H&on andMrs. WM Stevenson 

S-tes Countillora Mrs. J E Ford andhfrs.MS. Vmce. 

Viiting Councillor J M. Dicksxt. 

111. 

The Conmuttee welcomed Chief Inspector SteveBotrtlJ from Essex Police who attended the 
medmg representingthe Police and who was soon to become Chief Inqwxtor (Operations) for 
the Distnct in plxe of Chief Inspector King. Members also welcomed Mr Roger Smden fmm 
Essex County Council and the.Sub-Committeewere advisd &at Mr Smden was Essex County 
Council’s mpreseafativefor all its functxonsu1relation to the crime & l&o&r Act and also on 
the primary care Gloup. 

112. 

The Minutes of tbz Meeting held on l&hFebmaty lS99 were approved as a correct record 
subject to the inclusion of “Illegal Pxkmg aadHarassment”as two additional Primary Objstwcs 
under Minute 106 (‘&me & Disorder Strategy- Update) as resolvedat the Community Sexxaes 
Committee on 2nd March 1999. 

113. CEUME & DISORDER REDUCIION Sl-RA-lEGY - UPDATE ON CURRENT S?.TUATION 

The Sutimrmm cvrdemi the report of theC&f Executive which updatedMembers on the 
cmrmt sitmuon regarding tie prepmuon of the Cnme & Disorder Ftedoct~w Strategy 
specifically relating to the primary objectives. 

By way of mtiuction the Chief Executwe advised Members that R&ford was one of six 
partners involved in the preparatmn of the Cnme & Dwuder Strategy for the Rochford Dstnct 
The final dccunwtt would be well mdexd with explvlntions of the relationship between the 
partners The relationship between the Police and Rcchford Distit Council as outbxd under 
key partam mput would be expandedto fully appreciatethe three years of partncnhip workmg 
which had taken place to date. In reqsct of tk Pnmary objectives Members were advised that 
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five to seven was the ophmum number zceptable and that the other key partner orgamsations 
had expressed some concern at the mcluston of two extra objezttves considenng the Pohct v~cw 
that the ismes of t&gal parkmg and harassment wwe dealt wttb as “busmess as usual”. 

The Chrurmzn oftheSub-ComrmaeetookMcmbers~bypage~~hffinaldraftofthe 
Cnme & Dsorckx Reduction Strategy titch had been pqarcd further to dm2usstons at the last 
Meeting of tb Suh-G~mmiaee and omsultrdion with other p”tner organisattons Members 
COmmenk were made Specdically m relation to the fol&Ytng pages 

Members were reminded by the Chief Executive thaw according to the Government’s 1998 Index 
of Depnvat~on, Rczhford rated 223 oat of 354 Ihstnds and that &s may impact on the likelihood 
of specific msource aUocaUons from Central Govemment. 

lf2z=l4 

A Membzr expressed concern at the Crin~ & Dlsoxdcr figures outbned m Essex County 
Council’s “Sustamability Report for Essex” In response the Police adnsed that Essex was one of 
the safest COU~~I,C.S in the country wttb Rochford being one of tie County’s saf& Districts 

The Subcommiti co- that the Highways Authority should be incw in the 
breakdown of pattncrs and their functions. It was also considered that the list should be ttemised 
to keep Essex County council functiotE logether. 

Members noted that two new GATSO txlrmas had L-en mstded Wlthn the Dlslrict and 
considered that they should be included in the paragraph relating to speeding. 

Members ~on.s~dered that the four Wards V&U& had shown areas of concern should be put tnto an 
order, with Rochford Roche Wanl bemg the highest pnority followed by Rochford St Andrew& 
Rochford Eastw@~J and Rayleigh Grange and Rawretb Members further considered that the 
paragraphs relating to the areas of concem should follow the example of Rayleigh Grange and 
Rawreth insofar as only ~ZQQ of Wards were of omcem. Members did not want to see complete 
Wards stigmatised in any way 

*­

On the subw of key objechves tt was cons&red that the issue of illegal parkmg could be 
hdtxied with the objective relating to speed reduction under the h&g “Road Safety”. On the 
issue of harassmen t Members wete divldcd as to how and where it could be mcluded wtthm the 
overall context of prmmy ObJeCltVeS. It WBS considered that paragraph 6.4 could be amended to 
ensure that the tssue of harassment was ldenufied as an ~ls-sue which tited highltghhng 
throughout the strategy. 

Members raved concern at the ctmcnt delays experienced in street bghtmg b&g reinstated 
following fault reportmg, bearmg in mmd the inclusion of street lzghtmg v&m the strategy A 
thtrd point under point 3 was added as below. 

(c) Maintenance of Street Ltghts 

In relatton to potnta 5 and 6 Members wished to seek cost measurement systems put in place as 
part of Bsk Management for both Dtict and County Councrl buildings. Membws wIshed to 



encourage the provtion of “out of school aCnvities” for youths although questioned the County 
C0unc11’s closure of some proJect.s. 

hfembers were pkased to see the renew of m&k CCIV as detailed in pomt 13. 

Concern W~LS expressed spectically m r&m to no defmrtc date bemg provided in rehttion to 
pint3andtheSubCommitteewueadvIscdrhataacmptswerebeingmedetoensurethatthis 
and other blank dates were cornpI& for the final version of the document 

In relation to Drug Treatmen t Programmes @ii 2) Members m adwed that the setvice was 
mainly P&muon led although there were soma GP referrals. It was considered that due to 
current delays m the system -as advised by a Member - constdemtmn could perhaps be gtven to 
the pro&on of more facilities wrthm the Dtstrict. Considermg pomt 4, Members ,qu&ioned 
whether Rochford Dmtrict GnmciI, m tts role as social landlord, wou!d also be mv@ed in the 
protocol relating to drug abusing tenants On potnt 12, Members nokd that the training 
programme for staff and contractors in t-e&on to the collection of drug rekaki debris would be 
on-going. 

In relation to pomt 4 and in response. to qu&mns Members were advised that the “hard to reach” 
groups included the lesbigay/bisexual mmununty and ethnic groups. The estabhshment of a 
protocol in relation to point 6, mformatton sharmg between Authority’s .spezificaUy in relation to 
Doroestm Vtolence, would need to be looked mto. 

The Chief Fxcuttve &&xl Members that the. f& document would be properly iatmched and 
the invttation to the press would also include the two new newspapers whmh had recently been 
launched. 

The issue of an improved programme of f&zthties at Grange Commtmity Centre (point 7) was 
constdered as a prior@ tssue. In relation to point 3 (victnns of repeated burglary) Members 
cons&red the Pohoe’s current tactic of targeting known burglars was to Lx support& 

Members constdered that Pansh and Town Councrls may be in a better position than Essex 
County Counnl to establmh a framework for developing community mvolvement to identrfy 
crime and dtsorder strategtes for all of the Disinct. (Porn1 18) 

In respect of pint 11 (Develop Pm-School Pm,-rammes and Farmly Ltmracy Courses), Members 
noted that the actton should be to develop Pre-School Programmes and Fatmly Parentmg 
Courses Schemes in relation to lueracy would also encompass numemcy. These points would 
be the same across all four Wards tdentifkd as havmg need for pnortty action. Members were 
further advised that a review of homelessners accommodation and that for those leavmg care m 
the Dtstrtd was proposed @mutt 12). 
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Regardmg pomt 16 (provide -ve faciltues with mzntoring and outreach capaxty) -
Memtws consi- that although the youth has visited the Rochford St Arrdrews Ward twice 
weekly there wasdl a needIOprovidefuaher facilities in the area 

Members were pleased to w ““gndion of StMark’s Field V/I&II the strategy (@or 8) 
although they wished to seethe issueresolvedsoonerrat& than later. 

In relation to point 10 (Improve xcess to GP’s and other servicesin this area), Members were 
advised of de%& of a scheme to encourage.more General Pmctihonersto pra31se within the 
Rochford Dtstrtct 

In response to Membms’ questtom, the Pohce rtdnsed that in respectof point 2 (Identify key 
areas and develop a pay and progarmne of measuresto addressiUegalparking), they carried 
out measmesto P&IRS ilk& parking as pm of their day-@day work and su shouldn’t be 
included asa lendingagencym the scheme. 

Inrespedofpomt82Memberswereahisedthatinaddmontotheformalsixmonthlynviews 
of the Crime & Disorder Strategy it wasthe intentionto review progresson aquarterly bari. 

Members consideredthat thm commentsshouldbc incorporati mto the final docmncnt It was 
further mnsidered that the Exhaordmary Me&g of Full Council on 24thMarcb would be 
onneasaryasthcmattacouldbedxnssedwithG tWUpLcadetsdth~E.SOlWdthIOUgh~ 
urgency Sub-Committee 

That Members’ comments be included within the Draft Crime & Di.soti Strategy and that 
subst to these comments being inaqorated, the docnoxnt be approved as the Cnm & 
Disorder Shatcgy for the Rochford Dtict (CEX) 

The Meeung closedat 93Opm 

mar24.rpt 

; 4: 

-_’ 



ROCHF0RDDISTRICTCOUNCfL 

l 
Minutes of the Planning Services Committee 

At a Meeting held on 1 lth March 1999. F’resat CotmciUorz DA Werr (Chairman), 
R Adams, R.S Allen, GC Angus, D.E Barnes, P A. Beckem, CL Black, 
J.M D&son, Mrs JE Ford, Mrs J hi Giles, Mrs H.L A. Glymt, A. Hoskmg, 
V D Hutchmgs, V.H. Leach, Mrs. S J Lemon RA Pearson, T A. Powell, 
Mrs W&l, Stevenson, S.R Telbs, Mm. MS Vmce, R.E Vmgoe, Mm MJ Webster, 
PPA Webster and Mrs M.A Werr. 

Apologies Councdlors D M Ford, G Fox, E.L Francrs, KA Gtbbs, Mrs J Hall, 
N Harm, DR. Helson, Mm. J. H&m, Mrs. AR. Hutchings and CR Morgan. 

91. MARTINGOODMAN 

Members welcomed Mr Martin Go&man, Asststant Solicitor, who was attendmg hrs 
first meetmg of the Plamtmg Semces Comrmttee. 

98 

The Mmutes of the Meeting of 11th February 1999 were approved as a correct record 
and slgned by the Chartman 

% 
99 

Members mterests mlatmg to the schedule of development Applicatrons and 
Recommendations (Mmute 100) were mcerved as follows.- 

F’ara Dl - Cotmcdlor Mrs H.L.A. Glymr declared a non-penmisry mtemst by vntue of 
bemg thts Counctl’s repmsentatrve on the Crouch Harbour Authority. 

Pmx D2 and D3 - Councillor Mrs. H L A Glynn declared a pecnmary mtemst by 
vntue of her aquamtance wtth the amhttect and left the meeting whdst the matter was 
discussed 

loo SCHEDUL.E OF DEVELOPMENT APPLICATIONS AND RHCOMMBNDATJONS 

The Head of Plannmg Services subrmtted a Schedule of Development Applmatrons for 
consrdemtton and a ltst of Plannmg Apphcattons and Bmldmg Regulauon Apphcatrons 
derided under delegatron. 

Para D1-F#X%98/ROC-EssexMa&,(Ie&seaFerryRoad,WaJlasesIsland 

F??Jpml-Reamveexisting -andfloodgates; extendconcretemmpto 
provide axess over the sea waJJ to regr&d existing sbpway; mclwkng provison of 
StdpikdJettytO 
support travel ltft boat ho&. 

Add Jnformattve regardmg Access to boats usmg slip-way 

Resolved 

That the applmahon be approved subJect to the condmons set out m the schedule 

Para D2 - FPXO&98/RoC - 33 Western Road, Rayleigh 

Pmposal - Erect 1 detached five bed house (demolrsh existing dwelhng) (revised 

l application followmg F/O143/98/Roc) 



Members cons~dercd that the apphcanon, for the reasons set out below was not an 
appropriate form of development, compatrble with the standard of the Western Road 
UIW 

That the application be refused for the followmg masons 

1 The applkxtron srte comprises a plot of land on Western Road, which is 
character& by rmunly large mdtvnlnally destgned dwellings set wnhm 
suhstantml grounds. 

The 5 ted detached house proposed would, by reason of rts stze and scale relatrve 
to the srte width and depth, coustmtte a cramped overdevelopment of the stte 
mcompattble and out of chart&r wrth the generai form of the area Such 
developmenf tf pernutted, would also leave a garden drspmpomonate in size to 
the dwellmg relattve to the prev&tg charactenstms of the area. 

2 If pernutted, thts proposal would create a precedent for similar development 
elsewhere and in parhcular on the sate of the proposal subled of appbcation 
Ref. F/CtX9/98/ROC namely two houses on land to the South 

Taken together, the three dwellings would be out of keepmg wrth the established 
character of the area which 1s ovenvhelmingly made up of mdrvrdually destgned, 
we&spa& dwellmgs set wtthiu large plots 

Ftnthermore, the area to the front of each dwellmg is relattvely limited and the 
vehicular parking likely to be generated hy dwellmgs of this srze would dominate 
the frontage of the three properties whrch agam, would be out of koepmg wnh and 
detrrmental to the street scene. 

3. The proposed dwelling has three wmdows m the rear elevation at first floor level 
and the bungalow chalet rt replaces has none. Tins wrll lead to much greater 
potential for overlooking and a significant reduction m the resrdenttal amenity 
whrch the occupants of No. 31 Western Road (to the mar of the apphcatton site) 
currently eqoy. 

Overlcokmg of thts property would be compounded if the dwellings propsed to 
the South (F/C%O9/98iROC) were also hum and there would be a dominatmg effect 
due to three dwellmgs, resulting in an unacceptable mductton m me amenmes 
currently enjoyed by the occupants of thts property 

Note: Pursuant to Standmg Order 24(4) CouncilIon Mrs J.M. Gilts, V.H. Leach, 
Mrs W.M Stevenson and Mrs M S. Vmce wished it recorded that they abstamed from ­
vohng on thts application 

Para D3 - Fia609/981Roc, 35 Westem Road, Rayleigh 

~posal- Erect 2 detached five bed houses (demohsh existing dwellmg) revrsed 
qplicatm following F/o144BURGC 

Members consrdemd that the apphcsnon, for the reasons set out below, was not an 
appropriate form of development, compatible wrth the standard of the Western Road 
-. 

That this apphcation tR refused for the fotlowmg reasons 

1 The applmatmn sne comprises a plot of land in Western Road, which rs 
chamctenscd by mainly large mdtvtdually desrgn~ 
substanhal grounds 
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The 5 bal detached houses proposed, would by mason of thetr stze and scale 
relative to the site width and depth, constttute a cramped overdevelopment of the 
site, mcompattble and out of character wrtb the general form of the area Such 
development, if pernutted, would also leave gardens drsproportionate in stze to the 
dwellings relahve to the prevailmg characterisucs of the area 

2. If pernutted, thus proposal would create a precedent for similar development 
elsewhere and in parttcular on the site of the proposal subject of applicanon Ref. 
FKl608!98!RoC namely one house on land to the North. 

Taken together, the three dwellings would be out of keepmg wrth the established 
character of the area which is overwhelmingly made up of mdtvtdually destgned 
well-spaced dwellmgs set wtthm large plots. 

Fbthemore, the area to he front of each dwelling is relatrvely lrmited and the 
vehicular parking likely to be generated by dwellmgs of this srze would dominate 
the frontage of the three propemes which, agam, would be out of keepmg wnh and 
detrimental to the street scone. 

3. The proposed dwellmgs have windows m the rear elevation at first floor level. 
Thrs wdl lead to much greater potentral for overlooking and a stgmficrmt rednctmn 
m the residential amenity whrch the occupants of No. 31 Western Road (to the rear 
of the applicatton sate) currently enJoy 

Ovwlookmg of thrs property would be compounded tf the dwellmg pmposed to 
the North (F/O6@8/98/Roc) were also built and there would be a dominatmg effect 
due to three dwellings, resulting in au unacceptable mduchon m the ~tres 
currently enJoyed by the occupants of thts 
pr0P-Y 

Note: Pursuant to Standing Order 24(4) Counctllors G.C. Angus, Mrs J.E. Ford, Mrs 
JM. Gtles, V.H. Leach, Mrs W.M. Stevenson and Mrs M S. Vmce washed rt recorded 
that they ahstamed from voting on thii application 

Pam. D4 - F1017898iRtX - hiurco Sex-&o Station, London Raad, Rawreth 

Proposal - Erect petrol filling statton incoqomtmg shop revised traftic circulahon 
layout, new fomcomt plus car and jet wash fsciies (demolish existmg tilIing stanon). 

Resolved 
r­

* That Planning Permisston be refused for the reason set out m the schedule. 

Para 5 - FKk415LXURfX, 399 Lde Wakmmg Road, Little Wakermg 

Pmposal - Ground flcm sde extension to provide five additional bedmoms 

Constderation of this nem was deferred for a Member sate vtstt It was requested by 
Members, that as Brmsh Summertime begms on 28th March, the srte vrsit be conducted 
on a weekday evening at 7pm. 

That a Member site vtstt be arranged (HAMS) 

F’am 6 - FKl16&98/RoC - East Rawreth Indushial Estate, Vrctoria Avenue, Rayleigh 

Prop04 - revtsions to plots 5366, 7q-81 and 106 (iludmg deletton of some plots) a and erect 18 dwellings ? \> 
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Concern was expressedby Members durmg drscusstonof thrs applicatton regardmg the 
ate boundaries,drawn by the apphcant,not includmg car parking for 2 plots whrch had 
been omitted from wnhm the apphcation stte but mcluded anthin the followmg ttem 
An extra cot&ion was added to cover thrs matter, to ensure car parkmg pmvtsron for 
plots 53 and 54 was mncurrently provided Members further noted that Condition 13 
was to be an mfomhve and not a Condition. 

That tins application be approved subject to the conditrons set out m the schedule, 
mcludmg the extra mndmon and the u&mauve outlined above. 

E?xa 7 - FAI165LXUROC- EastRawrefhIndustrial Estate,Wctmia Aveam., Rayleigh 

Proposal-re~~toplcts46,47aodH)-52toprovidereviscdcomnamal~garea 

Membersnotedthat Condttton 13 was to be an Informatrve and not a Condrtron. 

Resolved 

That this apphcatton be approved subject to the condihons set out m the schedule and 
the mfomnthveoutlined above 

F’am 8-FtQ4~OC-Laad~14Elcla1Wsy,Hockley 

prcposal- vamiionofcondition5ofplarming~onre~ F-0c to allow 
use of approvedfachy extension for menllfactoreof metal fabrkatims (ClassB) 

Considerattonof thusstemwas deferredfor a Member stte vtstt 

Resolvd 

That a Member stte vtstt b-earranged. (HAMS) 

F’an. 9-99KXSJllFUL-Rope?shm,h4uckhgHaURoad,EkdmgMqna 

Proposal-erectsinglestoreyb~~gcMnprising8stables,tackroomandfeedstore 

Consrderationof thrs item was deferredfor a Member satevrsrt. 

Resolved 

That a Member site vrsrt he arranged (HAMS) 

The meetingclosedat 9 30 p.m 

mmsmarll 
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SCHEDULEOF PLANNING APPLICATIONS TO BE CONSIDERED BY 

PLANNING SERVICES COMMITTEE 11TH MARCH 1999 

The enclosed mPorls have been approved b 

All plamung applications are consideredagmt the background 
legislation, rules, orders armdarculars., and any development,structure and local plans issuedor made 
thereunder In addition, accotmt is taken of any guidance notes, advice and relevant policies issuedby 
statutory allttmlt1es 

Each planning application included in thx Scheduleand any attach4 list of appbcat~onswhich have 
beende&mu& under powers delegatedto the Corporate D~redor (Law, Planning and Admintstratton) 
is filed with all papers lnclti~ng represencatlonsreceivedand mnsoltation replies as a stngle casefile. 

All butldlng regulation applications are constdered against the background of the relevant building 
regulations ami approved documents, the Buildmg Ad, 1984, together wtth all relevarrt British 
standards 

The above documents can be made available for lnspealon as Commmee background papers at the 
office of Planning Services,Acacia House, Fast Street, Rochford 
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PJANNING SERVICES COMMITlEE 1lTH MARCEI 1993 

DEFERRED ITEMS 

D.l F/O694/98/RGC JOHN WOOD PAGE 1 
REMOVE EXISTING ROUNDABOUT AND FLGODGATES, EXTEND 
CONCRETE RAMP To PROVJDE ACCESS OVER SEA WALL ‘JD 
REGRADED EXJSTING SLIPWAYS, INCLUDING PROVISION OF 
STEEL PILED JETTY TD SUPPORTTRKS’ELIFT BOAT HOIST. 
ESSEX MARINA CREEKSEA FERRY ROAD WALLASEA ISLAND 

D2 F/Ch%3/98/RCC NICK BARNES PAGE 4 
ERECT ONE DETACHED 5-BED HOUSE (DEMOLISH EXISTING 
DWELLING) (REVISED AF’PLICATION FOLLOWING 
F/0143/98/ROC) 
33 WESTERN ROAD RAYLEJGH 

D.3 F/O6’39/98/ROC NICKBARNES PAGE 8 
ERECJ TWO DETACHED 5-BED HOUSES (DEMOLJSH EXSTlhG 
DWELLlNG) (REVISED APPLICATION FOLLOWING 
F/0144/98iRGC) 
35 WESTERN ROAD RAYLEJGH 

D4 F10178198lROC MAKIT’N WILLIAMS PAGE 12 
ERECT PETROL FILLING STATION INCORPORATING SHOP, 
REVISED TRAFFIC CIRCULATION LAYOUT, NEW FORECOURT 
PLUS CAR AND JET WASH FACILITIES (DEMOLISH EXISTLNG 
FILLING STATION) 
MURCO SERVICE STATION LONDON ROAD RAWRETH 

5. F/o415/98/RGC JOHN WHIT-TAM PAGE 15 
GROUND FLOOR SIDE EXTENSION ‘IO PROVIDE 5 ADDITIONAL 
BEDROOMS 
399 LJTTLE WAKERING ROAD LITTLE WAXERLNG 

6 F/O166/98lROC JOHN WHITTAM PAGE 19m REVISIONS TO PLOTS 5366, 79-81 AND 106 (INCLUDING 
DELETION OF SOME PLGTS) AND ERECT 18 DWELLINGS 
EAST RAWRETH IND ESTATE VICTGRJA AVENUE RAYLEIGH 

7 F/O165/98iROC JOHN WHITTAM PAGE 25 
REVISIONS To PLOTS 46, 41 AND 5C-52 ‘IO PROVIDE 
REVISED COMMUNAL PARKING AREA 
EAST RAWRETH IND ESTATE VICTORIA AVENUE RAYLELGH 

l PAGE 1 
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9 

F/0456/98lROC JOHN wHrrAM PAGE 29 
VARIATION OF CONDITION 5 OF PLANNING PERMISSION REF 
F/o208/9lmOC l-0 ALLOW USE OF APPROVED FACIORY 
EXTENSION FOR MANUFACTURE OF METAL FABRICATIONS 
(CLASS B). 
LAND ADJ 14 ELDON WAY HOCKLEY 

99/cccmfFUL ANITAWOOD PAGE 33 
ERF%X SINGLE STOREY BUILDING COMPRISING EIGHT 
STABLES, TACK ROOM AND FEED STORE 
ROPERS FARM MUCKING HALL ROAD BARLING MAGNA 

PAGE 2 
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PLANNING SERVICES COMMITTEE 

1lTFl hMRCH 1999 

SCHEDULE OF D PMENT APPLICATIONS, WITH DIRECTOR’S 
RECOMMENDATi?-%OR DETF,RMINA~ON AT THIS COMMWIEE 

Dl 

F/0694/98/ROC PARISH OF CANEWDON 

ESSEX MARINA. CREEXSEA FERRY ROAD. WALLASEA ISLAND 

REMOVE EXKITNG ROUNDABOUT AND FLOODGATES; EXTEND CONCRETE RAMP 
70 PROVIDE ACCESS OVER THE SEA WALL TO REGRADED EXISTING SWAYS, 
INCLUDING PROVISION OF STEEL PILED IETTY To SUPPORT TRJ?JELE~- BOAT 
HOIST 

Applicant: ROBIN LEVY 

zming: Metropohtan Green Belt; RoachValley ConservationZone, 
Special LandscapeArea, CoastalProtection Area 

Deferred Renort 

11 This mm was deferred for .a Members site visit, the earlier and corrected report and 
recommemlationfollows attachedto assistMembers consideratton. 

Plannlne Am&cation Detatls 

1.2 Tins apphcatton relates to lmprovunents and additions to the existing arrangementsfor launching 
and recovering boats at the Essex Idamu and assocmd boatyard Currently, one of the two 
exwng shpways 15accessedthrough removable floodgates in the sea wall and the other via a 
ramp over the seawall. The appltcationproposes to replace the floodgates and close the seawall 
by mzsm of a graded semi-circular concreteapron to gavea ramped accessover the seawall for 
all boat movements. 

1.3 The concrete apron will extend acrossthe end of the accessr&way, whmh is private from the. 
pmcuon vnth Cm Ferry Road, and n-Kate the removal of the roundabout below the 
Harbour Master’s Office which has a tree and a numbz of shrubs planted in the tie thereof 

14 The westernmost slipway which 1scurrently served by a ramped approach IS to be raised to the 
top of the sea wall beyond which it wtll slope gently for the first 42 mettes to an open steel pile 
braced structure which will support tra& for a navellmg holst for larger boats. Boats could &o 
be launched from the emI of the concreteplatform by fork ltft truck. The end of the hoist structure 
willextendoutasfarastheextstlngfuelbargewhichismooredattheendofthefirstmarma 
po-n 

1.5 The rev& gradient of the easternmost slipway will be much shallower and 1smtended for the 
trawlerlaunching of smaller boats. 

16 A public footpath currently runs along the top of the sea wall to either side of the existing 
sltpways and B dtfflcult route needsto be negottatedto travel from one side to the other The new 
proposals wtll gave an unmterrupted route along the top of the new apron approaching the 
shpways 
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17 In a~letter acwmpmymg the applicahon, it is stated that thrs proposal 1s a prelude to a further l 
applicatton for the comprehens~e development of the sue lnvolvtng the majority of the buildings, 
the Wardmom Hotel, ~81 parktng and open boat storage areas to provide modern butldtngs m 
keeping wrth the rqumments of ch&lers, sail makers, marme engmeen, boat budders and 
repairers and mcderntsed llced fa!altles 

1.8 The current applicatton is subnutted however became tt is mrportant that the facihty is installed 
ad operational by next Sprrng The mstallation of the new travel hotst facihty dm not depend on 
any of the other site works proposed smce the baulmg and humchmg of boats 1s a stand alone 
facility whrch wrl.l use the open boat storage facrlittes in their existtrig form 

1 9 There is no relevant planning history on the site 

‘Zhsultations and Renrexntatlons 

1.10 Canewdm Parish Council, Ramblers .bdatlou, Essex Wildlife Trust, Rochford Hnndmd 
Amenities society - No comments rweived at the ttme of wntmg but wrll be reported at the 
meettng if received 

1.11 Crouch tIarbour Authority - NO objection m pnnclple but a works hcence will be re+ned and 
dads of any necessary dredging submitted. (The apphcants have now cornit-med that no 
dredgmg wdl be necersary). 

1.12 Environment Agency - The pnor written umatt of the Agency for the proposed structures and 
works will be requucd under various relevant Acts, 

1.13 Head of Health, Housing ard Community Care - No adverse comments sub~ti to Standard 

Informative SI16 being attached to any consent granted 

1 14 Head of Rnvimmnental Policy and Initiatives - Reports that the proposal could well affect the 
local envtmnment and due to the scnstttve nature of the sue Enghsh Nature’s comments should be 
heeded to ensure Policy RC3 could be me%. 

1 15 English Nature - Are of the opinion that the proposal would not adversely affect the conservation 
obJectives or Integrity of the Crouch and Roach Estuarxs Spexal Protection Area and Rsmsar 
Site and 1s not directly connected with the management of the site for nature consetvaaon If 
carried out in the manner specfied, this projed will not, m the opnuon of Fnghsh Nature, 
adversely affect the conservatmn oblecnvcs and the hrtegrny of the site advice also applies This 

to the Site of Special Sctentlfic Interest Engli?& Nature is of the opmlon that the pmpsal wtll not 
affect the wildlife mterest of the sue. m 

1.16 Maldon Dkstcict Council - No objection. 

1.17 An mdtvtdual with an mtcrest in the Roach Valley Coaxrv ation zone camlot support the 
application for the followmg reasons:- 

1. The proposed structure would have a detrnnental vt.sual Impact on the area. 

2 It is nnmtxhately adlacent to the revrsed coastal ESA proposed receutly by MAIT and 
the mews from there should be constdered. 

3. Is the proposal really necessary, are there sufficient large boats to justify such an ugly 
strucmre being put mto such a sensitive area? 
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Have any hydmlogrcal studies bmn camed out to determine the effect of the changes 
on the water flow and the nver bed? It IS reallsed n is an open srructure but ralsmg and 
extendmg the mncrete slrpway muld result in changes to the river bed and 
amumulatton of stit and wrth the antictpatm mcrease tn ttde levels, raising the rnncrete 
to the top of the sea wail could lead to flooding. Alternatively, there may be a further 
applicatim to rncrease the amount of mncrete 

1.18 Whrlst the basrc Essex Manna site is wnhin the Metropolitan Green Belt, the rnant sne of th,s 
apphcatron IS in an area of no notation on the Local Plan wrthm the River Crouch. The ~a&a 
could be regarded as a Major Developed Site in the Green Belt as referred to tn Annex C of pp~2 
where redevelopment may be pennhted. 

1 19 The Local Plan rmogntses m Chapter 6, Leiie and ‘lburfsm, that Essex Marina is &e most 
appmprtate locatlon for Increases in pontoon and mooring faalttles to whrch dus proposal wll& 
mmplementary. 

1.20 The, appl.lcatiOn ts basldly for replacement and impmvm facrhttes for an Important leisure 
factity which is an asset to the Drstnct providing facilttres on the he&y populated area south of 
tbe river to mmplement those on the north. 

1.21 Although the new shpways and travellmg hoist will be more pmnnnent than those existing, they 
will be viewed m the context of the much larger dockmg factlities and vessels at the nearby B&c 
Wharf to the west and are not out of character tn thts type of locatron The travel hoist that 
currently operates here has to be totally hmnersed in water when used with consequent dtfficulttes 
m bad weather and tie htgh level of siltation means the present slipways are frequently unusable. 

1 22 The revised arrangements for m&ruing and jommg the footpath along the sea wall between the 
slipways ~111 be a much safer and nmre mnventent arrangement than the extsting and is to be. 
welcomed 

123 Although the removal of the rourdabout resulting in the loss of trees and shrubs 1s somewhat 
regrettable, it *s arguable that they are inappropriate in thrs locatron and that overall 
envmmnental nnpmvements wrll ensue as a result of thts development and the further planned 
lmpmvements to the general Manna complex. 

1.24 English Nature and the Crouch Harbour nuhalty expressed mncems regarding the possible need 
for and effects of dredgmg, but the apphcants have wntten to mntirm that no dredgmg wdl be 
re+red to enable the new mnstruchon to take place. 

Recommendation 

1.25 The Corporate Dumtor (Law, Plsnmng and Admuustration) recommends that thts applrcation be 
approved subject to the following cot&ion:- 

01 TIME LlMrTS PULL SC4 

02 MATERIALS To BE USED SC14 
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F/O608/98/ROCRAYLEIGH TOWN COUNCIL AREA 

33 WESTERN ROAD, RAYLEIGH 

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

Appkant: MESSRS LODBURY HOMES 

Zoning, Resldenttal 

Deferred Retort 

lb Itan was2.1 deferred for a Members site visit, the earlier report and recommm&ron follows 
Wdea’ to assistMembers consideration. 

2.2 sln~e the dmftmg of the last repon the applicants’ agents have amended the p&ion of the 
dnveway to mmmse the effect on the preservedtrees 

Pianninn Annlicatroa Details 

2.3 The apphcant seekspermrssionfor the erectton of one detached5-&d house wnh lmegral double 
garage which replaces an existing bungalow chalet frontmg Western Road. A concurrent 
appllcatton (F/0609/98/ROC referred to m the next hem) is under consideration for replacement 
of the chalet to the south wrth two detachezi5-bed dwellings which are different in destgn to that 
of the dwellmg proposed on this sue. 

24 The proposed dwelling (known as plot 3 of the overaIl development by Lodbmy Homes for 3 
dwellmgs) comprks a gabled end roof formatron and dtsplays typical charactenstrcsto that of a 
chalet, especially when viewed from the fmnt elevauon, although it is essentially a two storey 
house The overall height of the housemeasures9.8 ties The rear of the dwellmg comprtses 
three windows first floor level which face onto the garden of no 31 WesternRoad However,at 

one of thesewindows is to the landing and therefore, can, rf requtrcd have obscure glazmg The 
house also has a part gable frontage reacbmg 8 3 ~lpetresin height, and part gable to the rear 
measunng 8.2 m&es in height. 

2.5 The existmg accessto the pqerty would be shghtly wulened, brlngmg tt closer to a preserved 
Lime tree whtch is sttuated m the verge at the fmnt of the sue. 

In terms of sning, the proposed dwellmg follows the general pattern of development wtthm 
Western Road with regard to the bmldll line. The separation distance between the proposeda 2.6 
dwelling and the site boundaries is 1.5 metresto the south and 1 metre to the north. However, tf 
plamnng approval on applicanon rcfcrence F/O609/98/ROC r.s not forthcommg, the overall 
dtstancefrom thts proposed dwelling and the extsting dwelling (No. 35 WesternRoad) wtll be 7 2 
metres. The rear garden totals 155 squaremetres while the plot frontage measures 13.7 metres, 
thereby satisfymg the minimum standmdacbntamodwrthm Appendix 1 of the Local Plan. 

RelevantPlamnna Htstoty 

nF/0143/98/ROC 
Thts apphcanon proposed the erectton of one detachedhouse and the demolition of the extstmg 
chalet If Members may recall, this was presentedon the W-eekIyLtst No 422 (week endmg 29 
May 1998) However, the apphcant had lodged an appeal against non-determmauonprior to a 
formal de&on being made on the apphcatton. The apphcant IS currently holdmg this appeal in 
abeyanceuntil a dectston ls madeon the current apphcation. 
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Consultatrons and Renresentatmns 

2.7 Rayleigh Town CotmdI renerate then previous wmments that they wrsh to support the existmg 0 
residents m their objections, on the basts of over-development of this site and that the proposed 
development would not be m-keeping wtth the extsung and surrounding dwellings/ar~. The 
proposed dwellmg would be visually intrusive to sumnmdmg dwelImgs and would contravene 
Rochford Plamnng policies. The Town Council are concerned that the roof lme appears to be 
lugher and whether the 1 metre sqarahon policy was beii applied. 

2 8 Emx County CotmciI (County Surveyor) raises no ObJecttons subject to the hardstamimg bemg 
c4xlsmlcte$i of permanent materials, crossover detatls agreed prior to commencement of works, 
and a 1 8m wtde footway along both frontages 

2.9 The Coundl’s (Head of Housing, He&h & CcinmnnIty Care) has no adverse comments 
subject to the Standard Informative SI16 (Control of Nu maces) being attached to any consent 
gr-4 

2 10 The CounciI’s (Head of Corporate Policy & InItIatIvea) reports that tf apprwd h h m 
form, the proposal wdl certainly result m root damageJlosa to one Lune tree preserved U&I Tree 
Preservanon Order XI 8/89 (T57) It is therefore Lvmtmaded that the wdth of the driveway is 
redwed by 1 metre, i.e. away from the canopy spread. 

2.11 The Corm&I’s (Head of L&rue & client Sarvlces) has concerns over the postnon of the - 
driveway ln relation to the effect upon the preserved lime tree. Therefore, tt 1s recomrner&d that 
con&ions are imposed relathig to the position of new driveway. 

2.12 Angtian W&r Developer khvioes has no objeaions to raise to the proposals 

2.13 The J&wiromnent Agency has no objection to the proposed development 

2.14 Fifteen letters of representanon and one I&don have been received from a local restdents 
oblectmg to the proposed development. Most of them refer to the proposal on this site together 
wtth that for one dwelling on the adjacent plot to the north. The main area of concern are; over- 
development; design, spacmg and height out of keeping wrth extstmg dwellmgs, impact on the 
private road whrch is mahnamed by restdents; dwelhngs disproportronate to sites. The two 
dwellmgs whtch were recemly bmh between 23-27 Western Road have been cruictsed and cited as 
an example of, truer alia, overdevelopment. Other objecttons mchrde, loss of light and privacy. 
may lead to on-street parkmg, pmblems mgnrdmg existhig sewage and drainage system; co~lcerns 
over effects on hme trees; contravenhon of Pohcy H24 and several other design policies within 
the Local Plan Fmally, several residents suggest that the s&e, together wnh that adjommg, would 
be more approprtate for a development of two rather than three dwellmgs. 

2.15 In addmon, a letter from the M.P. for Raylergh (Dr Michael Clark) has been recetved followmg a 
visit from a resident wtthm Western Road. The lndtvidual brought to the attention both this 
appllcatton snd F/0609/98/RtX and that three dwellmgs m total would be mapproprtate The 
M P. agreed wnh the resident and hoped that the Planning Committee, when consrdermg this 
appltcstron, will bear in mind the nature of Western Road and will not wtsh to change It by over- 
development. 

Maternal Plannine. Considerations 

2 16 The phummg constderattons matenal to the determmation of this apphcation are summarised as 
follows. 

1 Local Plan Policy; 
m sttmg and destgn; and 
. effect on preserved lime trees 
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LGCXL PLAN POLICY 


2.17 The sate1swnhm the exrstmg restdentral area as desrgnatedwnbin the Rochford Dtstnu Local 
Plan (Fnst Rwtew), and therefore, the prmctple of residennal developmentis established. 

SUING AND DESIGN 

2.18 Although the previous apphcanon (F/O143/98/Roc) wss recommendedfor refusal on We&y Ltst 
N0.422, ~CJformal decrsion was made owing to the apphcants hate appeal aganm mu. 
kmmination However, this prevmus scheme was mttiahy recommemled for refusal and 
therefore the current application must be considered and viewed agaimt the reasons for mfud 
and differences between the two schemesbased on design sunabilny and effect upon testder,m$ 
amelm 

2 19 As previously statedm thts report, the proposal meetsall the m.mmmmstandardsconlamedwltbm 
Appendix 1 of the Local Plan, although this does not always nezssanly srgnal an automatic 
approval The prmrary consrderationtherefore centreson the sunability and sttmg within the plot
of the proposeddwelling. 

2.20 When compared against the previous scheme,the sithrg of the proposed dwelling has been re-
postttonedfurther back mto the srte, thereby limiting the potennal effect within the street scene,as 
Cm dearly be ~hlstrated m the ‘ReducedStreet Impact Study’ on drawing number 9746 16 The 
dwelling is clearly separatedby a disistanceof 15 metres to the south and 1 metre to the north, 
which IS a greater margin than some of the existmg propertnes wnhm Western Road, The 
proposeddwelhng 1salso of an individual destgn, thereby mamtammgthe general characterof the 
road wiuch comprisesa mixture of dwelhngs of dtfferent archnectural styles and sm. 

2,21 It is considered that there will be no detrimentsI effect upon the am&ties which the extstmg 
residentsenvoy In particular, the dwellmg whteh has the potential to be most effected is the rear 
garden of the property known as Melden Lodge or no. 31 WesternRoad. However, this ts located 
some 18 metresaway from the proposeddwellhrg amI 1spartmlly screenedby the existing willow 
and appletrees. 

EFFECT ON PRIXSERVEDLIME TREES 

2 22 The Ltme tree (marked T57) to the frontage of the site ts preserved by Tree Pr&%‘vahon order 
No 8/89 The prevtous scheme(F/0143/98/RGC) proposed the wtdemng of the existing access 
and it was considered that tbs would rest& m root damage and/or root loss to T57 and thrs 
damagewould likely to have serious consequencesfor the vigour, health and future vtability of 
the tree wluch forms part of au establishedavenueof LmIes. 

2 23 The anrent pmpcsal, to some extent has le%enedthe potetmal mrpact on the preserved ltme tree 
by reposmoning the driveway. However, the Woodlands& Enviromnent Specialist has ticated 
that the amer&i position of the accesspoint wtll still have a detrimental mrpact upon the root 
system of the tree. However, the apphcant is currently preparmg amended drawings, agam 
lllutramg a sattsfactory posttton for the dnvcway It ts therefore constdered that the 
recommendsnonto delegate wtll allow this issue to be satisfsctortly r=Olved. In addition, the 
tmpostttonof Con&ton No 11 below, wrll help protect the satd tree durmg constructton work. 

2 24 The Corporate Dtrector (Law, Plamung & Admmistration) recommendsthat this application be 
delegatedto the Dtrector to approvesubject to:-

I) the receipt of amendedplans to satlsfaetonly resolve the snmg of the drrveway and 
ii) the following headsof conditions and any others found necessary. 



l 
01 SC4 TIME L&m-S - FULL 

02 SC14 hfATERIALS TO BE USED (Externally) 

03 SC20 PD RESTRlCTEDDORhfERS 

C-3SC22 PD RESTRICTED-WINDOWS 

05 SC23 PD RESTRICTED-OBS.GLAZING 

06 SC50 MEANS OF ENCLOSURE - FULL 

07 SC59 LANDSCAPE DESIGN - DETAILS 

OSSC69 VEHICULAR ACCESS - DETAILS 

09 SC74 DRIVEWAYS - SURFACEFINISH 

10 SC81 GARAGE & HARDSTAND 

11 SC60 TREE & SHRUB PROTECTION 

12 SC9 REMOVAL OF BUILDINGS (Prior to develcpmeat) 
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F/O609/98/ROCRAYLEIGH TOWN COUNCIL AREA 

35 WESTERN ROAD. RAYLEIGH 

ERECT TWO DETACHED 5-BED HOUSES (DEMOLISH EXISTING DWELLMG) 
(REVISED APPLICATION FOLL4IWING F/0144/98lROC) 

Apphcant. MESSRS LODBURY HOMES 

zoning~ Restdetital 

Deferred Rewrt 

3 1 This Item was deferred for a Members site vtsd, the earlier report and recommendattonfollows 
attachtxlto asmt Members constderation. 

3.2 Smcethe drafting of the last report the applicants’ agentshave amendedthe proposed positIon of 
the drtveways to minmuse the efiki on the preservedtrees 

H 
Planning Aooltcatlon Details 

3 3 The apphcantseekspermission for the erection of two detached5-w housesw%bmtegt-aldoable 
garages whmh place an exlstmg chalet fronting Western Road. A concurrent application 
Wo608/98/RoC referred to m the previous ttem) is under constderatton for replacementof the 
bungalow chalet to the north with one dwelling which 1sdtfferent in design to that of the two 
dwellmgs proposed on this site 

3 4 The proposed dwelling on plot 1 of the stte (located to the south) comprises an asymmetn~aland 
triangular roof formation and displays typical charactenst~csto that of a chalet, especially when 
vrewd from the front elevation, although tt is essentially a twu storey house. The overall height 
of the house measureS10 0 metres and 5.5 metres at the eaves. The rear of the dwellmg 
comprisesthree windows at first floor level whtch face onto the garden of no 31 WesternRoad 
However, one of thesewmdows ISto the bathroom and will therefore have obscured glaung. 

3.5 The proposed dwellmg on plot 2 of the site (located to the north) has, m general, a similar roof 
formation to that of tts neighbour on plot 1, apart from the msertlon of a small dormer to the tiunt 
roof slope to factkate the mcluston of a gattxs room at secondfloor level The house also k a 
part gable frontage reachng 7.5 metres m he&t, although the overall hetght is the sameas the 
dwelling on plot 1 at 10 0 metres Agam, the rear elevahon cxmprises three wttiows, one of 
whl& will be obscure glazed. 

3.6 The in and out accesswaywhich currentiy servesthe sttewould be altered at both crOSSOverpomtz. 
to form an indtvtdual accessto eachof the proposedproperties 

3.7 In terms of stting, the two dwelhngs follow the general pattern of development within Western 
Road W&I regard to the butldmg line. The separanon distancebetween the two dwellmgs IS 3 0 
metreswhile to the north and south of the site the 1 mefresepararlondistance ISachieved.Each of 
the rear gardens totals 170 squaremetres whtle the plot frontages measure 13 5 metres, thereby 
sattsfymgthe muumum standardscontamedwlthm Appendix 1 of the Local Plan 

? 
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Relevant Planrune History 

. F/0144/98/RGC 
Tbrs apphtimn proposed the ere~ton of two detached houses and the demohtton of the extstmg 
chalet. If Members may recall, this was presented on the Weekly Lit No. 422 (week endmg 29 
May 1998). However, the apphcant had lodged an appeal against non-determination pnor to a 
formal de&ton b-emg made on the apphcatton The apphcant IS currently holding thts appeal 111 
abeyancemhl a dectston is made on the current applicatton 

Consultations and Renrmentattom 

3 8 Rayleigh Town COIIMSI reiterate thetr previous commems that they wtsh to support the ewg 
mldents m their ObJectIOnS, on the basts of overdevelopment of thts site and that the proposed 
development would not be in-keepmg witb the exrsting and sunoundmg dwelli&ates. The 
Proposed dwellings wotdd be visuahy intrustve to surroundmg dwelhngs and would contravene 
Ro~hf~rd Phnng VOICES. The Town Council are concerned at the jntmduaion of a third floor 
w&in the roof line aweanng to be htgher and whether the 1 metre sepamtion policy was berng 
applied. 

3 9 Ibex Chewy Cm&I (C0Unty &llWyOr) fi~lse~ w ObpcliOnS subject to the hardstanding being 
constructed of permanent mater&, crossover detatls agreed pnor to commencement of works, 
and a 18m wide footway along both fmntages 

3 10 The Council’s (Head of Homing, Health & Cormmmity Care) has no adverse comments 
subject to the Standard Informattve SI16 (Control of Nutssnoes) being attached to any co-t 
granted 

3 11 The Council’s (Head of Corporate Policy & Initiatives) states that the drtveways, partrcularly 
Plot 2, will have a detrunental effect on the preserved lime trees. Therefore, tt 1s strongly 
recommended that the wtdth of the driveways am reduced and for the dnve layout to take the 
trees into consrderation. 

3 12 The ComclI’s (Head of Leisure & Client Services) has concerns over the posttton of the new 
dnveways m relahon to the effect upon the preserved hme trees Therefore, tt 1s recommended 
that conditions are imposed relating to the posttton of new driveways 

3.13 ~ng~ian Water Develops ,!h-vlces has no objections to ratsc to the proposals 

3.14 The Envhmunent Agency has no objection to the proposed development 

3.15 Ftfteen letters of representation and one petition have been reserved from a local restdents 
objecting to the proposed development, Most of them refer to the proposal on this site together 
wuh that for one dwelling on the adjacent plot to the north The mam areas of concern are, over- 
development, destgn, spacmg and hetght out of keepmg with extstmg dwellmgs, impact on the 
pnvate road which ts msintained by restdents; dwellmgs dlspropoatonate to sites The two 
dwellmgs which were recently bmlt between 23-27 Western Road have been crittcised and cited as 
an example of, inter alia, overdevelopment, other OkJtilOlIS mclude; loss of ltght and pnvacy, 
may lead to onstreet parking, problems regardmg exlstmg sewage and dramage system, concerns 
over effects on lnne trees; contravetmon of Policy H24 and several other destgn po11cie.s wtthm 
the Local Plan, Finally, several residents suggest that the sue, together wrth that CdJOhIng, would 
be more appropriate for a development of two rather than three dwellings 

3-16 In addition, a lerter from the M.P. for Rayleigb (Dr MUael Clark) has been rece~vcd followmg a 
vtstt from a restdent wttbm Western Road The indiil brought to the attentton both this 
applicatton and F/o608/98/RGC and that three dwellmgs would be mappmpriate. The MP 
agreed with the resident and hoped that the Planning Committee, when constdering the 
application, will bear in mind the nature of Western Road and wtll not wash to change it by over- 
development. 
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3 17 The phq ~n.wkahons matend to the detemunatm of tbls apphcation are summarised as 
follows 

’ LocaJ Plan Pohcy, 
. siting and design; and 
m effect on preserved lune trees 

LOCAL PLAN POLICY 

3.18 The site IS whhm the extstmg restdential area as designated wnhm the Rocbford Dt,smtct ~ 
PIan (Frrst Revtew), and therefore, the principle of residetutal development ts establtsb&. 

SITING AND DESIGN 

3.19 Although the pi-evtous appkahon (F/O144/98/ROC) was recomme&d for refusal on Weekly Lt,=,t 
NO 422, IIO formal dectston was made owing to the appltcanrs late appeal agamst non- 
determmation. However, this previous scheme was mtttally recommended for refusal and 
therefore the current application must be constdered and viewed agamst the reasons for refusal 
and differences between the two schemes based on design suttability and effect upon r&denttal 
mew 

3.20 As previously Stated m tht.5 report, the ptqosal meets all the muumum stamlards contained within 
&p&lx 1 of the Local Plan, although thts does not always necessarily stgnal an automattc 
approval. The pnmary mnstdemtion therefore centres on the suitability and siting withm the plots 
of the proposed dwellings. 

3.21 When compared against the previous scheme, the srtmg of the proposed dwellmgs have been re- 
postttoned further back mto the sue, thereby llmlting the potential effect wttbin the street scene, as 
can clearly be tllustrated in the ‘Reduced Street Impact Study’ on drawing number 9746 16 The 
two dwellings are clearly separated by a dtstance of 3 0 metres, which is a greater margin than 
some of the extstmg properties wtthm Western Road The proposed dwellings are also of an 
m&vidual destgn, thereby mamtahung the general character of the road whtcb comprises a 
mixture of dwellings of different archttechmal styles and sizes. 

3.22 It IS constdered that there will be no detrtmental effect upon the amenltles which the exishng 
restdents t3lJOy parttcular, the dwelling which has the potential to b-e most effected 1s the rear In 

garden of the pmperty known as Melden Lodge or no 31 V&stem Road However, this IS located 
some 12-13 metres away from the proposed dwellmgs and IS pamally screened by the extstmg 
tress 

EFFECT ON PRESERVED LIME TREES 

3.23 The three lime trees (marked T61.T62 and T63) to the frontage of the site are preserved 6y Tree 
Preservation Order No. 8/89 The prevtous scheme (F/0144/98/RGC) proposed the widening of 
the extsting accesses artd it was considered that thts would result m mot damage and/or root loss 
to T62 and this damage would ltkely to have sertous consequences for the vtgour, health and 
future viability of the tree which forms part of an established avenue of Llme~ 

3.24 The current proposal, to some extent has lessened the potential impact on the preserved lime trees 
by re-positiomng the driveways However, the Woodlands & Environment Speciahst has tndtcated 
that the amended posnions of the access pomts will still have a detnmental unpact upon the lt~ts 
systems of the trees. However, the spphcant is currently prcparmg amended drawings, again 
illustrating a satisfactory position for the dnveways It is therefore considered that the 
recommendation to delegate will allow thts issue to be sattsfauordy resolved In addit+on, the 
tmpositton of Condttton No 11 below, will help protect the said trees durtng construction work 
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3 25 The Corporate Director (Law, Plamnng & Admmiatmtion) r e-zommemls that this spplication be 
delegated to the Director tn approve sub~eu to. 

I) the receipt of amended plans to Mtrsfactorily rrsolve the situg of the driveways in relahon 
to the preserved trees and 

n)the following heads of condmors and any others foti necessary - 

01sc4TIMELIMlTS-FuLL 

02 SC14 MATERIALS TO BE USED (Externally) 

03 SCM PD RESTRICTED-DORMERS 

” SC22 PD RESTRICTED-WINDOWS 

05 SC23 PD RESTRICTED-OBS GLAZING 

Ci5 SC50 MEANS OF ENCLOSURE - FULL 

07 SC59 LANDSCAPE DESIGN - DETAILS 

08 SC69 VEHICULAR ACCESS - DETAILS 

09 SC74 DRIVEWAYS - SURFACE FINISH 

10 SC81 GARAGE & HARDSTAND 

11 SC60 TREE & SHRUB PROTECTION 

12 SC9 REMOVAL OF BUILDINGS (Prior to development) 

w 0
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D.4 

F/O178/98iROC PARISH OF RAWRETH 

MURCO SERVICE STATION LONDON ROAD RAWRETH 

F%EtJ’ PETROL FILLING STATION INCORPORATING SHOP, REVISED TRAFFIC 
CIRCULATION LAYOUT, NEW FORECOURT PLUS CAR AND JET WASH FKXITH% 
(DEMOLISH EXISTING FILLING STATION) 

Apphcam MURCO PETROLEUM LTD 

zonmg: Metropolitan Green Belt, La&cape Improvement Area 

Deferred Repoq 

4.1 Thl~ stem WBS deferred at the last m&mg for a Members site visit and further cons~ltao~n with 
the County Surveyor regardmg the accessflghway arrangements 

4 2 A copy of the ongmal report with revisions, is reprodu& below. 

4.3 Members Will recall that this apphcation was i&ally preseti to Comrt&~ on 1st Oct&.er 
1998 from which it was deferred for a members site meetmg aml subsequent clarific&on on the 
issue of the extent of public highway 

4.4 The previous rep+Xt is re-present& below sutably re drafted to take mto mount the rev& 
response of the Coumy Surveyor am! the recornme&m on acmrdingly has been changed. 

Auolication Details 

4.5 m propel 1s for the complete redevelopment of the filung station on the ‘Carpetir’s Arms’ 
roundabout. It ~111 result m ti garage canopy and kmsk being rebuilt and repositioned at right 
angles to the two road frontages It serves The fpremurt car sales and the exlsting prefabncated 
buldmgs tiludmg office space and workshops pnll be removed and a ‘dnve round’ type car wash 
will replace them. It will have plantmg all round this part of the site 

4 6 Fmally a separate canopy 1s prw for the currently uncovered diesel pump island whch 11es 
J-1 t0 the Wst Of the propoSed IhEW mln Pump Idand This Canopy wti lie in front and on the 
shared forecourt of an adjoining property tich IS a separate plannmg unit m nuxed 
residentiaL/commercial use. It 1s tiers& that tis building historically appears to be the 
ongtnal pre-1948 garage Current information indicates that there has not been a resldendal 
cxmpation of it for a number of years. The 3 exlsdng vehicle crossover accezi pomts til be 

m l-etald. 

4.7 These proposals ~711 result 111 arguably a nett loss of bmldmgs from the sate, the replficement of 
the exlstmg canopy and kiosk and the introduction of a s~gtut?cant plantmg schme to the rear of 
the Site 

4 8 Whda not a matenal planmng umsidemtion m this partular case, Members may wish to note 
that the apphcants do not intend to recommence the sale or repur of vehcles The prupnetor of 
that business, a sub lessee of the apphcant company, has been dqlaced from the site and IS 
known to be in dispute wnh them in an attempt to return to the original foremurt sales area in 
front of the old canopy Hu relocated sales on the ad~oinmg site is a breach of planning control 
and may have to be the subject of a separate future report. 

r 
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Relevant Plannina Hrston[ 

49 The exrsting structure was granted plannmg permission m 1967 utxler ref RAYI and m l1978 pknnng pernxssron was granted for cxr sales from the garage she Other later recorded 
applicauons were for advertisement consent m corm&on with petrol sales 

Conwltahons and Retxesentatnms 

4.10 Raw&h Parish Council have no ob~ea!onr; to thts spplxatron subject to appropriate screening, 
questron whether manx sewers referred to are available and what the posttron ts regardmg car 
sales whxh have relocated on nearby premises. 

4.11 The County Surveyor in reviewmg additional mfmmauon followmg deferral as to the extent of 
highway land ratses objectron to the proposed access points whrch wrll be detrimemal to highway 
SafeIy and an unacceptable trespass over h&way land that has now been confii wdl occur rf 
the scheme 1s granted penniss~on m Its current form. 

4 12 AngIian%terhaVenowmmartstomake. 

4.13 The E&nmmant Aga&cy have no objectron subject to the *ition of safeguarding condnrons 
on any forthconnng permtssion gtven the absence of a txxby rnatm sewer (Note the applicants 
have n&-ated that they are considermg an attachment to a maul sewer remote from the sue amI a 
Condmon could cover this point.) 

4.14 The HaaltJa and Safety Executive have no observations to nuke. 

4.15 The Head of Housing Health and Community Care has no adverse comments subject to the 
JJdJSJOJJ of a control of ntnsances bemg attached to any permkion granted 

4.16 only one reply (objectmg to the scheme) in response to notification letters has been recervcd from 
the car sales operator due to hi permanent displacunent that would result. 

Summarv of Plantuna Considerations 

4 17 The pknmng consrderatrons matenal to the determination of this applmatmn are as follows: 

I&Cal Plan Policy 
visual Amenuv 
Highway Safc& 

LGCAL PLAN POLICY 

4.18 The main consideratron 1s whether this propo& and its impact in the context of the current use of 
the sue wdl amount to very specml circumstances that would jushfy the setting asrde the normal 
mm pmsumption against mappropnate development in the Mefrcpl~tan Green Belt. 

4.19 The sue which lies within the Metropolitan Green Belt arzommodaks an mappropriate but lawful 
use (petrol filling statton) which was apparently estabhshcd pnor to the original Plannmg AR and 
has since that hme been subject to a lawful redevelopmcxn!replacement scheme as can be seen in 
its hrstory above This is a srgnificant material consideration in the datennh-ration of this 
applicatron. 

VISUAL AMENITY 

4 20 Furthermore the proposal represents a “like for hke” scheme m the coverage of the site by 
bulldings and an opening up of the sue to the rear cmmntly occupied by prefabricated buildings 
on solid pltnths and parked cars. A substantial area of landscape plantmg is proposed to the rear 
and this wdl make for a consrderable improvement m the appeamnce of the stte also 

w l 
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HIGHWAY SAFETY 


4 21 Followmg deferral me County Surveyor has raised an objection due to a previously unsqxt& 
but now cordirmed trespass over h&way land by the development winch as a rest& of thts 
t”pass does not provide a satisfactorily safe degree of vehicular a-s and recommendsthat 
planning permissionbe refused. 

Concluston 

4.22 In the l&t of the circumstwces set out above mcltihg the overaIl iqrovement to the 
appearanceof the site, tt is consuiered that these faders could have amounted to very spead
circumstances that in thts case might override the normal presumptton agamst mappropnam 
developmentin the Metropohtan Green Belt However there 1sa clear reason for refusal by the 
County Surveyor, therefore that mxmmeraiation is set out accordingly below, 

Recommendation 

4.23 The Corporate Dtrector (Law, Planmng and Adrrrrmstration) recommends that plamring 
permtssionbe refusedfor the foilowmg reason. 

01 NON STANDARD REFUSAL 
The layout of the pumps as shown on the deposited plans will not permit access from ‘all 
directtons. It is consideredthat the layout wtil causedtffkulttes for vehicles on approach from the 
direction of the A130 where it would appearthat only one pump 1sdnectly accesstble The lack of 
adequatecircuiation withm the satemay we!.l cause queuing bade onto the A130 to the general 
detriment of htghway safety of both users of the site ami thoseon the highway 
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FK1415/98/ROC PARISH OF BARLING MAGNA 

* 399 LITTLE WAKERING ROAD LITTLE WAKERING 

GROUND FLOOR SIDE EXTENSION TO PROKDE 5 ADDITIONAL BEDROOMS 

Applicant MAGNOLIA HOMES 

Zoning: Resideti, Metmpohtan Green Belt 

Planmn~ Aoolication Details 

5.1 Thus 1s an appkahon to erect a Ground Floor Side Extension to provide five addinonal smgle 
bdrwms, a WC and bathroom to a resldennal nursing home 

5.2 The apphcztion site 1s located on the western side of Ltttle Wakermg Road. Ti-te area is 
approved by LIttIe wakermg Road whzh runs northwards from Great Wakermg and by Barlmg 
Road which rons weSt from Rochford. The site 1s located in a predommantly resldedal arca & 
IS about 4Nhn south of the ~unciion Barlmg Road. with 

53 The existing dtickd building on the site 1s part single and part two storey on a T-shaped plot of 
@ around 0.8 heaares (2 acres). The prmmes were formerly used for MINIWWI purposes -

Office/warehouse. 

5.4 The nursing home has 46 bthpacm with a communal lounge and dming facihties at upper and 
lower levels, and staff cmccommodation to permit 24 hour supervision of the res1dent.s. There ls 
forecourt parkmg at ti front for 4 or 5 cars and further space on etther side of the building and at 
therear 

5.5 There is a vacant stte to the north of the apphcatmn site where it is understti there were former 
cottages that have now been danolished. ‘lb the south and east of the property are bungalows. To 
the west of the site lies open countrystde which forms pan of the approved Mtiropohtan Green 
Belt in which part of the appkatton site is located 

Relevant Planning Hlstox 

5.6 Apphcatlon ROC/805/85 for change of use and first floor extension pmvldmg 14 Aged Persons 
Flats, 1 Warden’s Flat, an&lanes (mcludmg shop) and a self contamed 8 bed residential Care 
Unit m was granted planmng pemnssion on 23 May 1986 ‘TIu was subsqueotly amended by 
apphcatlon ROC/832/87 for a change of use to the ground floor to form a Nursing Home acd first 
floor extension to front to form Aged Persons’ Care Home This was granted piamung permission 
on 20 November 1987 With a further application RoCnC4/88 for revised dalmg and an 
additional first floor rear extdension to ROC/832/87 referred to above This was granted plaomng 
permiwon on 21 October 1988 

5.1 Application F/l39/90 for a rear conservatory to Aged Persons’ Care Home Thts was refused 
planning permissIon on 23 April 1990 

58 Apphcauon F/615/90 for a front porch/sun lounge to Aged Persons’ Care Home. Thu was 
refused plamung permission on 3 Oaober 19% A revtsed Application F/31/91 for a front porch 
alone was received and granted planning permissIon on 26 Apnl 199 1. 

59 Application F/313/93 to erect a w ard construct a fishpond. Thrs was granted plaomng 
permks~on on 18 Augu& 1993. 
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5.10 Appkatron F/639/% to msert additional W&CWS to stde elevatton (to facthtate the comerston of 
6 exratmg double bedrooms to 9 smgle bednxrms) This was granted planmng permtasion on 26 
February 1997. 

5.11 Apphcation FL?@/97 for a fm floor rear extension to provrde 5 addinonal bedrooms and 
communal sittmg area. Thts apphcatmn was refused planning permisston on 18 June 1997 amI the 
subsequent Appeal dmrnased. The Inspector was mncerned that the proposal was tmaoqmbl. 
because of the height of the buildmg, above 1t.s neighbours; the mcreaaed bulk of the extension 
would mJure the visual amenit& of the Green Belt (given it was a first floor extension and the 
bulk issue thus open to vrew from the Green Belt), and it would mcrease the exlshng dominance 
of the bungalow at 395 becau~ the front wall at first floor level would no longer be set in from 
the ground floor wall. But, he conch&d that mcreased notse aml general dtsturbance from an 
additmnal five resrdents could be modest and unlikely to cause harm to the hving cot&ions of the 
rIwghbom 

Consultatiws and Renresmtations 
I 

5 12 ESarliq Magna Parish ConncJJ mmmnt that mindful of the Inspebor’s dtziston ~lt to allow an 
appeal, the Parish Counctl believes the exiatmg development excessive wtth any future 
applications bemg rqeoted. Pmther concerns are raised at the inappropriate installation of 
windows and the failure to rectify the situations and plans for approval that do not accurately 
reflect the smtation smce the unauccessfui appeal 

5.13 Ewx County Cotmcil Highways and Transportation Manager recommend that the followmg 
con&ions be applted to any permission that the Planmng Antbortty may grant. 

“Space shall be provided wtthin the site to accommodate the parking and htrning of ali 
vehmles regularly visiting the site clear of the mghway and properly bald out and paved 
as may be agreed w&b the local Plamring Authority and such space shah be m&ained 
thereafter free of any nnp&ment tn tts destgnated use. n 

5 14 The Head of Housing, Health and Community Care reports that there is potentml for 
dnhnbance to local residents, greater than exists at present, from the proposed increase in the 
number of residents at the nursing home and asscctated mc~ease in activittcs at the site 

5 15 Soti E&sex Health Authority have no objecttons to the proposal. 

5 16 Three letters of representatton were submitted by local restdearts &se expressed concern about 
the applmatton. Issues rats& are smmramed as follows: 

I) Visual impact, overlookmg am! loss of pnvacy 

n) Unacqrtable noise levels 

ih) Highway safety 

IV) Buildmg already a.tt af scale with surrounding dwellings, therefore no further 
extenstons should ba aLlowed. 

Material Plannme Constderattons 

5 17 The mam planmng tssues material to Members’ consideranon of thrs appltcation are the effects of 
the proposal on 

1) The policy, character and appearance of the area. 
ii) Its impact on the hvtng comlrtions of netghbourmg residents 
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The prOped extension is sited on land zoned &I nesidentlal on the Rochford Dismd 0 
Local Plan, adopted 11th Aprd 1995. The application LS therefore in keepmg wuh thrs 
LmaI Plan Policy. 

The ~IDPCMXI single storey side extemton towards the front of the buildmg falls w&m 
the developed bmldmg lmc pattern of the amveurronal dwellings on ettber side along 
the road, and the pitched roof echoes that of the exrstmg bmlding It IS therefore 
sympatheuc to the appearance of the exIstmg bulldmg and the street scene generally 

ii) Noise - As stated in para 5 11 above the Inspector m the earher appeal concluded that 
taking mto account the stze of the extstmg nursmg horns, the mcreased noise and 
general disturbance arrsmg from the aozommculatton of five additional resrdents could 
be expected to be modest The proposed extensmn wouId therefore be unlikely to cause 
s~gmficant addittonal harm to the living cotahuons of ne&bot&g occupte~~ and would 
not be in conflict with Pohcy PU4 of the Local Plan, 

The Ward member has been mvolved in drscussrons on behalf of the objectors at 395 
In respolrse to the neighbours obIecttons the applicant has offered to enter into a legal 
agre=ma to relocate the kttchen to the opposite side of the buddmg, which would help 
ensure that the neghburmg dwellmg expeneoces a decrease in noise levels. Given tbe 
VW plot on the north stde this seems reasonable. The Ward member has further 
suggested that the 1mmh-y qmpment ie waslung machines and mmble driers located in 

ad~actntthe laundry room be stiarly relozatod to the other stde, however, the 
applirsnt 1s mtable to do thts. 

hivszy - The proposed extensmn roof wlIl screen the adjacent property from some first 
floor wtiows increasmg privacy to some degree for the netghbouring residents. 

Under the previous phummg permission gramed reference F/Mj39/96/RGC for changes 
to external wuaiows there remains a breach of approved detaJs wtth a large wtiow 
being omstructed instead of a htgh level wmdow as shown on approved plans, although 
an obscured film has been applied to the lower glass to &gate the problem In order 
to cmure thrs matter 1s regulartaed the apphcant has offered to mclude in the legal 
agreement mat the correct window be mstalled m us place. 

. 
Oen& disturbance or activrty - CurrentIy Ihe vehicular access allows for MIS to dnve 
around the s&s of the whole bmhhng, therefore they can travel between the exlstrng 
building and the neqghboms property at 395. The extension, if built, will prevent the 
flow of traffic withhr the sue down thrs stde of thabmldmg thus removing one potential 
soum of dtsturbance and actlvtty. 

Conclusion 

. 5.18 mere. has been differwrces of opinion between officers in considering this application, but 
notieias on the basis of the circumstances of the proposal reposed above tt is concluded that tt 
should bc approved as recommended. 

5.19 That the Corporate Director (Law, Planmng and Admimstrstion) be mstructed to negotiate a 
Section 106 Agreement m relatmn to the above covering the following r&terS. 

That pnor to the operational use of the e-ion: 

I) to resttc the kttchen to the far side of the bmldmg 

11) regularise the wmdow detail outlmed above cs/ 

>: a PAGE 17 

232 



l 
5.20 That SubJectto that Agmawxi hng wq&td to the sahsfaon of the Sohcitor, thaztthe 

applvxtion be approved subject to the following Coditiors -

01 SC4 TIh4E LIMITS - FULL STD 

02 SC15 MATERIAU 70 MATCH (EXTEXNALLY) 

03 SC22 PD RESTRICTED -WINDOWS 
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FiO166/98/ROC RAYLEIGH TOWN COUNCIL AP,EA 

EAST RAWRETH IND ESTATE VICTORIA AVENUE RAYLEIGH 

REVISIONS ‘ID PLOT.5 5346, 79-81 AND 106 (INCLUDING DELETION 
OF SOME PLOTS) AND ERECT 18 DWELLINGS 

Apphamt DAVID WILSON HOMES 

Zonhg~ I’mposed Residenttal Development 

Plannine ADDhcatm Details. 

6.1 Members my recall that plamtmg permIssIon was granted on 16th septemlxr 1997, for a 
comprehensive residential development by David Wdson Homes, on a sne mea.sunng 
approxdly 4.7 Hectares, (1165 acres) ref - F/O473/96iRGC, located between Rawreth 
IndWrId Estate and the Sweyne Park Public Open Space and bounded to the north by the grounds 
of Park school and to the south by land frontmg Cheap srde West, (thii area 1s also allox&l for 
residenttal development and Is where ~emhers prevmusly resolved to approve an apphcatton by 
Crest Homes for 13-4 dwellings, subject to a Section 106 Agreement, ref F/O590/96/RCC) 

6 2 A further apphcarlon F/O357/97/ROC sought a nmnber of revtstons to the southern part of the 
previously approved layout on tbe 11 65 acre sne, In conjunctton wttb the nxorporatton of an 
ad&hod 1 8 acres of adjolmng land at 73 and 107 Viuona Avenne, on which David Wilson 
Homes prqxxed to erect 13 more dwellmgs vta applmatmn F/@358/97/ROC These applmations 
were considered and approved at the Planning ServIccs Connmttee Meetmg of 27th November 
1997 

6.3 The present application proposes a number of revisions prmcipahy adjacent to the western 
boundary of the previously approved layout 

Relevant Plamnng Histom: 

m Members may recall that this site together wuh the ad~om& land, (ie the land which IS now the 
Sweyne Park Public Open Space and the Down Hall Park estate) formerly comprised the 
‘M.A EF land’ sold m 1987. 

. R@J934/&5 - application for Ourlme Plannmg Permissron for residential development was 

wtthdrawn (6th September. 1989), following fodammd pIam@ policy and t&&way 
objections which extsted at that ume. 

m In the 1988 Rocbford District LoxI Plan, the application site formed part of an area of ‘Special 
Restramt’, (ie provtdmg for long term development needs beyond the plan period) In the Draft 
First Renew of the L.saI Plan, the sne was identtfied for Post 1995 release However, 
followtog the Local Inqun-y and Members constderatum of the Inspectom report, the adopted 
first review of the IocaI Plan, (11th April 1995) mcluded an allccatlon of ,thls Site for 
Lmmednue residential development. 

a OLKK)~~/~~R~ - &ntme Plamung Permtsston was granted on 8th September 1995 for the 
erection of 108 dwellmgs, (Ref-OUOO91/94/RGC) This Outlme Planmng Permission ntcludd 
d&& of siting and means of access and was subject to a number Of plannmg cot&tom 
Including r.qutrements for; the Hatfleld Road/London Road jtntcuon tmprOveme% the 
makmg-up’ of the northern sectton of Victorta Avenue and the construction of a s~nnd 
gtenuating earth bmd along the western srte boundary with the Rawrerh Industrral Estate. 
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m F/0473i96/ROC - PIamung Permisston was granted on 16th September 1997, for the erection of 
128 dwellings on the whole of the 11 65 acre development sne, part of which i.s rmbj& to &s 
apphcanon The layout approved tier Plamnng Permtssion Ref N0473MYROC embraced a e 
mnnber of prmcrpls amtai& m the then “lergmg Draft Essex Design Gmde, (part~cul~~y 
h~ffic ddUg measles) and Was p3mh-d SIlbJect to Slmihr conditions to those impos& on 
owM)91/!M/Fac 

- Applicatmn F/O357/97IROC to erect 35 dwellmgs and garages, layout and construct estate road 
and prtvate drives granted plamnq pemnaston at 12th November 1998 ami already referred to 
above when consrdermg the planmng application details, 

- Application F/O358/97iROC to desnohsh existing dwellings Erect 13 detached dwelltugs and 
garages and private drives, layout and construct estate road wnh junction onto Vmtoria Avenue 
granted plamnng pernussmn on 12th November 1998 and already referred to when comidermg 
the plamnq appltcatron detatls 

Consultahons & Renresentatmns 

Fnst Round 

6.4 Rayleigh Town Council express concerns over insnfEc~ent mformatton in whmh to make a 
de&ton As a matter of prmcrple the Town Council do not approve of block garaging, and ask w 
that thus conforms with current phmning polmns and also request that the developer be asked to 
cmmiiute to traffic calmmg on the approach roads. 

6.5 Essex County Comadl (Courtly Surveyor) raises no objections subject to approprtate cot&tom 
bemg nqmsed on any postttve de&on notice muted. 

6.6 h County Cmmcil (SpedaIM Lkign Ad&e) d@polnted with “revtsions and remarked 
that rows of mtegral garage house types, which allow parked cars to dominate the str& edge and 
do not effectively enclose space, would be unacqtable went on to say that the layout does not 
;$;“w~th the criterta contained whhm the new or the old design guide and recommended 

6.7 Rochford JJisMct Council (Head of Hot&g Health & C-on@’ Care): recommends the 
mrposition of a plamung condition smnlar to that imposed on Plarmirrg P~lom 
F/0473/96/ROC, F/0357t98iROC and F/0358/98iROC resuiring the WttstnKSon Of a IN&IBX 
attmmatmg bamer along the boundary of the Rawreth Industrial Estate 

6.8 AngHan Water raise no m prmciple and recommend the lmpositton of a planmng ob~eulou 

condmon relating to foul and surface water drainage d&d% 
m 

6.9 South Essex Area EeaJth Authority no commem~ 

6.10 Four local restdents have wntten lerters of representation repeatmg previous objections 
smmarisd as follows. 

- Against the prmciple of development and destruction of the counhyside; 
- adverse effect on trees and wfldhfe, 
- noise, disturbance and inconvenience durmg construction mcluding mud on the road, 
- addltlOna1 traffic 

Round Seconp 

6.11 Essex County Council (County Surveyor) has no obJectron sab~ect to approprtate planning 
condttrons bemg imposed on any positive dectston notice issued. 
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6.12 Anglian water has no ObJecttonsto raise to the proposals from the ~1~ asped ~ has no 

commentto make thereon. 

6.13 The En*mnmt A~~DCYadvise that surface water should be directed towards the agd 
surfacewater ammhon systemad wtll be coveredvta an mformatrve 

Plannma Considerattons 

6 14 The ~WI P~FIIIIIX~~issuesmamial to Members mnsidemtion of tbrs application are stnnmarr~edas 
follows: 

’ FQmlhg Policy 
= FTevms PlamungPermiasron 
. Design&Layout 
. Htghway Safety 

PLANNING POLICY 

6.15 The whole of the 11.65 acre developmentsue comprises part of the strategic r&de&J Ja& 
supply hl the Dtstrtd referred to in Local Plan Policy Hl and ts specifically destgnatedfor 
restdential development under the provtstons of Local Plan Pohcy H3 Hence, there are no 
phinnmg policy objecttom to the principle of comprehensrveresider& developmenton this she 

N 
6.16 Local Plan Pohcy H2. requires that “residentral developmentbe camed out at a net restdetmal 

density approprratato the character of mdividual sites and their surroumiings and the efftcient use 
of land” 

6.17 Togetherwith the allocated land to rhe south, (apphcatmnref F/059O/%/RGC) this she comprises 
a continnatmn of tb.eexistmg buiit up residential area to the nortb.of London Road. Ne@&nning 
residential dcnsmesm tins areaaveragebetween 12 to 14 dwellmgs per acre The erection of 128 
dwellings on the whole of the 11 65 acre developmentsite, (penmtted under F/O473/96/RGC) 
produced a density of 1ldpa whtcb 1sm keeping with the character of the surrotmdmg area and 
therefore acceptableunder the provisions of Pohcy H2.. 

6 18 The revisions proposed by the previous application (F/O357/97/RGC) reduced the number of 
dwellmgs on part of the site areafrom 49 to 35, (ie a reductton m denstty across the whole of the 
11.65 acre sue from 1ldpa to 9 78dpa) whtcb is consideredto be slrmlarly acceptablein phmning 
policy terrm. 

6.19 The revisions proposed m the present apphcation reduces the number of dwellmgs on the same 
sue area from 23 to 18, (ie a rednctton in density acrossthe whole of the 11.65 acre ste from 
9 7&lpa to 9 35dpa)which is consideredto be similarly acceptablein planmng policy terms. 

6 20 Me&m-s wdl note that takmg into acwmt the reduced number of units on land adJaccrUto the 
sotim boundary w&m tk 11.65 acre site proposed by the followmg Item on the Schedule(ref 
- F/0165/98jROC) this reducesthe overall denstty further to 9.18 dpa. 

6.21 Appendix 1. of the 1st Revrew of the Rochford Dtstrict Local Plan, contams supplementary
planrung gumance embodymg the Counc~I’s adopted standards for resrdenttal layout. The 
fohowmg stat&& are particularly material to Members consrderatronof this a@catlon. 

n lvfmimmnGarden stzes SW? - up to 2-bed dwellmgs 
lOOm2-3-WdweUingsandabove 

2 spam - up to 3-bed dwellmgsn Parkmg standards 

3 spaces- 4-b& and above 

PAGE 21 



. lm ~s~latton between dwellings and plot bmmdartes 

0 I6 2.2 The development proposed by this apphcatlon satisfies the above standards m all iu&mzes 

PREVIOUS PLANNING PrmMISSION 

6 23 As stated prev~cusly in this report, Planmug Permission Ref F/O473/%/ROC approved a 
cornprehensIve development of 128 dwellmgs on the whole 11.65 acre site, (of whlcb thii 
applicnt~on forms a part) Notw~thstandmg the presumption m favour of development contamed m 
the above plarmmg policies, the prmctple of comprehensive restdential development has clearly 
ken estabhshed by the gratu of Planmng Permisston on 16th Septembw 1997 and by the prevmus 
gmx of titlme Plannmg Permission on 8th September 1995 

6.24 Whdst Planmng Permission Ref - F/@473/%/Roc did not embrace the totality of the Draft E&sex 
Design Gmde, the estate layout was designed to ‘r!ahuaUy’ calm vehicle speeds (to a maximum of 
2Omph) prcducmg a degree of ylsual interest in the resulting street scape. 

6.25 The development pmposzl by this apphcatton, would if approved also be subject to sdar 
1tmkXlonS to those impased on the previous Full arid Outline Applications, (mcluding the 
reqUii?amt for a nmsance artmuatmg barrier on the western boundary of the 11.65 acre s& 
adjolntng the Rawreth Imlustnal Me). 

DESIGN & LAYOUT 
,w 

6.26 Plarming apphcatlon reference F/CM73/96/ROC represented one of the fust of the recent tran& 
of residential developments m west Rayleigh resulting from the land releases in the Fii ma.JOC 

Review of the Rochford District Local Prior to apphcation reference F/O473/%/RW, the whole 
of this site was wtthout any derailed plamung approval. Consequently, Officers have been keen to 
ensure that the sta&rd of residenttal layout achieved as part of the application currently .ti 
conslderahon IS mflue~~c=?d more by contemporary pnnciples of urban design, than by sta&rds 
achieved lg restdenttal developments dating from the 1970’s and 80’s 

6.27 As previously stated, the County-wide destgn gmdance has assunilated a munber of contemporary 
prmciples relating to the character and form of street elevations with parttcular reference to the 
inter-relationship between buildmgs However, a central thane of the document is the 
incurporatton of traffic c&kg mto the design of the layout itself, 50 as to avmd ‘add-on’ 
measures at a later stage, (le vehicle sp&s are calmed ‘naturally’ by the character ti alignment 
of the road layout). 

6.28 The draft gmdance seeks to achieve maxhnum vehicle speeds of 2Omph witbm residenttal layouts, 
by a combination of measures ‘deaigced in’ to the carnageway at 4om to 6&n mtervals, (eg 
fluctuations m carriageway alignment, changes m surface materials and the mc0rporatton of 
‘features’ anthin the highway to mtpede vehicle speeds, such as ‘pinch points’ created by 
buddings), 

6.29 In order for a 2Omph speed lmut to b-e imposed, the above measures are reqmred It IS m&table 
that a more visually mterestmg street scape is likely to flow from the opportunities created by a 
greater degree of artiadat~on m carriageway ahgmnent. 

6 30 Smce thts application was made in February 1998, Officers of ti Authority, together with 
Offkers from Essex County Council have been mvolved m d&add negottattons WI&I the 
apphcants atmed at adueving the prmztples referred to m the Essex lkslgn Guide, at least to the 
standard of the layout previously approved under Plarmmg Permission F10473/96/ROC and as 
subsequently revised by application F/O357/97/ROC 
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6.31 The princmal dtfferencebetween the developmentproposedby this applkatmn and that previously 

approved, 1sthe reductton in the number of dwellings so asto produce larger detacheddwell&s 
on more generousfrontages 

6 32 This appllcatton proposes 18 dwellings on the same she ares where the prevmusly approved 
layout (F/O357/971Roc) approved 23 dwellmgs. The reduction in the number of dwellmgs results 
from the replacementof 2 and 3-M units wttb a smaller number of larger 3 arid 4-bed detached 
units. Hence, thrs apphcation proposes tc r&ce the total nmnber of dwellmgs previously 
approved on tire whole of the 11.65 acre stte, from 114 to 109 re a reduction in dens@ from 
9 7Sdpato 9 36dpa. 

6.33 The total number of dwellmgs pmpcsed on the combined area of the whole 11.65 acre sate,(as 
revised by thts and the followmg appbcation mmtber F/165/98/ROC on the schedule) together 
wnh the developmentof the addttional 1 8 acres of ad~ommgland at 73 and 107 Vtctona Averme 
granted vta a previous apphcatron number Fi358/97/RGC 1s 120 umts The resulthtg density of 
the total devejopmet rmw proposed, (mcludng that proposed by the following item ref -
F/0358/97/RGC) IS8 9dpa 

6.34 The prom rexiuctton m the number of dwelhngs ti the revisions hrtmduced by this 
application to the street scene are generally consistent with the on@ vrsual coheston of the 
street scapeachievedby the prevtously approved layout The nature of the developmentproposed 
is therefore consideredto be acceptablem planning terms 

HIGHWAY SAFETY 

6 35 When wnsidenng the original application F/C473/96/RGC offkers of this Authorny drscussedthe 
proposed highway layout with represcntadvesof the Essex County Htghways Department m the 
light of the destgn gmdance for &sex. The Ccunty Surveyor agreed that thts sue together wnh 
other major resrdenttal sites in west Raylergh, could be consrdered on the basii of 2Omph 
maxtmtmrveincle qxeds achievedin the mmmerreferred to above. 

6 36 The H&way Authortry have h&at&l that the current apphcatron is acceptablem terms of the 
requtrementsof the Draft Essex Desrgn Gmde, subject to appropriate planning mndmons bemg 
imposedon any dectstonnottcc issued 

Conclusion 

6 37 Notwnhstandhrg the changesto the prevtously approved layout huroduccd by thts apphcstion, the 
developmentsat&k the Council’s adopted standards for restdential layouts and the schemets 
wnstdered to be auqtable m plamdng terms 

M Recommendation 

6 38 The Corporate Dnector (Law Plamnng and Admimstration) recormnendsthat this apphcation 
should be approved subject to the followmg comhttons: 

01 SC4 TIME LIMITS FULL - STD 

02 SC90 SURFACEWATER DRAINAGE 

03 SC91 FOUL WATER DRAINAGE 
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04 NON STANDARD CONDITION 
No development requisite for the erectron of any of the dwellings hereby permitted shalJ 
commence before plans and particulars showmg precise details of a nuisance attermatylg 
barrier providmg a sat&actory means of enclosure to the western boundary of the site, together
w1t.b a visual screen between the development hereby pemnttted and the Rawr&h Ir&smal 
Estate, (including a precise ttme scale for the imqlementatmn of such measures) specified has 
beensub~to andagreed m writmgbytheLocalPlanmng Amhonty. Any suchdctads 
as may be agreed m wrltmg by the Local Planmng Author@ shall be implemented m their 
entirety before any of the dwellings hereby pemutkd are first occupied and thereafter shall be 
maintamed in the approved form. 

05 SC72 ESTATE ROADS 

06 SC74 DRIVEWAYS - SURFACE FINISH 

07 SC81 GARAGE AND HARDSTAND 

08 SC67 PEDESTRIAN VISIBILITY SPLAYS 

:#J SC59 LANDSCAPE DESIGN - DETAILS 

i0 SC14 MATERIALS To BE USED (Externally) 

11 SC50 MEANS OF ENCLOSURE - FULL 

12 SC55 HEDGEROW TO BE RETAINED 

13 NON STANDARD CONDITION 
No development shall commxnce before a satisfactory system of wheel cl- for 
~nmw.$on vehxles has been installed on this site and made available for use in accordance 
with dtiwhkh shallprcvmusly havebeensubrmttedto artd approved inwrrtmg by the 
Local Pkmuing Authonty. Thereafrer any such scheme of construction veblcle wheel cleaning 
as maybeapproved m wrttmg by the Local Planmng authonty shall h opemtdthro%hout
the mmtmaton pertod, so as to r&ntaln the adjouung public highway including footways 
free of debris from tlus site. 

w 
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7 
F,‘Ol65/98/ROC RAYLEIGH TOWN COUNCIL AREA 

0 EAST RAWRETH IND ESTATE VICTORIA AVENUE RAYLEIGH 

REVISIONS TO PLOTS 46, 47 AND 50-52 To PROVIDE REVISED COMMUNAL 
PARKINGAREA 

Applmant DAVID WILSON HOMES 

zdllg: Residential 

Anulication Detatls 
a 

7 1 The background to this appltcation is identrcal to that detaded m the prevtous schedule item in 
respect of appltcanon F/0166/98/RCC The present application ltke the foregomg also proposes a 
number of revtsions to the pnviously approved layout. 

Relevant Plamnna Histom: 

see previous item. 

Consultattons & Reoresentations 

Fust Round 

7.2 Rayleigh Town CouncdI express concerns over msufIiclent mformahon m which to make a 
de&ton As a matter of principle the Town Council do not approve of block garaging, and would 
ask that thts conforms wuh aurent planning policies and also request that the developer be asked 
to contribute to traffic calming on the approach roads. 

7.3 Essex County CmmciI (Cow@ Surveyor). rakes m, objections subject to sppmpriate condittons 
being mrposed on any posmve d&ton notice issued 

7.4 I5s.m County Council (Specialist Design Advice) expresses cmcem about the reposttiomng of 
plots 46 and 47 facmg the road As a result, the space between buildings in the location of the 
footpath/cycleway has narrowed, and the width of the fwtpath is enclosed by btuldiugs and 
fexrng Considers that thts length of the footpath will, therefore, be an unattractive route a& 
will have less superviston by householders. 

7.5 Believes it IS also important to relate the positioning of plots 46 and 47 to development on the 
adjacent site and the effect on the character of the footpath route which 1s located on the line of 
the old road, Furthermore, by turmq 46 and 47 to face the road, there will be less enclosure of 
the street edge and a longer length of the estate road will be dominated by parked veincles m front 
of garage doors 

7.6 R&ford District CotmdI @end of Housing Health % Commtmity Care): recommends the 
mpsltlon of a planning condition slrmlar to that imposed on Planning Permiss~om 

F/tM73/96/ROC, F/O357/98/RtX and F/O358/98/ROC rcquirmg the constntctton of a nuisance 
attennatmg barrier along the boundxy of the Rawreth Industrial Estate.) 

7.7 Angllan Water: has no objections to raise to the proposal from the plamung aspect and has no 
comment to make thereon. 

7.8 South l&sex Arpa Health Authority. no comments, 

7.9 The En&-onment Agency has “nc comment”. 
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7 10 Four local residents have wriaen letters of representstton repeatmg prevtous objecuons 
summarised as follow 

e 
- Agamst the prmctple of development and destmctton of the cotm&ystde, 
- adverse effezt on trees and wildlife, 
- noise, disturbance and inconvenience durmg construction includmg mud on the road, 
- additional llafflc. 

Second Round 

7 11 Rayleigh llnvn Council has no objections to the revtsions to plots 46, 47 and 5&52 but reiterate 
thetr prevtats comments that they do not approve of block garagmg and would ask to ensure that 
the proposal concurs with current planmng pohcms They also request that the developer be asked 
to amtribute to tmfi?c c&rung on the approach roads. 

7 12 Essex County Council (County Surveyor) has 110 objection subject to appropriate plamnng 
condttions bemg mtposed on any posnive dectston nottcc issued 

7.13 AngRan Water has no objections to ratse to the proposals from the planmng aspect and has no 
comment to make thereon. 

-7.14 The Enviromnent Agency advtse that surface water should be directed towards the agreed 
surface water attenuation system and will be covered via an informative. N 

Phumma Constderations 

7. I5 The man planmng tssues matenal to Members comtderation of thn applkahon are summat%& as 
follows: 

* Planning Poltcy 
m Previous Plsnmng Permission 
n Design&Layout 
n Highway safety 

PLANNING WLICY 

(Se prevms Item) 

7.16 The revistons proposed in the application F/O166/98/RGC as detsiled in the prevtous schedule 
item reduced the number of dwellings on the same site area from 23 to 18, (te a reductton in 
density across the whole of the 11.65 acre site from 9 78dpa to 9.36dpa) w&h IS considered to 
be similarly acceptable m planning policy terms. 

7.17 The rew~ons proposed m the present application reduces the number of dwellings on the same 
ste ma from 7 to 5 (ie a reducuon m density across the whole of the 11 65 acre site from 
9.36dpa to 9.18dpa) which 1s considered to be smularly acceptable m planmng pobcy terms. 

7 18 Appendix 1. of the 1st Review of the Rochford Distrrct Local Plan, contams supplementary 
planning guidance embodying the Council’s adopted standards for restdcnttal layom The 
followmg stamlsrds are parttcularly material to Merbers conslderahon of this application 

hIimmum Garden stzes 5Om2 -up to 2-bed dwellmgs 
lOOn12- 3-bed dwellings and above 

u Parking Standards 2 spaces - up to 3-b& dwellmgs 
3spces-4&33acdatmve 
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l 
s lm tsolation b&ween dwellmgs andplot bout&rim 

7.19 The developmentpropxed by thrs apphcauonsatisfiesthe abovesmndardsm all mstanccs 

PREVIOUS PLANNING PERMISSION 

7.20 As stated in the prevmus item’s report, Planning Penmsston Ref F/CM73/!X/ROC approved a 
comprehemrve development of 128 dwellings on tbe whole 11.65 acre site, (of whrch thts 
applicatton forms a part) Notwuhstanding the pmsumption m favour of development contamedm 
the aboveplatmmg pollc~~, the pnnclple of comprehensrveresidential development has clearly 
been estabbshedby the grant of PlanmngPermissionon 16th September1997 and by the prevtous 
grant of Outlme Planmng Permrssronon 8th September1995 

7 21 Whrlst Planning PermtssionRef - FK!473/%/ROC did not embracethe totality of tbe Draft Essex 
Des~grtGmde, the estatelayout was designedto ‘natmahy’ calm vehicle speeds(to a maximum of 
2Gmph)producmg a degree of visual it&rest in the resultmg street scspe 

7 22 The developmentproposed by this appl~ca~on,would if approved also be subject to sunilar 
lumtauom to those mtposed on the prevtous Full and Outline Apphcations, (mchiding the 
rqmrunent for a ttuisancc attemmt& barrier on the western boundary of the 11 65 acre sue 
adjommg the Rawreth Industrial Estate). 

DESIGN & LAYOUTe 
7 23 The prmclpal difference between the developmentpmposcd by thts application and that previously 

approved, ISthe reducuon m the number of dwellrugs required due to the posit&m of dramage 
tanks beneath the ground m the south west corner of tlxs sne, The area in questton wtll 
atxommodate car parkmg spaces and aaxss thereto. There will be 5 dwellmgs cxmpnsing 3 
detachedand one patr of semidetached housesmsteadof 2 detached,a ‘pair of semis and terrace 
of3. 

7 24 Thusapplication proposes5 dwellmgs on the samestte areawhere the previously approved layout 
(F/O357/97/ROC) a@oved 7 dwellhtgs Hence, thrs apphcatron together wuh the zpplicatlon 
F/166/98/ROC detailed in the previous uem on the schedulein effect produces a further reduction 
m the total number of dwellings previously approved on the whole of the 11.65 acre site from 
109 to 107 re an overall reducnon m densttyfrom 9 78dpa to 9 18dpa. 

7.25 The total number of dwellings proposed on the combmed area of the whole 11.65 acre site, 
together with the developmentof the addulonsl 1 8 acres of adjoining laral at 73 and 107 Vrctorta 
Avenue granted via a prevtous applaxtion number F/358/97fROC IS 120 umts The resulting 
density of the total developmentnow proposed, (mchalmg that proposed by the above item ref -
F/165/98lROC) 1s8 %pa. 

7.26 The proposed reduction in the number of dwellmgs and the revisions by thisintroduced 

appltcatton to the street scene are generally conststent with the ortgmal vl~ttal coheston of the 
street scapeachtevedby the ptevmusly approved layout. The mture of the developmentproposed 
is therefore mnsrdered to be acceptablein planning terms 

HIGHWAY SAFETY 

(Seeprevious hem) 
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Conclusion 

7 27 Notw~thstamhng the changes to the previously appmvcd layout introduced by this appllcabon, the @ 
development satisfies the Council’s adopted standat& for residential layouts and the scheme is 
consrdered to be acceptable in planmng terms. 

Recommendatton 

7.28 The Corporate Director (Law Piamung and -ton) mcumme& that this application 
should be approved subject to the following conditions 

OlSC4TIMELIMITSFULL-STD 

02 SC90 SURFACE WATER DRAINAGE 

03 SC91 FOUL WAmR DRAINAGE 

04 NON STANDARD CONDITION 
No development requisite for the erectton of any of the dwellings hereby permitted shall 
pmmence before plans and parttculars showing precise details of a mnsance amxmanq 
bsmer providmg a sattsfactory means of enclosure to the western boundary of the site, together 
withavisual screenbetwemthedcvelcpment herebypenmtted ard the Rawrcth In&smal 
Estate, (includmg a prectse time scale for the mrplementatton of such measures) spccn%d has 
been submttd to and agreed m writing by the Local Planmng Authortty Any such derails 
as may be agredinwritmg by the Local PlamringAutbonty shallbeitqlementedinthetr 
errtlrety before any of the dwellings hereby permitted are frrst ocoupted atrl thereafter shaIl be 
mamtakd m the approved form 

05 SC72 ESTATE ROADS 

06 SC74 DRIVEX4YS - SURFACE FINISH 

07 SC81 GARAGE AND HARDSTAND 

08 SC67 PEDESTRIAN VISIBILITY SPLAYS 

09 SC59 LANDSCAPE DESIGN - DETAILS 

10 SC14 MATERIALS m BE USED (Ester&y) 

11 SC50 MEANS OF ENCLOSURE - FULL 

12 SC55 HEDGEROW ‘IO BE RETAINED 

13 NON STANDARD CONDITION 
No develqment shall commence before a samfactory system of wheel cleaning for 
construction vehtcles has been installed on thii site and made available for use in accordance 
with detads which shall previously have been submnted to and approved 111writmg by the 
Local Planning Authority. Thereafter, any such scheme of construction vehicle wheel cleamng 
as may be approved ln vmtmg by the Local Planning Author@ shall lx operated throughout 
the construction permd, so as to mamtam the adjoining publtc highway includii footways 
free of debris from this site. 
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8 
F1’0456l98lROCPARISH OF HOCKLEY 

0 LAND ADJ 14 ELDON WAY HOCKLEY 

WRH’ION OF CONDITION 5 OF PLANNING PERMISSION REF F/G2@3/9o/ROC 
‘IO ALLOW USE OF APPROVED FAcI1)RY EXTENSION FOR h4ANUFACIURE OF 
METAL EABRICATIONS (CLASS B) 

Applicant IONA STAINLESS ENGINEERING 

iklung: Area Prmdy for Industrial Us&lass Bl (Business)Use (Pohcy EB2) 

Aoniicatton Detatls 

8.1 The proposal is seektngto vary mnditton 5 attachedto phnnnng perrmssion F/0208/90iROC for 
a factory extenstongranted on 2JM November 1991 on land adjacent to and to the north of 14 
Eldon Way, Hockley. Although the factory extension has not been butlt a commencementhas 
been initiated by reasonof the constmuion of related drainageworks. The pernusston 1stherefore 
stall “hve” and the operanonal developmentcan be hnplernentedand completed as and when the 
appltcantwtshes. 

8.2 Comiitmn 5 restricted the use of the factory exrenstcrnto ClassesBl@) and Bl(c) of the Schedule 
to the Town and Country Planning (Use Classes)Order 1987 te “Busmess Use ” That is a use 
which can be carrted out m any residential area without detnmart to the atnenlty of the area by 
reasm of noise, vtbratton, smell, fumes, smoke, soot, dust, ash or grtt The specified reasonfor 
the condition 1s to ensure that the use of the buddmg does not cause undue dtsturbance and 
nuisanceto nearby residential occupiers 

8.3 The present pmpmal seeks to change the use to C& B2 (General Industrtal) to enable the 
applicant to use the factory floorspacefor sheetmetal working and fabncahon of metal products 
for paruatlar industries includmg stamlss steel. A NOM Consultaot.sreport has been submitted 
in support of the spphcation for consideration 

- Application ROCM4/85 to Change Use Of Land For The Storage Of Logs And Anctihuy 
Parkmg Of Tratlers In Assoctatton Wtth Joinery Works by the then occupiers of 7-11 Eldon 
Way grantedplannmg pernussion on 20th Deceabsr 1985. This pernusston was grantedsubject 
to * number of cot&ions the smmd of which was personaland in effect tied the pernussion to 
the applicantsonly 

- Application ROUO54/87 to erecta Ltght Iodustrlal Buddii on the site was sought and refused 
4th September1987 as it was deemedto wnstrtute an over development, would dominate the 
ad~acmt residential area to the Westand restrict parkmg spaceavallabihty A subsequentappeal 
to the Secretaryof State was dtsmissedon 5th May 1989as inappropriate on grounds of Noise, 
Inadequacyof Space, Dismrbance and General Intrusion of the proposals on the mrmundmg 
0lW. 

- Apphcatton ROC/178/87 to erect a 40 fc@t(12.2rn) crane for use ancillary to log storage and 
lonrery works at 7-11 Eldon Way refused planmng pernussion on 24th July 1987 due to ns 
excessiveheight and nnpact on residenhalproperties in the vtcnnty of the sue 
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- Apphcation ROC/1047/87 to erect a Mobile Crane For Use Ancrllary To Exrstmg Johrery 
Works (Amerkded Proposal) at 7-11 Eldon Way The proposed crane was 12.2m m height, 
s~hmtd on elevated rails 32m long and 11 6 m wtde and would be used to transport logs across 
the length of the sne This was deemed to be exceSSwe m size and overpowermg m appearance, l 
to the detrtment of the resrdential area to the West aud was refused on 24th July 1987 A 
submpent appeal to the Secretary of State was dimrssed on 5th May 1989 on grounds of Srze, 
NOIS% hdequac~ of Space, Disturbance and General Intruston of the proposals on the 
surmuIuiing area. 

- Applicatron F/0208/9CVROC already referred to for au extenston to Joinery works granted 
plammlg permission on 20th November 1991 subject to condihons and a SeCtton 106 Legal 
Agreement which sought to revoke application ROC/764/85 detailed above. 

Consultations and Reuresentations 

8 4 The County Surveyor has no ObJections. 

8.5 The Head of Housing, He&b & C camunity Cnre mports that before the use commences. the 
bmldmg envelope of the premises shall be msulated agamst the egress of internally generated 
noise, m accordance wnh a scheme submuted to and agreed in wntmg with the Local Planning 
Authority. Such agreed works shaU be fully unpiemented pnor to the commencement of any use 
hereby permuted and thereafter mamtained in the approved form. 

* 
8.6 The F.mhumnmt Agency advise that the appkahon does not suffictcntly consider the issue of 

proposed polhmon controls and recormrmds thatacondrtionbe~requumgsucb (Asthe 
Agency’s commetrts relate to the actual building in the mam and not the use proposed 110 such 
conditron can be nnposed but will be tk subJect of mfonnatives). 

8 7 Followmg extensive notikadon, three letters of ObJectton have ken received from netghbouts 
opposed to the proposals on grounds of hours of use, noise amI atr pollution, as well as the effect 
any development may have on the trees adjoining the footpath. 

Maternal Plannma Considerattons 

8.8 The mam issues relevant to thts applrcation are general pblicy constderatious, whether a departure 
from tire origmal planmq condihon to enable a general tmhrstrisl use to operate 1s Justified and if 
granted, its consequent potential effects on the amenities of local restdents 

POLICY 

8.9 There are already existing Class B2 General IndustnaJ Uses on this Hockley Industrml Estate 
For example units 7-14 have a specific planning permission for jomery works ruad permission was 
also granted at units 13-14 Eldon Why to the current applmau!s on 31st January 1992 under 
application CU/0794/91/ROC to use the tmits for the - of sheet metal products 

- Policy EB2 states 

“Within those areas allocated pnmar~ly for industrial purposes as deptcted on the 
proposals map, applications for development wttbin Classes Bl(Busmess), B2(General 
IndushiaJ), and B2(Storage or Drstributton) of the Use Classes Order 1987 wrll 
normally be permuted. 

8.10 Within those areas allocated pnmarlly for Busmess purposes, only those applicattons for 
development withm Classes Bl@usiuess) and B%Stotage or Distnbutron) of the Use Classes 
Order 1987 will normally be permitted ’ 
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8 11 If the present proposal is allowed this should not have any adverse strategic implications or 

undermine the auas of this policy from an employmentfacilitatmg viewpomt It wdl in fact help 
to mamtaiu employment and emnomic actlvlty in the Drstrtct. This ls consrstent with the 
provisions of the Rochford District Local Plan Ftrst Review which seeksto retam and help firms 
ad rnamGdnlobs m the Disttiu aspart of the employmentand businessstrategy. 

PLANNING CONDITIONKFFBCT ON L.OCAL,RESIDENTS 

8 12 Adjommg hxl tn the West is deslgnatedas ‘Residential’ m the Local Plan Fust Review ard the 
area is made up of residentisl developmentsmcludmg a substanhal Gnmcll Sheltered Housing 
development The near& indrvlchtaldwelling ISlocated approxnnately 16 metres away from the 
proposed buildmg. Separatmg the two ts an embankmentwith a footpath lmed by trees. To the 
North the site 1sseparatedfrom the Southendto Liverpool Streel Railway Lii by an embankment 
andtree.. 

8.13 The applicantshavesubmitted a Noise Corm&ants Report which concludesthat the buildmg could 
be sattsfactonly treated acoustically to prodme an ameptable noise level m relationshtp to 
ad]ommgresidential developmart. Noise trdttgation measuresproposed hxzludethe provision of a 
double brick, external wall with txo openings apart from emergency escape doors smtably 
comtru~ed, or use Durox blocks for the mner skin of the proposed cavity wall; provide an 
internal finish of 25~1 thick plasterto the gnillotlne and fabrication areasand provide an ant&t 
roof to a sunabledesign. 

8 14 The Head of Health Housing and Community Care has considered the noise report and 
conch&d tha.tthe proposal is aoxptable m thrs mstanceSubJectto the mrposidon of appropriate 
planning cmlditiom 

8.15 As stated the appltcants have operatedtheta metal fabrtcahon busmessat units 13-14 Eldon way 
with the benefit of a personal plannmg pei-missrongranted vla application CU/O794/91/ROC on 
31st January 1992. There have been no complamts from local residents following the 

I unplementattonof this permission, The appltcantts preparedto accepta personal condttion on the 
current application. 

8.16 That the Corporate Director (Law, Planning and Admmlstrauon) recommetxlsthat this application 
should be approvedsubJectto the followhag conditions, 

01 SC4 TIME LIMITS FULL-STD 

02 NON STANDARD CONDITION 
Before the use hereby permuted commences,the bmldlng envelopeof the premrses @emed
under planning permlssron ref. no. FKLXWWROC) shall be insulated agamst the egress of 
internally generatedmuse, in accordancewrtb a schemesubmittedto and agreed in writing with 
the Local Planning Authority. Such agreed works shall be fully rmplemented prror to the 
wmmencementof any use hereby permitted and thereaftermaintai& m the approved. 

03 SC24 PD RESTRICTED - INDUSTRIAL. 
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04 NON STANDARD CONDITION 
 
The Varzat~on of cotition M) 5 to the plsmdng pmnission ref No to apphxtmn lFKQO8/9OiROC hereby perrntti shall enm for the sole benefit of Iona Stair&s 
Engnmnng (LSE) only and for no other person or business tuxler&ing If the untt ceases m 
be used by ISE all mater&, plant/~ry/equ~p~ sod v&t&s brought onto the stte III 
connection wth the pemutted use shall be removed therefrom The factory extmslon shall 
thexeahr be used only for the purposes specified with Con&lion 5 of pernusslon ref. 
F/GXWWROC, I.e. Classes Bl(b) or Bl(c) of The Schedule m the Town and Country Planmng 
(Use Classes) Order 1987, or any pruvlsion equvaient m that Class 111 any statutory Instrument 
revoking and re-enacung that Order 
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(I) 

SMOtXUll/EOLPARISH OF BARLING 

ROPERS FARM MUCKING HALL ROAD BARLING MAGNA 

ERECT SINGLE STGREY BUILDMG COMPRISING EIGHT STABLES, TACK ROOM AND 
FEED STORE 

Ap~llcant MR F J LAWRENCE 

Zanng Metropolitan Green Belt, LandscapeArea, Roach Valley Nature Conscrvanon Zone 

Plannina Aonlication Detatls 

91 The applicant 1sseeking penmssion for the erection of a single storey building unnprtsmg eight 
stables, a tack room and feed store. 

9.2 The building is of a U shapeculm&tmg m a floorspaceof 149 04sqm, and is located adjacentto 
the emting stable block acrossthe brook which is m be bndged Whrlsr the building is smgle 
storey a small stack, Im abovethe ridge he& with a weather vane, will be smratedon top 

Each stabie is 3 2m by 3.5m, provtding eachhorse 11.2qm which ts marginally below the 12sqm 
recommendedby the Brmsh Horse Society which also re~mmends that there should be sncrllsry 
storage for 50% of that ares and there 1sa small yard 15 lm by 16 5m which is m be enclosedby 
apostarbdratlfencelmhtgh. 

94 The proposed stablesare m be accessedby a new entranceand drive which has recently beenbmlt 
ami run straight off Muckmg Hall Road. The drrve is located m the south of the dwelling on site 
ard bisects a 35 acre parcel of laud (recently acqmrcxi)upon whtch the bulk of rtdmg activnies 
will take place. 

.Plan&a History 

9.5 The site has a complex planning brstory relatmg to the convemton of a barn to dwelling 
(refROC/700/83) which 1sa Grade B Listed Buildmg, numerous apphcattom for outbuildmgs, 
the constructton of a new vehrcular accgs (ref FMM8/951ROC) ani a recent refusal for an 
extensivestoragebmldmg (ref F/O119/98fRGC). 

96 Most recently spplicatton F/0365/98 for a storage bmldhtg was approved subject to a legal 
agreement. 

9.7 The extatmg stable block was approved m 1987 under apphcation ROC/197/87, although 
conduions were applied m the grant of permission restrtctmg the use to the keepmg of horses 
belongmg to the applicant and hts tmmedliltefamily only Thrs appllcatton was also SubJWtto a 
Legal Agreementwhich amtrolled the grszmg use of the adJomingland 

Consultationsand Remesentatlons 

98 Barling Magna Parish Council have expressed concern and would prefer any grant of 
permrssion to ensure that the stables could not be used for any other purpose. It was also 
considered that a sue visrt should be orgsmsedfor membersto farmliariae themselveswitit what 
was being proposed. 

The Comty Council (County Surveyor) regards the matter as “demmimis” being sited off a 
mmor road 
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9 10 The County Council (Hktoric kildhgs and &Sign Advice) recommends f&a! &mpkj of 
external roof and wall claddmg matertals are approved in writtng 

9.11 The Corm@ Cotmdl @p&liar Archaeological Advice) has IID objecttons to the proposal 
subject to a watcbmg brief betng added to any grant of consent. 

9 12 The Head of Corporate Policy and Initiatives has no objectron m the proposal Subject to a 
condinon removmg the posstbtlny of any outdoor events. In ad&on rt is suggested that the 
matenalsmbeusedshouldalsobeagreadatalater~. 

9 13 The Enviromnent Agexscy has the followmg advisory comments that liqtud amI solid 
annnal/vege%ablewastes and associated contsmmated waters shall be stored and disposed of in a 
manner that wffl not lead m pollution of surface or underground waters. 

9 14 An&n water Developer Services have no objcctmns to the proposal 

9.15 One letter has been recerved from an indrvtdusl with nature conservatton interests and whilst she 
has no objections m princrple if rf conforms wrth the Local Plan poltcy does ratse quertes 
regardtng drainage and the possibtllty of a riding business. 

Matenal Plannina Considerations 

9.16 The proposed stables are to be located on lanci designs&xl as Mctropolhan Green Belt and as such 
iS fimly SubJm t0 POhCy GBi Which St&5 that pCmlOn dl be gwm for S&l SC& faCtitls 

for outdoor partrctpatory sport sixi recreatmn or uses which are open m character 

9.17 Secondly the site ts wrd-dn a Spedal Landscape Area atxi as such the locatton, siting, design and 
materials used wdl have m be in character with the local area WhUsr the siting, locatron and 
design of the proposed stables are m keeping wtth the rest of the sue, the materials proposed 
would need to be trghtly controlled 

918 RopcrsFarmisalsoonrbeedgeoftheRoachVslleyConservatlo n Zone and as such IS snbjed m 
PoIicy RC5 whtch seeks to prevent development prejudrcral m nnportant wtldlife hsbttats. 
However, there are no acknowledged sites of conservation nnportsxe m thts vtctnity. 

9,19 Lastly, the proposal will be subject m policy LTlO whtch is related directly m horse riding 
facthhes. ‘Ii-us pohcy has many critena which have m be provtded for and thts application does 
so as followsi 

A,-
1.The applicant has demonstrated that tire nding acttvtttes will take place on 35 acres of thw 

land. 

2 There is no subdtvision of land envisaged and 80 the wtll be no change tn the character or 
appearance of the latxd. 

3. There is no significant loss of agricultural Land as this was surplus m the requtrements of the 
prevtous owners and the land will contmue to be cropped for bay. 

4. With the srte being located withm tts own grounds and served by minor and relatively qutet 
roads close m pubtic rights of way inch&g a bridleway, there is unhkely to be an unacceptable 
traffic ha7ard. 

5 Ropers Farm Is qunc isolated from other properties snd so there is unhkely to be smell, no&e 
or c&r nuisance c&unatmg from this proposal although this will be controlled by suimhle 
CoIkiltiODS. 
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6 There wlIl be no n&l to nde on highway verges or footpaths and the site 1s well away from the 
area destgmued as a XXI. 

a 7. The stables ~111 k linked to the adjoining land where grazmg cao occur 

8 There ~111 be no over concentration of stables 

9. There will be no elongated or ribbon development. 

B-
The maxnnum mmhr of stables which may be erected on any plot of land shall be related to the 
SIZE of the grazing land The mmhnum rquirement wtll be stab@ for one horse per 0.5 hectare 
If there arc nearby bndle paths. The 35 Acres (appmx 14 hectares) IS more than enough, 
especmlly sum there is also an existmg dwellmg close to the located of the stables from wluch 
management supervlston can be exe-. 

C.-
It ts stat& that the stables have been destgned m meet the British Horse Society gmdeltnes and the 
type, colour atkl manufacturer of the mater& to bc used can be agreed in wnting wtth the Local 
Authortty at a later date 

D:-
Ithssbeenstatedbytheapplicant~tbestableswillbeusedforlivwy Assuchthts~snormally 
only permeted where this is existing resldeubal accommc&tlon to allow supervision at all tm. 
Therefore the existii dwelling adjacent m the stables fulfils this rquirement However, detads 
of how the disposal of foul drainage, manure and soiled kddmg ~111 be rqmred should 
penussion be given 

E-
No outdoor ndmg events are envisaged at this stage and can also be conditioned against 

F:-
There m IX) redundant bulldings which could have been used for the stablmg on thus farm 

9 20 The Corporate Director (Law, Planmng & Administration) recommerrzls that this apphcatmr~ be 
delegated to the Dtrector to approve subject to :- 

i) A Sectmn 106 Agreement m e-e that the existmg dwellmg and the 35 Acres of land to the 
south of the ute 1s used in con]unctton with &us development. 

d)necessary, suitable cotimons mcludmg the followmg heads 

OlTlMESLIhiITS-FULL 

02 MATERIALS m BE USED 

03 SC25 PD RESTRICTED USES 

04 SC27 PD RESTRICTED - HORSE RIDING 

05 SC34 FLOODLIGHTS - PROHIBITED (amended) 

06 SC97 ARCHAEOLOGY SITE ACCESS 
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DELEGATED PLANNM G DECISIONS - 11 MARCH 1999 

I have decodedthe followmg applicanonsm accordancewtth the pohcy of delegatton 

Application No RhUO223/Roc lhm10n : Application Permitted 
Location 26-28 Golden CrossRoad Asbmgdon 
Proposal : Demohshno 28 andErect ThreeDetachedBungalows and One 

Detached House, Garaging and Access Road (Reserved Matters 
Pursmmtto Application OI.!O418/94IRGC) 

Apphcant : Mr J O’Brten 

Application No F/ 0319/98iRGC Decision Application Permitted 
Location. Plumberow CottageLower RoadHockley 
Proposal: Demoltsh Existmg Dwelhng. ErectTwo StoreyDwellmg with 

Attached Garage(RevtsedApplication Followmg F/O296/97/ROC) 
Apphcant . HBa!+ZrEq 

Application No F/O41li%/RGC De&ton AppI~cation Penmtted 
Lcation . FagmeeringWorks St Thomas’Road South Famhrdge 
Fropal : Erect 18No. DetachedHousesCompnsing 14No +I-bedUnits and 4 no 

5-bed Units wtth GaragesandAssociatedGroundworks 
Apphcant Kmght DevelopmentsLtd 

Apphcation No F/059@XVRGC Decision : Refuse Planning Permission 
Location 1 John AndersonPark,Hockley Mobile HomesLower Road Hcckley 
Proposal. Erect Two SmreyRearExtenstonwith Dormer Wmdow to Stde 
Apphcant : Ms L Livingstone 

RFR9- GreenBelt StandardReason 

Appli&ton No F/0604+9&ROC De&on :, Application Permitted 
IxJcation. 82 Conway AvenueGreatWakering 
Proposal. Retain Wmdow to First Floor StdeElevation (East) 
Apphcant Mr&MrsPratt 

Application No : F/066VXVRtX Dectsion . Applicatmn Permitted 
‘Location : Horse ShoeFarm Lower Road Hockiey 
Proposal. ConstructTwo FtshmgLakes for Private Use 
Apphcant . MrKNasb 

Apphcation No F/0670/98iROC Dectsion Application Permitted 
Location 17 Bellmgham LaneRayleigh 
Pqosal . DemolishExtsting wd ErectReplacementHall 
Applrcant : The WomensInstltute 

Application No : F/O671/98/ROC Decision : Application Permitted 
Location. Adj Park SchoolRaw& Lane Ray&$ 
Proposal: Erect 30-bed Nursmg Home with Anctllary Staff Accommodatton 

EnlargeExlsting Accessand Layout Parkmg andTummg Area 
Applicant Ryhurst Ltd & SouthendCommunity Care ServicesNHS Trust 
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Apphcatlon No F/O677i9@ROC Decision Application Permitted 
IAxahon 6 Rosslyn Close Hocldey 
proposal . Ered Gmund Floor Front Extenslofi 
Apphcant h&-s s Peters 

Apphcation No : F/0704/98/RCK Decision : Application Permitted 
Locatl0n 28 Hawkwell Park Drrve Hawkwell 
Proposal. Extension to Roof at Rear. Front and Rear Dormers 
Apphcant : R Ford 

ApplrcationNo : F/0707/98/ROC Decision : Application Permitted 
Location. 77A Nelson Road Rayleigh 
Proposal : Erect First Floor Front Extenslm Over Existing Garage 
Applicant. 

Application No : 

s Layzell 

FD710/98KoC lhlSiOn Application Pernutted l 
Location . 5 Mount Cl= Rayleigh 
proposal ’ Fxcd Gmund Floor Rear Extensmn (Conservatory) 
Apphcant , Mr&MrsFkmy 

Application No : F/O71 1/98/ROC Declslon . AppIIcation Permitted 
Locahon 7 Mount close Rayleigh 
pmposal : Erect Ground Floor Rear Extenston (-r&my) 
Apphcant: I ?&&MKSpCd 

Appllcaaon Non. cu/0712/98/Roc Declslon . Application Permitted 
Location : 8 1 l3stwd Road Rayleigh 
Proposal : Change of Use ofGround Floor ofPremises From Class Al (Shop) to 

Class A2 (Rnanc~al and Professional SeMces) 
Appltcant Ml-s c Mitchell 

Apphcation No;. 
L.AX.HiOll 

98/00725mJL Decision . Application mmitted 
40 Alexandra Road Great Wakering Southend-On-Sea l 

Proposal : Erect Two Stmey Rear Extension with Dormer Wmdow to Side 
Apphcant ’ Ms L Livmgstone 

Application No: 98&0726’RJLc Decrsion . Applicntion Permitted 
Location 1-9 Ferry Road Hullbndge Hockley 
Proposal : Alterahons to Shopfmnt Includmg Customer Entrance and Seclrnty 

Shutter Install Automatic Teller Machme Install Refrlgemtion 
Cmdensa Unrts to Rear Roof Area and Erection of External Steel Fire 
Escape Stan-ca~ to Rear. 

Applicant Budgens Stores Ltd 

Application No: 98/00730/cou Dezlslon Application Permitted 
Location IO Ducketts Mead Canewdon Rochford 

‘1 <Proposal : Convert Exlshng Garage (One of Two) Into Playroom 
‘.< Apphcant . Mr J Pnor 
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Apphcatlon No : 98/00732@uL Dezision . Application Permitted 
Location. 15A LascellesGardensR&ford Essex 
PmposEl Roof Extenalonto Rearto ReplaceExisting Flat Roof wti PItchedRoof 
Apphcant Mr G Waymont 

Application No . 98/00733/FUL Dealon : Apphcation Permitted 
Lomtaon BelchampsCampHolyoak Lane Hockley 
Pmposal: Alterabons to Front Ekvahon Compnsing Removal of Two Windows, 

Provision of ThreeNew Doors and Extensmnto Exlstmg Canopy 
Apphcant BelchampsScoutCentre 

Application No : 98/007361COU D&on Refuse Pbning Permission 
Location : Land Adjacent 8 Malyons Lane Hullbridge 
Proposal: ChangeUse of Land to the Rear of Plots 1-6 to Incorporate into Garden 

of Plot 3 
CountrywIde Design& Constmchon 

RFR7 Green Belt - GardenExtensions 

Applicabon No : 98/00741iFUL Demsion. Application Permitted 
LDCLTtiOll: 4I GreenswardLaneHockley Essex 
Proposal: Em D&ached Garageto &de 
Apphcant . Mr&MrsACEden 

Apphcation No * 98/00742/FUL. Declslon : Application Permitted 
Location Kenneth CanewdonRoadRochford 
propOSd: Erect Ground Floor RearExtension(Conservatory) 
Apphcant , JohnHumelI 

Application No : 98/00748/FuL Decision : Appkation Permitted 
Location 28 Alexandra RoadRochford Essex 
Proposal: Ground Flwr RearandFirst Floor Front Extensions 
Applicant : S.F.&A C. Bacon 

Apphcatmn No : 98/00749/FUL Declslon . Application Permitted 
L.mation IS L&e Road Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal’ Erect Two Storey SideandRear Extensions 
Apphcant Mr M Penalver 
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Application No 98lOO755lFUL Declslon Application Permitted 
Location : 39~Broadlands Road Hockley Essex 
Proposal : Ground Floor Side Extension and Porch 
Applicant : PDUnt 

Apphcation No 98/00757/FuL Lkwlon . Application Permitted 
Location 3 Hillside Avenue Hockley Essex 
Proposal. Erect Ground Floor Rear Extension 
Applicant. A Tyler 

Application No : 98/00758/FuL DeolSlOn Application Permitted 
Locahon . IC Hawkwell Road Hockley Essex 
prowl : Erect Ground Floor Rear/Side Extension 
Appltcant . Mrs B Rmvlett 

Appl&ion No , 98/0076O/FUL. Deuslon * Application Permitted 
Location. Land AdJacent 182 New Road Great WakerIng 
Prop& : Erect Detached 3-Bed House and Garage 
Applaant . Mr J Collins 

Appbtion No : 98/00761iFUL Dems1on Application Pemmed 
Location 33 Bmad Way Hockley Essex 
ProplXal : Roof Extension Including HIP to Gable and FormatIon of Front and Rear 

Dormers 
Appbnt . Mr & Mrs Stanesby 

AppliUon No : 98/00765/FIJL Decision . Application Permitted 
Location. 22 Aldermans Hdl Hockley Essex 
PropI : Formahon of Vetucular Access 
Apphcant . Mr P Bntten 



l 

Application No : 
Location 
~posal~ 

Apphcant 1 

Application No 
LocatIon 
Proposal: 

Apphcatit ’ a 
App@ation No : 
Location. 
PrOpsal 

Apphcant * 

Apphcation No. 
Ixation : 
Proposal: 
Apphcant 

Apphcation No : 
Location 
Proposal, 

Appkatmn No . 

Lccation 
Proposal: 

Apphcant 

Appluation No : 
IDdOll 
Proposal: 
Apphcaut 

98/00772/FuL. Decision . Application Permitted 
34 CheapsideWestRayleigb Essex 
Erect Ground Floor Side Extensmu Compnsmg Garage and Porch 
PatchedRoof Over Exsting Garage(In Assocmtion wrth Convernon to 
Dmmg Room) 
Mr M Malyon 

98/00773/FUL Decision : Applichon Permitted 
57 Bull Lane Ray&b Essex 
Erect Extensionsto Roof Involvmg Hip to Gable and Front and R&Z 
Dormers (Revised Submission Followmg Apphcahon Ref. 
F/05869URoC) 
Mr&MrsPSmith 

98/00776/FUL &c&on : Application Permitted 
3 HavensideGreatWakermg%r!heud-On-Sea 
Erect Gmund Flour Side Extension (WC and Carport) (Revwd 
SubmisnonFollowmg Apphcat~onF/O429/98/ROC) 
Mr A Goodwm 

5%/00778&UL Decision : Apphation Permitted 
3 The ffl.qDaws Heath Road Rayleigh 
Erect Fii Floor SideEktensron 
MrAndMrsGPMunson 

98/00779/FuL DeclsIon Application Permitted 
4 SouthviewRoad Hockley Essex 
ErectDetachedGarage 
Mr C Carter 

98l00780IOUT Decision Grant Outline Planning 
Permission 

Rayleigh Tennis Club Watchfield Lane RayleIgh 
Erect Five DetachedDwellmgs with Garages,Private Drive Access and 
TummgFackhes (RevisedApplication Followmg OUO598/97/ROC) 
Raylqh TenmsClub 

98/00782iFUL Decision . Applicatmn Permitted 
24 Rosslyn Road Hockley Essex 
Erect Ground Flxr Rear/SideExtension 
Mr And Mrs B Laing 



Applicaticm No 99/ooca3/wL Decision Applicatbn Permitted 
LJxat1m, 11 Bramerton Reed Hockley Essex 
Proposal : Erect Gmd Floor Rear Extension and Formatmn of Rooms in 

Roofspace wfi Dormers to Front and Side Elevahons 
Applmmt . M Leonard 

Applmtien No 99/00005m Deaslon . Applicatiun Permitted 
L.ccation 43 York Rcmd Rayleigh Essex 
proposal: FormatIon of Three Hopped Rwf Dormers (Rensed Submission 

Following Application F/%i4/9S/ROC) 
Applicant MP Mardell 

Application No 9910001 l/RJL Da&ion : Application Permitted 
Location 29 south Avenue HuIIbndge Hockley 
Pmposal ’ Ground Floor Fmnt Extension 
Applmnt . MGanvmd 

Application No. 99/ooo12/FuL De&on : Application Permitted 
LQcation . 3 1 South Avenue Hullbridge Hockley 
Proposal, Gmund Floor Front Extension 
Applwt W Williams 

Application No. 99100019fFuL Decision : Application Permitted 
LAWSiOn 4 Grove Close Rayle~gh Essex 
Proposal. Rear Single Storey Extension 
Applicant : Mrs Compton & Mr Qulgley 

l I 
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l DELEGATED BUILDlh’G REGULATIONS DECISIONS 

APPROVALS 

Plan Number Descrrotion 

BR 99135 3, The Balky Pkd Raft Fmmdatmn 
Raylelgh 

BR 98/571 Sne of 32, Creekww Avenue Detached House & @rage 
Hullbndge. 

BR 98/547A Two Stmy Rear Extension & Smgle 
Storey Front Extension 

Park Fxectmn of Retal Umt (Shell Only) a BR 98/537A Phase 11, Aqm-i Rem11 
Southend Airport Of20,ooO sq I? with Ancillary Extental 

Worlcs 

BR 98/320A Ad] 5, Queensland Avenue New Bungalow 
Pachford 

BR 98l561 2, Hawthorne Gardens Etwtmn of Smgle Stay, Two Stwey 
Hoc&y and Fast Flea Extensmns at Frcnt, 

Side and Rear 

BR 98/562 34, Cheapslde West Erect New Attached Garage at Side and 
Rayleigh Convert Exlnmg Garage mm Dmmg 

Room wth New Pttched Roof Over 
Exlsnng Garage 

BR 98l567 Pleasant VICW l3cner m Eklstmg First Fka Rooms 
Stambrtdge Rwd For Famte & Bedroom 
Rochfcal 

l 
BR Xl579 The Poplars Dmol~sh Exwtmg Dwellmg & Erect 

Am&l Road New Three Bedroom Bungalow 
Ashingdon 

BR 98/564 280, Rectory Road New Chalet 
Ha&Well 
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DELEGATED BUrLDING REGULATIONS DECISIONS 

RJUECTIONS 

llmMamh 1999 

DesCriDtiOIlPlan Number 

BR 98/547 211, Eastwad Road Two Storey Rear Extenswn and Smgk 
Rayletgh Smmy Fmnt Fxtenwn 

BR 981548 3, Hdlstde Road Rear Extension 
Hwkky 

BR 981554 2, Claybrtck Avenue Fmnt & Rear Extension & Intanal 
H&V Alterahons 

BR 981555 lC, Hawkwell Road Rem & Side Extensions 
Hwkley 

BR 981566 46, Mary!mds Avenue Two Smey Stde Extension 
HC&ky 

BR 981568 212, Hoc&y Rad 
Raykit& 

BR 981574 12, Bmad Oak Way Frst Floor Extension and Form New 
Raykigh Roof wtth Alter&ions to Extstmg 

Bmgalow 

BR 9915 226, Omard Lax Singk Stomy Stde Extenston 
Hoc!& 

l 
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Committee Report 
8(iii) 

R.xihdI)lrmctC 
To the meeting OE TRANSPORTATION AND ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 

on: 23RDMARcH 1999 

Report of. HEADOFAD -mANDMEMBmsERvIm 

Title, - OF THE SIAMBRIDGE SEWAGE TRFI4lMENT WORKS 
WORKING PARTY 

Author: PJ. Drxon Report Approved By:hi\ 
c 

At aMeeting held on 16thMarch 1999. Present:CouncilIors A. Hoskmg (Chairman), 
G C. Angus, D.M Ford, Mrs J E. Ford, Mrs H.L A Gly~, V.H. Leach, TA. PoweII, 
Mrs. US, Vmce and Mrs. MI Webster 

Co-Opted Members Attmdingz Mr. Con Hayes- Chairman of Sludgewatch. 

Apologies: Counctllors Mrs. AR. Hutchings, Mrs. S.I. Lemon and Mr C.Keen of South-East 
EssexFnends of the Earth. 

Substitcrtes:Councillor V.D Hutch@ andMrs. Hayes of Stambndge ParishCouncil 

visiting: Councillor PA Beckers. 

The Mtnutes of the Meeting of 13th January 1999 were approved as a correct record subject to 
the first line of the final paragmph under Item 15 “Sludge Treatment Process and Update” bemg 

l 
replaced by the followmg, as submmcdby Cournullor V.H. Leach* 

“A Member had a concern that this Working Party was becommg a ‘campaigmng against” body 
-. 

rather than w investzgatlveWorking Party which was us origmal brief. The Member beheved 
hat not inviting Mr Rankin to becomea part of the Working Party, as a past user of N-Vii, was 
a lost opportumty to mamtamthe balanceof this Workmg Party * 

A Member raised a question m respect of N-Vim which, smce the previous MeeMg, had begun 
to be referred to as K-Plus The Member was advised that there was no difference between the 
two, but that K-Plus was merely a label apphed to the product, a markeung devtce to which 
farmers could relate. 

Officms had been advised that Christine Butler MP would be unable to attend a Meeting of the 
Workmg Party at present due to a heavy workload. However, she had extendedsn mvitation for 
a small number of Members to visit her at the House of Commons The quesuonwas raised as to 
why this particular MP was mvolved, as opposed to one of Rochford’s own MPs, and it was 
pornted out that Christme Butler was involved in the production of the Government’s “Sewage to 
Land” report. A Member suggestedthat, as a matter of courtesy, Rochford’s MPs be mvited to 
any Mcetmg which does take place at the House of Commons and that cross-partyrepresentation 

l 
15assuredamongstMembers attending. 
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18. SLUDGETREATMBNTPRocEss ANDUPDATE 

The Workmg Party corsidered the report of the Head of Housmg, Health wd Community Care, 
updatmg Metdxm on current developmentsin connectronwith the sludge treatmentprocess. 

Mr. David,@ge, an E&ronmental Scientist employed as Regional Bio-Sohd’s Manager for 
Anglian Wate?, attended the Meeting to make a prmxmation m response-to a list of Members 
concerns supplied to bun pnor to the Meeting, and to answer further queshons. The presentatton 
addressedissuesasfoliows:-

Is sludge treafmmt safe? 
The stnct legal fiamwork for sludge recycling - Anghan Water sue bound by EC. 
Directives, Sllldge (Use in Agrrculmre) Regulations 1989, The Department of the 
Bnvuonment Code of practice and MAPP codesof good agncultural pracuce. 
How bm-sol& frt mto the waste recycling business - less than 1% of land has slodge 
applied to it per annum. 
The we and treatment of pathogens - the water mdusuy was responding to the lead 
taken by the food industry, in that rather than t&n@ a “do nothmg” stance bemuse no 
probkms had arisen in the past, they were planning ahead to ensure that problems do 
not occur in the future, Sampling had shown subsmntial reductions in pathogens 
through the N-Vii prow+ 
New protocols agreed between the water mdustry and the Britmh Retail Consonium 
(E%RC)-allpmhxctswiIlbepastmi&inthencarfuture. Asafeusemanixhadbeen 
agreed wth the BRC. Use of nntreeted sludges wdl end and 1shkely to be phased out 
before the end of 1999 Also, stringent wnstraints are berg apphed to the use of 
treatedslndgeson land with wrth vegetablesin an arable rotauon. 
Metals - 48% of zinc depostts on land occur as a result of almosphetic deposition, in 
conprison to 7% tbrougb the use of bm-sol&. There are hmits on the concentration 
of regulated metals wnhii sod, and up to 3% of land is naturally already above those 
linnts, so this land cannot be touched The N-Vtro pnxluct IS better smted to certam 
types of land. The PCs limit for wncentrauon of metals in sludge has not been 
implemented m the U.K. but the wncentrattons found m both Rochford and Southend 
are still substantiily lower than that linnt 
Angban Water’s future options: Nutrrent ncyclmg and energy recovery - in terms of 
Envbomnental impact, energy recovery appears to be the most favourabIe option after 
sludgeto IamL 

In concludmg his pmsentatron, Mr Edge suggested blurt based on current evrdence, sludge 
treatment was safe, and advtsed that he believed a trgbtenmg up of safety measureswas the way 
forward for Anglian water 

Members raised questionsm relation to the following:- Y 

Anglia Water’s marketing snategy endophons if the agricultural mute closes. 
Pastproblems experienced with N-Vim mrxes. 
Lhmts on the apphcation of N-Vii, includmg time limits, hfe spsn and effects on land 
when use of the product ceases. 
lbk assessment. 
Monitoring of new mgredients found tn sludge 
The reasonswhy N-Vrro had beenm-labelled K-Plus 
Researchinto effects on the food chamthrough wrldhfe and floods. 
The genemhonof pollutants through incineraaon. 
Specific issuesrelating to the Stambrklge Sewage Treatment Works, includmg hghtmg 
of the plant, public accessand odours. 

Lengthy discussions took place over some of the rssues rarsed as Members sought assurances 
over their wncetns. In order to ensure that all concerns had been addressed,the Worktng Patty 
ran through the hst of qmxtions supphed to Mr. Edge poor to rbe Meetmg 
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Members were advised that efforts were being made to reduce the stockpile at Stambnd_ee 
Sewage Treatment W$s, but that efforts bed recently bzen hampered by bad weather. Mr. 
Edge reiterated that the old stockpile would be removed With ~.~pea to the new work, it was 
Anghan Water’s $t@on to remove the prod& vnthm I4 days of produchon, as storage w*s 
lunited T~LSarm&mat would need to be clanfied should the Envuonment Agency mh 

. future qnahty assurance saqting to bc undertaken. The N-VDJ product could be stored 
temporarily on land where It was dae to be used,but a Waste Management Licence was w 
for storage5elsewhere. Any such storage would be secure. Anglran Water were empfoymg 
contractorS to spread the product on land, as opposed to allowmg farmas to do so, m order to 
ensure that it was not over-appI~~Iand to conform wnb legal requirements for the regulation of 
the products use. 

Plans showmg the Treatment Works ate were rh&buti to Members dnnng the course of the 
Meetmg. Mr. Edge pronused to forwad amended copies of the plans to the Workmg Pa?ty, 
ldenufymg where the stockpile was located Additionally, Mr. Edge would write to the Working 
Party agam, addressmg those points that remaned unanswered in the letrer dated 10th March 
1999 and invihng Members to visit the site oncethe new plant was fully operahonal 

The Worhg Party thankedMr. Edge for his presentation 

The Chauman ad& Members that should a consultation on the Waste Management Lacence 
for the N-Vim prcxzssbe rwelved from the Envuaunent Agency prior to the next meeting then a 
Special Meeting would be called. 

On a motion by Cotillor Mrs. HLA Glynn and secondedby Camcillor D M. Ford it was: 

RECOMMENDED 

Thti Mr Jeremy Squire, normnated by and representingthe Natronal Farmers Union, be co-opted 
as a Member of the Workmg Party (HHHCX!) 

The Meeting closxl at 9.35pm. 

-
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Committee Report 
S(iv) 

RcdhdDanaCmadl 

To the meeung of: TUNSF’ORTATJON & ENVIRONMBNTAL SBRVICHS 

on: 23RDMARcH 1999 

Report of. HEADOFAD­ TIONANDMEMEERSHRVI~ 

Title: MtNDTBSOF-IHBENVlRONMHNTALHF.AL.THSUB-COMMHTEE 

Author. P J. Dixon Report Approved B-w 

l 
At a meeting held on 16th March 1999. F’rese&Counc~Uo~ A. Hoskmg (Chanman), 
G.C. Angus, D ?yi. Ford Mrs JE Ford, Mrs. HLA. Glynn, V.H. Leach, TA. Powell, 
Mrs. M S Vmce and Mrs. MJ. Webster. 

coopted Memba~ Mrs. J. Rigby - Rochford Hundred Association of Local Councrls 

Apologies: Counctllors Mrs.A.R Hutchtngs and Mrs&J. Lemon. 

Substib&: Councillor VII Hutchmgs 

Visii Counctllor P A. Beckets. 

The Mmutes of the Meehng of 13th January 1999 were approved as a correct record. 

A questton was raised in relatton to a vacancy hsted on the member&p of the Sub-Committee: 

* 
Members were of the opimon that Councillor K.A. Gibbs bad been nominated to fill thts posmon 
-officers to investigate. 

A Member expressed a desire to see the issue of ‘Green Waste Collection’ revtstted and was 
advtsed that the report betng produced by Ecologika was due to address thts 

Off@rs ported that the one day sale of home wmposting bins whtch took place in Websten 
Way Car park on 7th March had prov& to be a success. Approximately loo0 btns had been sold, 
despite bad weather on the day. Officers were keen to see furdrer s&s take place and were 
workmg with Psnsh Councils to promote sales in the smaller towns, villages and remote areas 
The Recycling Oftioer ts due to attend the Rocbford Fatr on May Day where further compost bms 
will be on sate. Officers were asked to mveshgate how B&don Distnct Council bad managed to 
offer free home dehvery of bins. Ad&tonally, Offiirs were asked to submit to the next Meetmg 
of the St&Committee a report on the donahon of bins to elderly persons homes Members also 
expressed a desue to see the promouon and sale of water butts. 

Members were adv1.4 that a formal response had yet to be received from Aylesford regarding _ 
the proposed removal of unprcduchve paper banks Several Members had stnce recetved a $ 
number of complaints concernmg overflowmg paper banks VI hich had not been empaed. Officers 

* 
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to pumue the issue wttb Aylesford and to cuculate to Members a letter recently sent to 
Councillor V.H. Leach addressmg related problems. It was suggested that a representanve of 
Aylesford could be ask&d to attend a Meeting of the Sub-Committee. Addnionally, Officers were 
asked to mvestigate means of encoumgmg the pubhc to refuse the d&very of unwanted free 
papers and circulars, through the use of stgns on doors, as a measure towards kerbmg the 

. produchon of excess paper. 

Officers were asked to express, through the ‘Essex Waste Gmsotttum, the Councd’s 
dissattsfactton wnh a lack of planning guidance from the Government on all aspects of waste 
disposaL 

65. GREEN BU- PROJECT 

The Sub-Comrmttee constdered the report of the. Head of Corporate Policy and Imbatives, 
outhnmg the Green Business Project, the main aim of whtch is to Improve the envmmmental 
petiormance of busmesses whde cutting oosts. The initiattve is a jomt venture between the 
Dlsmct Counctl, Busmess Lmk South Past Essex and the Essex Training and Pntetpnse Cotmctl, 
to be ptloted on the Hockley Foundry and Eldon Way Industrial Estates 

Ofticers stmnmbd the mm issues raised in the report and answered Members’ questtons as 
follows:-

- informal discussions had yet to take place wah busmesses showing mterest 

- other smtable mdustnal srtes had bxn identified, but no further action would be taken unul the 
OUtcOIM Of the PIlot PIDJect WaS Cl@% 

A Member pornted an that small compames would benefit from advice. and tminmg in buying 
proceduresandaskedthatthisbelncorporatedintothe~ofareaswhichcouldbeaddressedbya 
scoping amht, as contained in the tePxt 

On a motion by Councti~ TA. Powell and seconded by Councillor DM. Ford, it was: 

RBCOhlMBNDED 

That Members approve the Green Business Prow as outlined and that a further repot-t be made 
to the Environmxaal He&h Sub-Comnuttee on the outcome of the pilot pu~ect. (HEN) 

The Meetmg closed at lO.lGpm 

268 39 



-0 

Committee Report 
10(i) 

R&ford Dmma -

To the meetmg of: FINANCE & GENERALPURPOSFS 

on: 13TH APRIL 1999 

Report,of HEADOFAD -TIVE AND hIEMBER SERVICES 

Title: hBNUTES OF THE hil%BERBUDGl?T MONlTOFXNG 
WORKING GROUP 

Au&x: A. Wyatt Report Approved By. &a 

At a Meebng laeld on 17thhiarch 1999. ti GnmcIIors D.E Barnes Mrs. J. Helson,.s 
CR Morgan, R.E. Viioe and P.F.A. Webster. 

1. APF’OINl-MEW OF CHAIRMAN 

Councillor C R. Morgan was appomted Chairmanfor the remainder of the mmucrpal year. 

2. TERMSOFRBFERBNCE 

Members noted the Terms of Referencerelating to the Monitorutg Group. 

3. REPAIRSAND hi‘mi%NANcE 

Tb.e Momtormg Group considered the report of the Head of Financial Services which advised 
Members of the schedule of Repaus and Maimenancein respea of 1999/2090, and whxh gave 
a breakdown of the mms curentIy included wrthin the estimates that were sulnmtted to 
Comrmttee together with the items that were renmvd by Corparate Management Board. The 
Monitortug Group noted that the schedule would have to be reduced by Eu),ooO m line with 
the agreement to the Budget Strategy. The process by nhxh underspends in r&ion to the 
Repairs and Maintemnlr budget were dealt with was aIs noted. - ~~ 

Members had before them a breakdown of plamKd and responsive repairs in relation to the 
Repass and Maintenancebudget for 1999/2ooOfor Information. 

The Chauman took Members’ item by item through the appetxhx to the report in order for 
savings to be found. The followmg paints were madeby Members.-

* In relaaon to the general provision of carpets, blmds ti ventilahon for office 
accommodatron at Rochford, it was considered that the figure could be reduced by 
f2,5CKlmakmg a savmg of f&XXI 

* In agnzIng the figure set aside and the current estimaresfor the renewal of the asphalt 
roof covermg for the office accommodationm Rayleigh, Members w&xxi the method 
used for the renewal to be looked mto to ensureits cost effectiveness 

72 
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The msmllatron of a fire alarm at the Frerght House was subject to discussion ad It 
was considered that thrs expe&ture should ix put on hold for a report to be made 
back to the Working Group 

Wtth regard tn Parks Sports Centre, Members considered that the mantes set aside for 
therefurb~ofdiesquashcourtsandthechangmgngroomslinkedtothesquash 
cants should be put on hold perximg statisucal analysts of their usage. Members 
fiuther considered that the rapeplacementof obsolete light fittmgs tn comdors and to 
changmg rooms at Great Wakermg Sports Centre should be removed from the Spectal 
Items budget ard funded from the responsrvebudget, makmg a saving of f1.800 

In respect of Clements Hall Sports Centre, a motion pm by CouncUlor D.E. Barnes 
and secondedby Gxmcrllor RE. Vii for UO,ooO to be saved acmss the total 
expenditure from the cmmnt esbmateswas uanimously won, makmg a savmg of 
f10.000. The f50,ON set aside for the re-roofing of the pool hall was put on hold 
pendmg a survey on its condihon. 

Inr~pebofrerreationgrmudsandopenspaces,Membersrequestedthattherenewal 
of the roof wvermgs at King GeorgesF’avrhon and Fairview Favtbon be the subject 
of a further report and that this expenditure be held. The alteranon to the store for 
roller storage at Rawmh FJavtlion wd resurfacing of the main playground at 
Ashmgdon sh&d be med from the current esumates maldng ~vings of El,100 
and E6,3co respectively. 

It was further considered that the exp&imre in rgpea of Fairview Tenms Court 
should also be put on hold paxiing a report back on altemattve usesfor the site. 

In respa of the issue of the qrovements to the weights mom at Great Wakering, 
Members comidered that this should be brought back to future meetings for 
consideranonwhen savings havebeenmade. 

Members requestedthat a report on the rcvtew of L.&me assetsbe made to a future maetiug 
Dm-ing the debate the &sue of Buildmg Ci~nditlon Survey was raised by Members arkdit was 
considered that Corporate Managemsttt Buxd should look at what sktlls were currently 
employed mhcmz. in order that only the specialist aspactsof the survey be put out to oxtract. 
It was further noted timf the survey may have mqlicanons on the L&rue assefreview. 

RECOMMENDED 

That the savmgsto the repam and mamtanancescheduleas outlmed abovebe actioned (HFS) 

Due to the latenessof the hour, it was consideredthat the meeting should stand adjourned and 
be raumvened on Wednesday24th March 1999at 7.3Op.m. 

The meeting adjourn-cdat 9.45p.m 

a@J.Ipt 
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RCCHF&DDIST’RICK!GuNCJL

:-/a Mmutesofthel-ranqmtion&Er . 1servic&commiam 

At,?Meeting held on Urd March 1999. PresukCouncrllors V.H. Leach (Chairman), 
RS. AUcn, DE. Barnes, CL Black, D.M. Ford, Mrs. JE. Ford, Mm J.M. G&s, 
Mrs.H.L. A Glynn, A. Hosking, V.D. Htttchmgs, R.A Pearson, TA Powell, 
Mrs. M.S. Vmce, Mrs M.J. Websterand DA Weir. 

Ex Of&50 hiemk Attaxhg. t2wsillor DR. Helson. 

Apologies: Counctllors GC Angus, J.M. Dmkson, K.A. Gibbs and S R Tellis. 

Substiwes: CmciUors PA. Be&as, CR Morgan and Mrs. M.A. Weir, 

Viiting Codor Mrs. J Helson. 

101. MlNurBS 

The Mmutes of the Meetmg of 28th Januaty 1999 were approved as a correct record and 

llir sgned by the Chairman 

102. MEMBHFt.slNTBRESl-S 

Councdlors Mrs H.L.A. Glyrm, V.H.Leach, DA Werr and Mrs.M.A.Weir each 
de&red a non-pecuniary mtcrest in the item “Deckatron of Local Nature Reserve ­
Magnolia Road Public Gpen Space” (Mmute 106) by vtrtue of bemg Hawkwell Parish 
colmcillors. 

103. smMMrITEEm 

?-he LhlNlUrtee CO”.SJ&red the appcndd .%lb-commi~ hf.i”“k% and the 
recomnmndatmns contamed therein. 

~)PiatmingPolicySub-C!ommittee-4thMarch1999 

MimAe58-M&ilephonehfasb 

That the informative resolved at the Meenng of Council on 1 Ith February 1999 @finme 
6399 - Para - F/O40&98/RGC) and reproduced below be placed on all planning 
permissrons m respect of telecommumcation towers 

“The apphcant’s attentron is drawn to hrs responsibilities under the Health & Safety at 
Work Act 1974 and the Managemeut of Health & Safety at Work Regulanous 1992 
regmdmg the safe operamu of the telecomnmnication tower Such responsibrhhes 
mclude an assessment of the hkely exposure levels of the electromagnetic field m 
amordance wnh the National Radrologrcal Protection Board of Gmdelmes (resmatons 
on exposme to stattc and time varying elccuomagnettc folds and radiation), documents 
of the NRPB 45,763 (1993) and any necessary resultant qnuprmte action. 
Furthermore. as advrsed m PPG8, the Health & Safety Bxectmve or the responsrble 
enforcmg authonty for achwhcs controlled under the Wtreless Cotmmmrcatton 
Ixemng Regtme.” 
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(8 Transpottahon Sub-Comm&e - 9tb March 1999 

Minute ‘!,I - Proposed Diversion of Public Ecqxrtbs 4 and 5, paglesbam 

That subject to Caleb Rainer Limited agreeing to bear the costs of all n-sary 
acpmmcdahon works, together wrth the Council’s expenses recoverable under the 
Local Government (Recovery of Costs for Pubbc Path Order;) Regulations 1993 as 
amended, the proposal to divert Footpath 4 to the route ABCDG, and Footpath 5 to the 
route ABCH as indmated on the map annexed to the repor& be approved in princrple and 
the Head of Legal Services be authorised to take all necessaq steps to sectme the 
making and comihmahon of a Public Path Drvenron Order under the terms of Sectron 
119 of the Highways Act 1980. (HIS) 

MinnteltJZ-BmakingtheLog-Jam-DEJRCorwltationPaper 

(1) That the comments m the report together with additional comments expressed by 
Memtm at the Meeting form the basis of the Councrl’s response to the DETR 
Consultation Paper ‘Breaking the Jog-Jam.’ 

(2)Tht both the Government and Essex Cmuuy Councrl (as admmkrators of the r%
proposed scheme) be advtsed of: 

(0 The Cotmcil’s desire to see the R&ford Diitnct exempted from road user and 
workplace parkmg charges unless alternative pmposals, workable in a 
predomtnantly rural area, can be suggested. 

Ci?) The Council’s concerns over the financral impkatmns for local author~ues. 
(Hm 

(ii) Stat&ridge Sewage Treabnmt Woks Working Party - 16th Mar& 1999 

Minute 18 - Sklge Treatment F’mcess aud Update 

Resold 

That Mr Jeremy Squrer, nonunated by and repmsentmg the NatmnaJ Farmers Union, be 
co-opted as a member of the Workmg Party. (HHHCC) 

(ii) Bnvhwmental Health Sub-Committee - 16th March 1999 

M5mte65-GreenBm&eas project 

FkSOlVd 

That Members approve the Green Busmess Project as outhned and that a further report 
be made to the Environmental Health Sub-Comnuttee on the outcome of the pilot 
project (HCPI) 

104. OUTSTANDING ISSUES - MEETINGS OF 16TH JULY 1998, 19’JH NOVEMBW 
1998 AND SPECJAL MJ+EITNGS OF ZND DECEMBER 1998 AND 
14TH DECEMBER lw8 

With regard to “The Essex and Southend Waste Local Plan Deposits Draft 0vfmute 
556/98)“, Members constdered the document whrch had been crrculated to the 
Chanman of Transportatron and Bnvrronmental Services Commrttee at a Jomt 
CotmtyKXstrrct Wa.ste Contract Strategy Workmg Party Meetmg the prevmus mght 
Members expressed concern at the wordmg of the document and felt unable to agree its 

princtple, consrdenng the matter should be deferred to a Specral Meeung of 
the Transportatton and Environmental Servmes Commrttee to be held on I st Apt11 1999 
for full and proper debate 



On a Motion by Councrllor R.A. Pearson and seconded by Councillor R.S Allen n was. 
/ ‘~ 

Resolved (
ix 

That the matter be referred to a Spceml Meeting of the Transportation and 
EnWtal Services Conumttee MI 1st Apnl 1999, to commence at 8.3Opm (bearmg 
m mmd planning site vrsrts due to take place that evemng) and that Ecologika be mvned 
th &her attend the Meetmg or give a wntten response to the dixumnttomformthe 
debate, 

Members were satisfied that all tbeeary acuon had been taken Mmmes 55698, 
498/98,5@%98.99/98,326/98 and 329/98 were carrred forward. 

105. , RAyLEIGHmwN-ENHANCEMENTS 

The Cotnmttee welcomed Mr Keith Francis from Essex County Counctl Area Hrg,hway 
~ioe~ohadbeenmvltedtoattendtheMee~gtoupdateMembersonpro~to 
date wrth Rayleigh Town Centre Enhancements. 

M&nbers were adwed that the scheme was 50% complete. The laymg of bock pavmg 
m certain areas had caused some delay Difliculty had also been expenenced with 
unforeseen works wluch mvolve Brihsh Telecom and the Eastern Electnctty Board. 
The date for completion of Phase I was 29th May, whtch included a weeks slippage for 
unforeseen works. To date contractors were ten days behind although no application for 
an extension of time had been received. The items of ex!ra work had mcluded dramage 
&o&s and works to chamber 1u3cess for the statutory undertakers mentroned above. 
10% of the total contract sum had been added for contmgencies, three quartem of which 
had been spent with 50% of the contract sum spent also Some of the design elements 
had been modified m paruculm to tmpmve the slope to shop frontage, although there 
had been a mixed take-up by prrvate forecourt owners 

Essex County Councrl had taken advantage of some bonus fundmg for the bus stops m 
Webster-s Way and outstde Coral m Rastwocd Road to afford level access for bus users. 
Mention was also made of the Millennium clock proposal to ba funded by Rayletgh 
Town Gmncil. 

Overall Essex County Councd were very pleased with the standard of workmanship m 
the contract works. Future events to take place were the arrrval of heritage bus shelters 
m three weeks, provtded free of charge and without advert&g from AdshelL Soon to 
arrive was seatmg around trees and the rmurn of the telephone boxes. The Traffic 
Ragulatton Order was due to be ready for consultauon wninn a week, wrth a weekend 
road show planned to take place within the Boots lagoon area m order to gather 
responses to the Order-makmg procedure. 

Mr. Frances clantied the following points after Members Questions. 

The health and safety aqct of tree grills m place wttlmut earth would be 
looked mto wttb the contractor, although a Member further advrsed that this 
Issue had hen dealt wrth. 

In respect of persons parkmg illegally on the new pavements, bollards were 
beiig installed and the matter would be momtoned wrtb a vrew to further 
bdard installauons as necessrq 

In respect of oadrtional K6 telephone boxes being installed wtthm the Town 
Centre, Members were advised that Bnush Telecom would be addressmg the 
momtormg group on 12thAptil and the matter would then be ratsed 
Members requested that Bntrsb Telecom be mvtted to walk along the 
Improved htgh street areas to see the improvement works and how the 
telephones would fit m wrthm the overall scheme 
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The issue of cycle racks was part of the South East Essex Transport package, 
but again was noted and would be answered at the Momtoring Group on 
1X-I Apt-d. 

i-.’ 
In respect of lamp stands although Members had requestedtradnionaf lamp 
stands, the final desgn and posttioning were determmed by Essex County 
Connal Highways.

,‘% 
The tree plantig schemewas planned for the md or third week in Apnl, 
subjectto all tree p&sbemgin place. 

Members thanked Mr. Franctsfor ius attendanceand he then left the Meetmg. 

DECLARATION OF LOCAL NA’IURB RESERVE - MAGNOLJA ROAD WBLIC 
’ OPEN SPACE 

The Committee considered the report of the Head of Legal Servrce& presentrug 
HawkweIl Parish Council’s request that the District Council declare a portron of the 
Magnoha Public Open Spaceasa Local Nature Reserve. 

Members concurred wtth the recommendationsmade in the report and ~ngratnlated the 
Parish Couth on this mitmhve, In noting the opening date of 24th April at 2pm, 
Members were pleased to note that signage detailing the flora and fauna of the site 
would be instaffed following a contribution from the South Eastern Electrictty Board 
and an applicatton for momesfrom the Gory Environment Trust 

(1) That subject to the Hawkwell Pansh Councrl agreeing to bear all the costs 
associatedwtth the managementof the Local Nature Reserve and assumeall statutory 
responsibility for the managementof the Reserve, the Council resolves to declare the 
area of land at Magnoba Road Open Space (as indmated on tha map attached to the 
report), in extent approx 8 5 hectares, a Local Nature Reserve to be known as the 
Magnolia Nature Reserve. 

(2) That the Head of Legal Servicesbe authorised to take all necesmry steps to secure 
the makmg of the declamtton of the ama as a Local Nature Reserveunder Sections 19 
and 21 of the National ParksandAccessto Countryside Act 1949 

(3) That the Head of Legal Services be authorised to determine the terms and 
conditions of and enter into a written wment wrtb the Hawkwell Pansh Councrl 
providmg for the managementand the pmvisron of necessary finance by the Parrsh 
Council for the effective operationand managementof the Reserve. @US) 

cm 
107 BUILDING (LOCAL ADTHORlTYCHARGES) REGULATIONS 1998 

NOTI? Counctllor Mrs. H LA. Glynn declareda non-pecuruary interest m thusstem 

The Commrttee consrdered the report of the Corporate Dir&or (Law, Planmng and 
Admimstrahon), updating Members on Buildmg Regulations commg mto force from 
1stAprrl I999 and seekmgto establrshmethodsof admimsteringthe same 

Members wtshed to passon their congratulatronsto the Bmldmg Control Sectton for the 
quality of work carried out. 

Rf!.&d 

(1) That the format of the Local Government’s Associauon Model Scheme and the 
advrsory chargesbe adopted as a basrsof lmphEnM@ the provtstonscontamed wtthm 
the Budding (Local Authonty Charges)Regulaaons 1998 

(2) That Members grve authonty to the Corporate Due&or (Law, Plannmg and 
.4dminWratron) and the Bulldmg Control Manager, in consultatron wrth the Corporate l 
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Dtrecmr (Finance and External Servtces), to operate and negottate as necessary tn 
respectof feesto respondto the dictatesof market forces in relevant ctrcutnstances, 

(3) Tbalin f&-e years the Corporate Dmxtor (Law, Planning and Admtnistratjon) be 
attthoris&io set the necessary charges for the Budding Regulatton function, 
UX=W) 

108. pHmDmwN CENTRE WORKING GROUP UPDATE 

The Gmmittee considered the report of the Head of Corporate Policy and Inniatives, 
updatmg Members on the deliberattons of the first tnoettng of the R&ford Town 
centre working Gmup. 

Members noted the contents of the report and suggested that the Terms of Reference 
should be broadened m allow consideranon of the town centi as a whole. It was 
further mooted that the consttitattonshould be dealt with asa matter of urgency. 

On a motion by CounctUor D.M. Ford and seconded by Cottncillor Mrs. J.E. Ford tt 
W&S. 

Resolved 

(1) That the Terms of Reference for the retatl study be bmadened m allow 
constderattonof the Rochfotd Town Centre asa whole. 

(2) ‘Ibat authority be delegated m the Head of Corporate Policy and Initiattves m make 
arrangementsm commission a retail consultantto undertake the study. m) (HCPI) 

109. DISCUSSION DWUMFNT-RUIL4LENGLAND 

The Committee considerad the report of the Head of Gxpxate Policy and Inttiatives, 
givtng Members the oppottuntty to provtde tnput mto a Rural White Paperfor England. 

In endormg the response as outlined in the report, Members considered that the 
mennon of sensrtiveareastn the responseshould include the Green Belt It was further 
constderedthat ut relatton m the Vtllage Shops Rate Reltef Act 1998 the Government 
should constder a review m a!.low boundaries to lx widened for Local Authonties m 
have powers of dtscretion m determine applications for those snes which fall Just 
outsidecwrent boundaries. 

On a motton by Counctllor CL Black and seconded by Councillor Mrs. J.M. Gtles it 
was: 

That subJect m the cotnmxtts, Appendix One to the t’epot’t be sent m theabove 

Dqarnnent of the Environnxnt, Transport and the Regions. as Rochford Drstrict 
Councd’s subnnsston on the doctttnent ‘Rum1 England. A Dtscussron Document’ 
rncm 

PETITION - QUYS LANE, ROCHFORD (Minute 59199) 

The Committee considered the report of the Head of Legal Servtces,asktng Members m 
address tsmes raised in connectton with a petttton recetved nt respect of Quys Lane, 
Rochfotd The ttem stood deferred m this Commtttee following its presentanon to 
Counc11on 9th February 1999. 

In concnning wnh the OiTicer’s recotntnendanon,Members constderedthere to be merit 
in investtgattng the tnakmg up of the road further wnh a vtew m tts adoption by Essex 
County Council Highways. However, Members were mindful of the posstble legal 
implications concerned with thts proposal and the fact that at the presenttune there was 
no budgetarypm&on for this work. 
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(1) That t& &g up of Quys Lane, Rxhford to an adoptable htghway standard for 
adoption by t$@xnty Council asa public htgbway be investtgatedfurther. 

(2) That detaded plans and castings ix presenti to a future meetmg, mgetber wtth 
possible sauces of fundmg, mcluding momes from the R&ford Town Centre 
Enhhments, Id busmessesand the ParishCouncil. (EL?) 

111 LOCAL TRANSPORT PLANS 

The Chauma~adnntted he followhrg item of pertment busmess. 

The Committee considered the report of the Head of Corporate Policy and Initiatives, 
outhmg pmgress on the pmparauon of the interim version of the Local Transport Plan, 
including the Cotmctl’s suppottmg sttuemcnt 

In endorsing the suggestedcontent of the District Statementit was: 

That Members agme the contents of the Ihstnct Stafement m be incorporated in the 
tntenmvasionofthe~TranspartPlanandthaLfurtherrepartsbemadeinthe 
future on the arrangements for the pqarat~on of a Dtstrict Transport Strategy as 
outlined in the repat. (HCPI) (T?) 

112 Al30 

A Member raised the pomt that the A130 scheme had mcuttly been pissed for 
development by Essex County Ccuncil. The Commntee, mindful of this Authority’s 
responsepmvtously to the consultation tn respect of the above, requested that Ot?%xs 
write to Essex County Council to obtain details of the agreed scheme,beanng in mind 
the mentton made wtthin the Essex and Southend Waste &al Plan Deposts Draft 
espxidy in rdatio~ to the incinerator in West Rayleigh. 

On a motton by CotmctlIor DE. Barnes and seconded by Counctllor Rk Pearson tt 
was: 

Resolved 

That Oftioers write to Essex County Council to obtain details of the agreed schemein 
l&tlOQ to the A130. 

113. EXCLUSION OF THE PUBLIC 

Rfsdved 

That under Sectton 100(A)(4) of the Local Government Act 1972, the pubhc be 
excluded fmm the Meetmg for the fol@vh-tg ttem of business on the grounds that tt 
involves the hkely disclosure of Exempt Jnformatron as defined m Paragraph S&J)of 
Part 1 of Schedule12A of the Act. 

114. KERBSIDERECYCLJNGTRL4LDPDATE 

The Committee conndered the confidentaalreport of the Head of Housmg, Health and 
Commumty Care, advtsmg Members of tenders recerved for the collec~on of 
myclables for the kerbstde recycling mal. 

Members suggested that the matter be’ referred to the Funittce and General Purposes 
Commrtteeandthat Officers should tnvestigatefurther the followtng points: 

The cost m cany out a weekly collection of recyclables as opposed to the 
a2;1 fj bt-weekly collectton outbned in the report. 



The cost of canylng out the trial using a dual wheeled bin system, compnstng 
alternate collecttons of recyclables and household waste. 

. -L 
Resold i--.’ 

That the matter be refer& m FInan~ ahd General Purposes Committee as outhned 
above. (BHHCC) (1346) 
( L;\ 

The Meetmg closed at 10 3Cpm 



Committee Report 
lO(ii) 

Rc&brd Dm Courcii 
To the meettug of. FINANCE SC GENERAL PURPOSES 

Oil: 13TH APRIL 1999 

Repoa of: HEAD OF ADMINISTRATIVE AND MEMBER SERVICES 

Title: MJNUTES OF THE MEMBER BUDGET MONITORING 
WORKING GROUP 

Author A. Wyatt Report Approved By. 

At a rexxmvened Meeting bsld on 24thMarch1999.PreswmCnuncdlom DE.Barnes 
Mrs. J Helson, C.R. Morgan, R E. Viioe and P.F.A. Webster. 

The Working Gmup considered the report of the Head of Fiic~al Services which detailed the 
current Capnal Programme m respea of 1999QOCQ and the approved Items in respect of 
1998/1999 which had elements outstandm8 which bad to be mchided wtthm 1999fX?Kt 
programme Further to the report, Members had before them a letter from the Head of 
Financial Setvices which detailed relevant Items in relatton m the above. The Chauman took 
Members’ Itern by hem through the contents of the letter. The followmg points were made:- 

St Marks Field. 

Mmiful of the current situation in relation to the above site, Members considered that 
a sum of f70,ooO should be set aside for the provision of a Healthy Living Centre 
wnhm Rochford Roche Ward. It was also considered that offhzers should try to 
resolve the issue of the covenant at the above site. 

In noting that baste works bad taken place to make the above bullding wearbert@, 
Members were advtsed of a m&ng between the Youth Service, Rochford Parish 
Council sod Ward Courr.5llors which was scheduled for 9th April 1999 to discuss the 
management issues of the sate further It was suggested that the fZ.800 savings which 
had ken found at the previous meeting should be used m bring the inner fabrtc of the 
bmlding up to an acceptable stands&. It was further considered that the Rem, Rates, 
Heatmg and Lighting should be funded from the Crime and Drsorder Strategy Budget, 
for 3 years only, in lme with the Strategy. Following dns period the Parish could 
unease their precept by 50 pence to cover costs. 

Public corlveniences 

Mindful of previous debate on thrs matter, Members considered that this tssue should 
be put on hold, pendmg the outcome of the Mill Hall Complex developments, 
considering there to be a possible opportuniry to possibly include unproved Public 
Convenience provnion wnhm the ovemll scheme. 

: 
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Blatches Farm 

It was notd that thaw issue was due for -ion at the Corporate Resmnxs Sub 
Commme Members were of the opinion that the dixus~on should take place there. 

Noting the discussions which had taken place at the Tmqxntau ‘on and IZmhmmental 
Services Committee, Members felt that until such tm~es as issues such as ownership of 
the se were known, that this could not be included witi the Budget 

Rayleigh Town Cu&e 

During discussion of this item reference was made to the proposals for a Recyclmg 
Imttattve wltbm the Disma, and the ahancema of Rayleigh Town Centre and 
other Town Centre within the distract. Voting on a motion for f150,000 to be set 
aside to enable the mmpleuon of the Rayleigh Town Centre enhancanents was won 
onashowofhands. 

Note: F’usuant to Stam%ng order 24(4) Gnmullor P.F.A. Webster wished tt 
recorded that he cast hls vote against acceptance of the above motion. 

Sheltered Acmmmodatlm~ 

kndful of the need for qruvanents to the Sheltered Housing St& Munbxs 
considered there to be a need for a fundamental review of Housing, and requested a 
report back on this Issue. 

Notmg that Recycling, Town Centres other than Ray1e1gi-1 arxl Safer G~mrmmmcs 
were ISSWS to be dealt with m the Capital Programme, Members noted that Essex 
County Councd had agreed to meet vnth the Dis!nct m June/July to ducuss further the 
issues surroundmg the fumre use of the Park School site. 

Members noted details of the Government Review m resp-& of support for housing 
Capital Expenditure as advised by the Head of Flnancll Services, which would be the 

-- subject of a report to a fumre meeting of the Fmarq & General Purposes Gxnmittee 

Further to the debate, Members requested that Officers report back to the Working Group on 
the ISSUES of leasmg vehicles and equipment and staff refreshments. 

RECOMMENDED 

That the report be wived and that the pomts raised above be acttoned (HFS) 

6. ISSUE.5 FOR FUTURE MEETINGS 

The Working Group recetved the report of the Head of Fmanclal Services which identified the 
foIlowmg mns whmh would be reported to future meetmgs:- 

Subscriptions to external bcxhes 
1 Travelling subsistence and car aIlowances 

I T. Consultancy Budget 

75 
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How budgetary mmol works at Word 
Infomution on rechnical finan& aspectsrequaed by Members 
Routine nmrutoring reports both revenueand capital 
The propost budget pmces for 2000R001 
Statutory and dtscrehonary services 
Strategy for the use of the Cnme and Dlgorder Wi 
Asset Revtew 

Members wlshd to see the reports relating to Travellmg & Subsistence, Car Allowances, 
Subzripttons, Statutory and Discretionary Services,as well as that relatmg to the Ass-etReview 
come fordard to the next meeting. In relation to Crime & Disorder F&in& Manbets felt 
that the Strategy should be dealt with w6in the normal Committee process for Cnme and 
Dtsorder Further to the suggestedlist of reports, Men&en washed for a report on Council 
Owned Buildmgs, detaktg bait these with full repairmg leases and those without, to come 
forward m due course 

The medng closed at 10.45p.m 

‘* 
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Committee Report 
lO(iii) 

RdfdIxrwcoaDd , c 
To the m&ing of. FlNANcEBr GENERALPURPOSES 

on: 13THAPFuL 1999 

Rep&t of: HEADOFAD ItaNmRATIvE8:MEMBwmvIcEs 

Title: MINvIBsOFTHEPARTNBRSI-EPSUECOhWlTIEE 
@==Lwp;s) 

Author J.Bostock Report Approved B 

At 8 Meeting held cm 25thMarch 1999.Presasz Councillors PA Becken (Chuman), 
R S. AU&, Mrs. J. Hall, D.R. Helson, TA&well and Mrs. M.S. Vmce. 

Snbstitote: Councillor R. Adams 

Reprem& lkse.x conacil Cuurd CcnmcillorsK Bobbin and R.H. Boyd. 

Representing Town snd Parish coaacils: T. Cutmom (Ashmgdon Par&i Cooncll), Mrs. M Liles 
(Clerk - Rayleigh Town Council), Mrs&l Guy&t (Hwkley Parish Council), Mrs. M Beckers and 
Mrs. J Colons (Rawmth Pan.& Council), M.Ewers (Rochfoni Pan& Council) and 
Mrs.JV R@y(Clerk-AshingdonPushCcurmcll) 

Apologies: Hawkwell Parish Council and County Councfior Mrs T.M. Chapman. 

Some Members m art&awe servedat more than one tier. 

71. MEMBERS-

f2mncillorR.S. Allen declared a non-psumary interest in the Item relating to 
footpaths (Mmute 73) by tie of the ownership of land contaimng a public footpath 

The Sub-Conumttee mewed a report from Mr.D. Hall, County Council Prom Manager and 
Valuahon Ofi’icer, on the assisted purchase scheme for Parish Councils, Town Comwls and 
voluntary organiwions 

In presentmg hi report, Mr Hall detied the background to development of the scheme,together 
with examples. Three schemeswere scheduledfor consideranon by the County at a fotihcommg 
meeting 
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Reqmnding to a Member question. MrHall o&irmed that rhe County Council nontied Loca 
Councils of County Conned owned surplushurl. 

73. STREETLIGHTJNG,KXYlPATHSANDCUlTINGOFGRASSANDHHDGHS 

The Sub-Committee received a report from Mr. N. McCuIlogh, Area Tran.sportationManager, 
Ehex County Council on the current pcktion with regard to street lighting &&ding lightmg 
maintenance),footpathsand cuttmg of grassand hedges. 

In pmenting hxs report Mr.Mcchllogh referred to the value of the parmershrp approach and 
confirmed that his teamendeavouredto vistt everyParishfTown Councd eachyear. 

Responding to Member questionsMr. McCullogh confinr&advtse&-

That, with regard to streetlighting-

9 the sub- area was undemtmdahly controversial and the County recogmsed 
that FQrisIm may someW wish to contro1 lighting within their area. With 
regardtotbelatter,anmnberoffactorsshouldbetahenmto &%c4mtinchiding:-

a) the Cwnty Council’s size, which enabled the County to achieve lighting 
qply at dlscmmted rates (the county energy charge currently being 
E3.3M. per annum with the Rochfotd District elementEl76,OCKt). 

b) energy market expmsiw and the potential abtlity of the County 
explott variations to the market 

to 3I 

c) problems experienced with supply, which could well prove worse for 
smaller-

d) Cwnty proposals with regard to “Comzt 2033”, which may fur&~ 
reduce oppormmhesfor effective mvolvement 

d the needfor effective legal support and msm-anca 

ii) where Parishes currently have stmet hghimg responsibility, they-can always 
considerthe option of nsmg the County SeMCC. 

iii) he would investigate spaif& concern about the reliabmty of existing lights on 
the comer of BeechesRoad&e. A130 in the dkctmn of Batdesbndge. 

iv) itwouldromtallybetheatsethat,~enadeclslonismadetoresitealamp 
colmmt, the existing c&mu wculd remain in conm&smn Pending avarlability 
of the new column. 

the County Council was not responsiblefor lightmg on a new development until 
the road m question was adopted by the County However, the County 
endeavouredto awst with any problems with such ltghting. 

ofker mspmion of lighting was undertaken at approximately 2 monthly 
intervals (although such inspection may miss intermittent faults in the fust 
instance). 

Vii) he would invesugate if the County Council’s stmet lightmg d&abase could 
factlitate the uknbiicatton of lights which are anmntly the responsibility of 
Rayleigh Town Council. 

viii) he would mvesttgatewhether any work was being undertaken undertaken v&h 
regard to a suggkstton that the recently developed Cnme and Dsorder 
Reduction Strategy and wmmunity safety priorities could be reflected in 
lighhng repan pnoritisation. 

.a 
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=) he wonld endeavour to ensme that Lmal CQllncils are advised of any columns 
whtch are likely to be cut for a period of nme, together wtth the reasor~ 

* x) thehe was no specific legal teqmrement for the County to provide &hung. 

xi) g Co20 %VVrrently renewing the feasibility of mtmducing sponsor&p to 

xii) hewouldconslderand~toasuggestionthatitcooldbeofassistanceto 
the development of the G3unty Conncll’s database if Local Conncils supplied 
deiaik of their own lighnng provision. 

?aat, with regard to public fWpaths:- 

i) in the rm~onty of cases landowners were fully aware of their responstbilities. 

ii) the Cmmty was currently undertaking a review of the definitive map on an area 
by ama basis and Local Councils should feel free to communica~ with either 
the Highways Oftice or County Hall xmtb any questmns in this regard. In the 
mean!he he would arrange tn advise GXIV& when the Rochford I)lstrict 
Review xv& to cmnrcence 

d) iii) his office could deal with all opsrational quemcms. , 

ThaGwithlegaldtoglasscwting­

0 the budget matches opzraticmal requiren~~~, v&h the Distnct contributing as 
conside& appropriate (the County funds eXtra cuttmg where safes issues or 
site line problems arise). 

ii) thecountyaimstoensmeverge.samhazardfrec. 

iii) whtlst same Authorities have introduced bye-laws m rcsp=ct of grass verges, 
theytendtomeetwithmix&snccess. 

That, with ragad to mad signage:- 

i) ~ -he would undertake to check that the s$age restncting heavygoods veh~les 
0~ ~ --- thrmgh the Parish of Stambndge was as effechve as possible. 

d) the County was preparmg to nndertake a Rochford Traffic study, which may 
provide some sotions to problems asso&ed with goods vehicles. 

That, with regal to hedge cutting:- 

0 catting tended to seasonable (i e noX disturbmg wildlife durmg nesting) 

fi) the County tik responsibility m cases where the growth of trees impacted the 
highway! 

Dmng debate Mr. McCullogh confirmed that he would arrange for the early supply of further 
‘problem reporting forms’ to all Local GNKA.S wtthim the Met. 
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74. TOPIC ARBAS FOR FuTuRBhfEJ?MNos 

The Sub-Ccmmirteeagreedthat it would he of value to cover the followmg areas:-

Next Me&g 

0 Bus servicespmvlsion (including mles and relationships between the vmiom agencies). 

ii) The current position with regard to the health agenda. 

iii) MiU.3mhnn acuvrty pmpxcd within t&e District, mcloding any advice/asiistance which 
the Dismct may be able to offer to Local Councils. 

Assmaasprachble 

i) TkprcductionofLxalTransportPlans 

9 Work which could be undertaken at a local level to conmbute tn recycling initiatives. 

Cmnty officers agreed to respond direaly to the qxdic concern of a Member with regard to 
subsidised bus servicesand co&on with a schooL 

i_-

The meeting closedat 9 30p.m. 
c
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P.cctedl)lanctC 
To the meehng of: FmANcEi&GENEluLPURPOSES 

On: 13THAPRIL1999 

Report OE I-lEADOFADMlNLSTU TIvE&MEMBwsBRvI~ 

Titl.5: -oFTHEcoRPGR4lE~ouR~suB-co~ 

AllthOr: G. Brazendale Report Approved By. do%$oJ,- i 

0 
At a Meeting bzld on 3Od1 March 1999. present: Councillors DE Barnes (Chairman), G. Fox, 
Mrs J.M. G&s, Mrs. J. Helson, V.H. Leach, Mrs. S J Lemon, C.R. Morgan. P.P A. Webster, 
DA Weir and Mrs. hL4. Weir. 

A&&s Coumxllors Mrs. H.L.A. Glynn and R.E. Vmgoe. . 

Snbsfituts CwncilIors D.R. Helson and V.D. Hutchmgs. 

Viiting Membcc Cotmcdloi JM Dickxrn. 

206 MlNtm3 

The Mmutes of the Meeting of 20th January 1959 wem approved as a correct IBCOICI. 

207. MEMBERs’ INTERESIS 

CounciIIor Mrs. JM. Gdes declared a pecnniary mterest in item 23 (Application for Waiver of 
Pubhc En terhmment Licence - Open Ar concert and Custom Show, Malyons Farm, Hullbridge) 
by virtue of her poshion as governor of Wybums School. -~ ~_ 

--ai PROPERTY PILOT DATABASE - TJPDATZ 

The Sub-Comttee considered the report of the Head of Cqxxate Policy and Imhahves 
concerning the revved costs of linkage to the Property P&t commercial sttes and prenuses 
register held by the Essex Investmmt Of&x @IO). This data base provides the EIO with an , .nnm&efe souse of informatmn from which to respond to mward investment enqmries received 
from the Invest in Bntain Bureau, the East of England Investment Agency, and other sources. 
The informahon supplied to the EIO is collected from local Ekonoinic Development Officers and 
pnvate land agents in Essex, and the database is therefore the most accmate way to collate and 
store Essex-wide mvesbnent opportumties. It comprises a store of all information relating to 
investing in Essex and a catalogue of the infonnaticm that can be accessed by investors na an 
inter-net link fmm any source. It is anticipated that it will help to develop local mward mveStment 
pqects, for example workmg with local developers to ensure the constn~cuon of premises for 
whxh there is a demand 

As a result of the addmonsl factities that have teen mcluded in the property pilot data base, the 
cost for lmkage has been increased. The Sub-Committee had previously agreed to allxate ~5300 
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for the mitial iii up, together wrth a small maintenancecharge to cover software development 
year on year of 5100 p.a The cost of the link has now increased to f 1,000 (mcludmg this year’s 
maintenance fee) which can be met in two instalments,one in the current financial year and one 
m 1999t2000 from the Bconormc RegenerationBudget. 

The inward investment Property Pilot database1san effective tool with which to promote sites m 
Rochford and rt was considered that the setup costsand modest ammal mamtenancefee represent 
good value, and provide sqgmficant benefits to the District in promoting Inward Investment 
Opportunities. 

RECOMMENDED 

That Members reafthm their agreementto the Property Pilot Scheme, subject to the increased 
cost of connection being funded from the existmgEconomic RegenerationBudget. (HCPl) 

209. SENIOR MANAGEMENT: REVIEW OF ACHIBVHMBNlS. PRIORI-J%.5 AND PERSONAL. 
DHVHLOPMHNTRBQDWIMHWS; ARWISEID APFRAIsAL.FwxEDuRE 

The Sub-Cormnittee considered the report of the Chief Executive settmg out a suggested 
mechanism for the regular momtoring of performance of the Chief Executive, the Corporate 
Directors and the Heads of Service, incorporating the most recent advice received from the Joint 
Negotiating Committee for Chief Officers of Local Authorities in relahon to Performance 
Appraisal, issued in December 1998. 

Members noted the key purposesand elementsof the appraisal process, and its relationship to the 
priorities and targets contained withm the Corporateand Budget Plans, together with the practical 
issuesassociatedwith the appratsalmterview. 

The Sub-Committee considered in some detail the responsibiity for, and frequency of, appratsals 
and agreed that, for the Chief Executive and Corporate Directors, appraisalsshould be carried out 
by the Corporate Resources Sub-Comtmttee,(with an input into the appraisal of the Corporate 
Drreetors also by the Chief Executive), and that they should take place annually. It was also 
agreed that Heads of Service be appratseda~ually by the Corporate ResourcesSub-Committee 
(wtth input from the Chief Executive and appropriate Corporate Director), with an intenm 6 
monthly formal appraisal by the Chtef Executive and the appropriate Corporate Director. 
Members concurred that the September/Octobercycle would be the most appropriate umes for 
appraisals to take place, with the appraisalby the Sub-Conmuttee takmg place m the first of these 
cycles The tirst round of appraisals undertakenby the Sub-Committee would therefore be in 
Septemben’October after the summer recess, thereby allowing sufficient time for the new 
stnmture to have bedded, m constderationof a revised Corporate Plan early in the new mumctpal 
year, and for Members to undertake appropriate training, with %M)o being set aside from the 
Members’ training budget for thts purpose. 

The Chief Executive advised that apprarsal targets for Heads of Service comprised the 
achievement of principal Committee decisionsand budgetary targets; future target setting will, in 
addition, reflect the Corporate Plan. 

RECOMMENDED 

(1) That the appraisal system,outlmed abovebe approved. 

(2) That U,ooO be set asrde from the Members’ training budget for Member trainmg in 
performance appratsal 

(3) That a training course m Performance Appraisal be arranged for Members of the Corporate 
Resources Sub-Committee at the earhestopportumty. (CB) 

‘- ) 
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210. APPLICATION FOR STREET TRADING CONSENT FEE WAIVER MAY FAYRE, 
MARUET SQUARE AND WEST STREET, ROCHFORD, SUNDAY 2ND MAY 1999 

NOTE: CounciIlor Mrs. M.A. Wetr declared a non-pecunmry interest m this matter, 

The Sub-Committee considered the report of the Head of Housing, Health and Comnmnny Cam 
concermng an application recerved from Rochford Parish Council for the grant of Street Tmdmg
Consent for their May Fayre which is to be held in Market Square and West Street, Rochfoni on 
Sunday 2nd May 1999 between 1 l.OOam and 4 IXJpm The Pansh Council also requested that 
consideration be given to waivmg the Street Trading Consent fee, the charge for which is 
currently ;E106. 

RECOMMENDED 

That the Street Trading Consent Fee for Rochford Parish Council’s May Fayre, to be held on 
2nd May be waived, subject to the Street Tradmg Consent being approved. (HHHCC) 

211 APPLICATION FOR WAlVER OF PUBLIC ENTERTAlNMENT LIcFLNcE Fms, 
CANEWDON COMMUNlTY ASSCCL4TION BARN DANCE NBW HALL BARN, 
LAMBOURNElHALLROAD,CANEWDON 

The Sub-Committee considered the report of the Head of Housing, Health and Community Care c 
concermng an applmauon received from a Mrs. H. Stacey and Mr. S. Stacey for the grant of a 

* Public Entertainment Licence to hold the Canewdon Community Association Barn Dance at New 
Hall Barn, Canewdon on 29th May 1999 between 7.30pm and 11.45pm for 350 people. The 
Staceys had also submitted a fee waiver applicanon, together wnh supportmg fmancml 
information, relating to the Community Association and the Canewdon Village Hall and 
Commuruty Centre. 

Members noted that the event is to assist the Canewdon Community Association to meet the 
running costs of the Viiage Hall wtth 100% of the funds raised being contnbuted to the 
benefltmg organisation, after expenses. The charge for a public entertainment licence is currently 
f391.50. The Commumty Association is a registered chanty 

The Sub-Commtttee considered that in line wnh the Counctl’s existing policy for applications for 
fee watvers from similar organisations, the fee in this pamcular case should be discounted by 
80% and, on a motion by Councillor Mrs MA Weir and seconded by Councillor 
V.D. Hutchings it was 

RECOMMENDED 

l 
That, subject to the Public Entertamment Licence for the Canewdon Commumty Association 
being granted, an 80% fee waiver be approved. (HHCC) 

212 MKENMJMTlMECAPSULES 

The Sub-Cotmmttee considered the report of the Head of Corporate Polmy and Initiatives seekmg 
Members’ views on the burying of a ume capsule for the Millennmm Following previous 
discussions by the Sub-Commrttee, Officers had investigated the posstbihty of providing tnne 
capsules for each of the fourteen Parish and Town Councils and had determined likely costs. 

In addition, discussions had been held with a local company m the district concerning an 
altemauve option, the construchon of a larger ume capsule for Rochford Drstnct Council A 
smgle capsule of this size.would offer the opportumty for the Council to invtte Partsh and Town 
Councils to suggest or offer ttems for inclusion. It is unhkely that a charge would be made for 
the construction of this capsule Members considered each of these options, or whether a 
combiiahon of both would be appropnate, and assocclated issues such as the location of the 
capsule(s) and the preferred length of time of bunal. 
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Followmg dmcussron, It was concluded unammously that the possrbrlity of acquirmg a smgle 
nme capsule for the Drstrict Council, free of charge, should be pursued and that it should be 
located m the garden to the rear of the Old House at the Councrl’s Offces in Rochford 

In respect of the provision of a smaller capsule to each of the 14 panshes, Members considered 
that some Parishes may prefer to receive a cash sum with whtch to carry out their own schemes 4B 
rather than a trme capsule as such. To allow the panshes as much flextbility as possible, tt was 
therefore suggested that the f500 available from the Mthemum project budget for each 
Par&Town Council should be offered either as a cash donatton of E500 or as part cash donanon 
of ~5220 plus a compact time capsule at a cost of ~5280, includmg the inert argon gas ktt 
Following a vote, this proposal was agreed and it was 

Rl32OMMENDED 

(1)That a single tune capsule for Rochford District Council be acquired free of charge, and 
located in the garden behind the Old House at the Councrl Offices 111 Rochford. / 

(2)That each Parish and Town Council be offered either f500 cash donation towards their 
Millennium projects or a 5220 cash donatton plus a compact time capsule, at a total cost of E280, 
including the mert argon gas kit. (CE) 

213. BEACON MILLENNRTM BVBNT 

Members constdered the report of the Head of Leii and Chent Services which gave.details of 
the Beacon Miiennium Event and sought stews about the Dtstrict’s partictpation. The eL 
Sub-Commntee had, at a prevrous Meeting, agreed that Officers should investigate the feasibdity 
of re-erectmg the beacon at the Mrll Hall srte in Raylergh to allow its formal lightmg at an event cl 
to be determined. 

The Beacon Millennium Event’s objective is to ensure that, as the sun sets on the old Miiemnum 
a cham of beacons and fuework displays m villages and rural communities, towns and cmes wrll 
be lit throughout the nation, startmg at the Scottrsh Isles. In sequence others will follow and 
withm 8 hours, the final beacons will be ht in the Capital Cthes to herald the year 2000. Every 
Local Authority throughout the UK 1s being encouraged to partrcrpate in the settmg up and 
hghtmg of a beacon, which can be either a stand-alone event or be part of wrder Millennmm 
celebrations. The Sub-Committee considered a number of issues as follows: 

Whether the Distrtct should participate in the Beacon Millennium event Although some 
Members expressed concern that a civm beacon ceremony could lack public support, 
parucularly m vrew of the many competing events and attracttons taking place, others 
considered that the Counctl should not lose the opportunity to participate in a nauonal 

- event that should be seen as symbohc of the Mrlletiutu A motion put by Cotmcillor 
Mrs. M.A Wetr and seconded by Councillor D.A. Werr supporting the Council’s 
involvement in the Beacon Millenmum event was, following a vote, camed. The means l 
by whtch such an event should be organised locally was then considered, and it was agreed 
that Officers should make contact with local orgamsations, such as the Ltons Club, to ‘J 
identify any interest. Alternatively. the Council may need to consider estabhshing an -
orgamsing Committee. A report to the forthcoming meetmg of Fmance and General 
Purposes Committee, giving the outcome of the discussions with local organisations, a 
suggested profile for the organismg conmnttee, and esttmates of the hkely costs to the 
Councd in staff tline to adtmmster the event, was requested 

The m-erection of the beacon and posstble locations. Followmg the recommendation 
outlined above, it was clear that the Council’s beacon would need to be reerected The 
Corporate Director (Fmance and External Services) explamed that the repair of the 
exlstmg beacon, formerly located at Mill Hall, would cost approximately E2,KKl The 
Sub-Comnnttee considered thts figure to be excessive and requested that the cost of 
purchasing a new beacon be investtgated, and reported to Fmance and General Purposes 
Comnnttee, for comparauve purposes, Some Members also constdered that the sitmg of 
the beacon should be reconsrdered, since rt had not always been easily visible at Mill Hall. 

,* 

288 
. - 66 -



l 

The type of event to be hosted. It was suggestedthat other types of civic celebratory 
events could be iuveshgated, examplesincluded a church servrcein Raylergh, with whtch 
the beaconlightmg could be linked 

RECOMMENDED 

(1) That Rochford District Council should parttcipate in the front of the Beacon Mtllenmum 
Event and that the beacon should be re-erectedat the front of the Mtll Hall, wnh Finance and 
General PurposesCommittee bemg askedto considerhow this could be funded. 

(2) That officers should seekto identify a suitablelocal organisation to run the event (EL&CS) 

214. HCXXLEY PUBLIC HALL, BTJLLWOOD ROAD, HGCKLEY 

The hh-Comrmttee considered the report of the Head of Legal Services concerning a request 
from the Trustees of Hockley Pubhc Hall to purchaseland iu the Council’s ownership to provide 
vehmlar accessfor off street parking at the Hall. The provision of an off-street area would help 
to allevrate the problem of parkmg in Bullwood Road. Members noted that the land in quesuon1s 
unused; a sale would provide a receipt for the Council, and would benefit the local area by 
reducmg parkmg problems It is understoodthat Hockley Parish Council, in whose area the site 
1slocated, supportsthe proposal in prmciple. 

In reply to Member questions, the Chtef Assistant (Estates and Conveyancing) advised as 
follows. 

The Trustees of Hockley Pubhc Hall had submitted a planning application for their 
proposals, which is currently pending. The application would be consrdered by the 
Council’s Planning ServicesCommittee 

The area of land surroundmg the Hall, shown cross-hatchedon the plan accompanyingthe 
report, is designatedfor resident& use. 

It would be possrble to complete a long term lease of the land surroundmg the Hall to the 
Trustees,thereby retaining the site in the Council’s ownership and control. 

Wah regard to the strip of land runrung behind Bullwood Road, the Cnme Prevention 
Officer had contirmed that criminal entry had been gained to adlacent houses from this 
die&on, a Member suggestedthat conademtion should be given to tts dtsposal to the 
owners of these properties It was concludedthat the future of thusstrip of land should be 
consideredby the Budget Monitormg Working Group. 

.~ 
On a Motion by Councillor D.AI Weir and secondedby Councdlor G Fox, it was

c) 
RECOMMENDED 

(1) That the area of land immediately surrounclmgHockley Public Hall (shown hatched on the 
Head of Legal Servrces’Plan) be leasedto the Trusteesof the Public Hall at a peppercorn rent for 
a period of 125 years, and on such other terms and comhhons as the Head of Legal Services 
deemsnecessary. 

(2) That the future of the smp of land to the mar of properties in Bullwood Road (shown 
cross-hatchedon the plan) be referred to the BudgetMonitoring Working Group (HIS) 

215. GREATWARERIN GHEALTHCENTFCE- LICENCEOFLAND 

The Sub-Committee consrdered the report of the Head of Legal Services concemmg a request 
from Great Wakering Health Centre to licencefrom the Councd a parcel of land of approxtrnately 
114 75m2, to accommodatea temporary surgery and offrce bmlding, whilst the present building 
is demolished and rebuilt on the exrstmg site The land in question currently comprises part of 

,. I’ 
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the neighbouring Counal-owned recreation ground and its location was shown by the 
cross-hatchedareaon the Head of Legal Servtce’sPlan accompanymg the report. 

It was noted that the licence is required for a year from July 1999, the anticipated start date for 
the rebuild, subJectto a planning apphcation being submitted and plannmg approval given. The 
terms of the licence would mclude the reinstatementof the grassed surface. It would be for a 
period of up to 12 months extendablefrom month to month if necessary,m order to allow for the 
rebmld. Although generally agreeableto the proposed hcence, Members were anxious to ensure 
that the Council’s legal costs would be coveredby the charge to the hcensee and also suggested 
that the position should be reviewed after 15 months, should the hcensee wish to extend the 
agreementbeyond that hme 

RECO-ED 

That the Head of Legal Services completes a licence at a nominal sum for occupauon of 
approxunately 114.75 metresof land asshown crosshatched on the Head of Legal Service’s plan, 
for a penod of up to 12 months and thereafterfrom month to month untrl determined, and on such 
other terms and conditions as the Head of Legal Services deems necessary, ensuring that the 
licensee meets the Councrl’s reasonable legal costs and is responsible for satisfactory 
reinstatementof the site following terminationof the agreement. (HIS) 

216. LANDADJOININGFAIRMEAD. RAYLEIGH 

The Sub-Comrmtteeagreedthat the future of this site should be considered initially by the Budget 
Momtoting Working Group. 

217. BLATC!IIESFARM,E4STWOOD 

The Sub-Conumttee considered the report of the Head of Legal Services regarding the posstble 
purchase of land at Blatches Farm, Eastwood whtch is owned by Essex County Council. 
Members were reminded that, at Council on 20th October 1998, the use of receipts from the sale 
of land at Etheldore Avenue to finance the acqmsition of land at Blatches was considered but it 
was resolved that this income should ”...benefit the people of Hockley m patttcular and all 
resrdents of Rochford Dlsmct in general.” The resolution further referred to the ECOgUihOII of 
Hockley as a pnortty to benefit from the capital receipt. The Chief Assistant (Estates and 
Conveyancing) also confmned that Essex County Counctl had prevtously offered the Ditnct 
Council fist refusal to purchase the land, thereby meeting the appmpnate statutory obligations 
and would now, therefore, be selling the sateon the open market. 

The Sub-Committee noted that the acqmsitionof all or part of the Blatches land could help resist 
any nrosnect of coalescencewtth the buraeonhrgoutreaches of Southend @ashvood) and further 

_ ~~ pro&t the GreenBelt. 
a-

A number of Members spoke in support of the purchaseof one, or preferably both, parcels of land w 
and it was suggestedthat consideration of the matter could best be given by the newly formed 
Council followmg the elections m May. A matron to this effect by Councrllor D.A. Werr and _ 
secondedby Councillor Mrs. M A. Weir was followmg a vote, declared carried and rt was 

RECOMMENDJ3 

That the posstble acquisihon of land at Blatches Farm, Eastwood, be deferred for consideration 
by Council UUhl after the May elections. (HIS) 

218. PROPOSED SALE. OF LAND IN SWEYNE AVENUE, HAWKWELL TO W.H. ROYER 
BUJLDERSANDCONTRACTORS 

The Sub-Commrtteeagreedthat the future of thts sne should be consrderedmtually by the Budget 
Momtonng Workmg Group. 
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219 coMMuNITY(sENTREs OWNED BY THECOUNClL 

The Sub-Committee received and noted the report of the Head of Legal Services concerning 
commumty centres owned by the Couucd The report gave informatron concemmg ftmdmg. 
commumty use, rental and mamtenance arrangements, as requested at the Sub-Committee’s 
Meeting on 18th December 1998. 

220. EXCLUSION OF THE PUBLIC 

RSOk!d 

That under Sechon 100(A)(4) of the Local Government Act 1972, the public be excluded from 
the Meetmg for the followmg items of business on the grounds that they involve the likely 
disclosure of Exempt InfomahOn as defined in Paragraphs 1 and 7 of Part 1 of Schedule 12A of 
the Act. 

221 APPLICATION FOR WAIVER OF PUBLIC ENTERTAINMENT LICENCE FEES - OPEN 
AIR CONCERT & CUSTOM SHOW, MALYONS FARM, LOWER ROAD, HULLBRJJXX 

NOTE Councillor C R Morgan declared a non-pecuniary interest in this matter by vntue of his 
acquaintance wtth the owner of Malyons Farm. 

The Sub-Committee constdered the confidential report of the Head of Housing, Health and 
Commumty Care concerning an apphcation for a fee waiver for a pubhc entertainmeut licence0 received from Mrs R Jopson,5 Worcester Drive, Rayleigh and Mr M Beckwnh of Malyons Farm, 

1 Hullbridge. The event to which the application related was an open au concert and custom show 
at Malybns Farm, Lower Road, Hullbndge on Sunday, 15 August 1999 between loam and 6pm 
for 600 people 

RFY2OMhENDED 

That, subject to the Public Entertainment Licence for the Open Air Concert and Custom Show at 
Malyons Farm bemg approved,an 80% fee waiver be approved (HHHCC) 

222. STAFFLEAVEARRANGE3ENlYS FORC!HRISTMAS~~~~ANDTHENHWYEAR~MKI 

NOTE Councillor C R Morgan left the Meettng durmg discusston of this matter. 

The Sub-Committee considered m confidence the report of the Chtef Executive seeking 
Members’ views on the leave arrangementsfor staff over the Christmas and New Year periods, 
the hours of opening for the Council Offkes, and the imphcattons for the Authority m terms of 
provision of servrces and emergency/out of hours cover over that penod. With Members’~ 
agreement, thts report had been moved from the public to the confidenhal section of the Agenda

0 
It was noted that for Chnstmas aud New Year 1999/2ooO,the Government has already recognised 
Monday, 27th December and Tuesday, 28th December as statutory Bank Holidays m heu of 
Chnstmas and Boxmg Day and had determined that Friday, 31stDecember 1999 should be 
treated as an addmonal one-off Bank Hohday. Monday 3rd January 2OCKlwiIl also be a statutory 
Bank Hohday. 

Members were also remmded that tt has, smce 1996, been the Councrl’s practice to grant an 
additronal day’s leave,whrch is taken on a setday between Christmas and New Year. A range of 
opttons for the opening/closure of the Council Offices were exammed and it was considered of 
paramount importance td ensure the continued provisron of an acceptable level of service to the 
public; as such, closure over the entne Chnstrnasperiod was not considered pmcttcable. On a 
motion by Couucrllor Mrs J Helson and secondedby Counctllor P FA Webster tt was agreed to 
recommend that the Council Offices should open on 29th and 3GthDecember. with adequate 
staffing levels to be deterrmnedby the appropriateManager. The addihonal day’s leave granted 
by the Council would not, this year, be on a set day but could be taken at any ttme between 
24th December and 4th January, agam wrth managersensuring the pmvrsron of adequate staff 
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cover. Members also discussed the question of whether the Authonty should should consrder 
making a special “one-off’ payment for out of hours/emergencycover over the Mdlenmum New 
Year period The Chref Execuhve informed the Sub-Conumttee that he had received details of 
on-gomg nahonal &scussions between trades umons and employers assocrations concerning 
possible payments. Members agreedthat it was nnportant that the Council did not set a precedent 
in awarding any addihonal payments for out of hours/emergency cover over that period and it 0 

was therefore considered more prudent to await the outcome of the nahonal negotiatrons before 
making a final decision 

RECOhfMENDED 

(1) That the Council’s Offices should open on 29th and 30th December, wrth managersensuring 
the provision of an adequatelevel of staff cover. 

(2) That the additional day’s leave grantedby the Council can be taken on any day outside public 
holidays, between 24th December and 4th January,at managers’ discretion. 

(3) That a decrsronon the award of any specialpayment for out of hours/emergencycover over 
the MrUennium New Year period await the outcomeof nanonal negohations. (CE) 

223 COMMUNITY INFORMATION cZENlW, RAYLEIGH 

The Sub-Committee consrderedthe confidential report of the Corporate Director (Law, Planning 
and Admtmstration) concerning the consequencesof pmvidmg two part-time posts covering 
mommgs and afternoons.to mamtaiu a serviceat the Commumty Information Centre, Rayleigh. 0 

Members examined in patttcular the financial 
cousequehcesfor the existmgfull time post. 

mrphcattons for the Authority and the 
;4 

The Sub-Committee was generally suppomve of the proposals outhned m the report and it was 
considered essential that Offricers manage workloads to ensure the effective use of staff hme at 
the Informatton Centre. The Chref Executive confIrmed that staff workloads would be examined 
as part of the forthconung review of mcephon arrangementsat the Council’s Offices. 

On a motton by Councrllor C R Morgan and secondedby Councrilor Mrs MA Weir, rt was 

RECOMMEHDED 

(1) That the two part tie Community Information Officers, Post NoAD11 and AD12 become 
part of the permanentestabhshment. 

(2) That the Commumty Information Officer, Post No AD10 be relocated to the Rochford offices 
on the basis outliied in the Corporate Dnector’s repot-&(CD(LPA). 

224. SINGLE STATUS AGREHMENT 39 HOURWEFK -0 

The Sub-Committee considered the confidenbal report of the Corporate Dnector (Law, Planning 
and Administration) concerning the National Jomt Councd Agreement on standardrsation of 
hours, whtch incorporated advice and guidance from the Regional Employers. Members noted 
that the effect of the agreement1sto increasehourly rates for manual workers from the date of 
reduction m their standard hours Staff working 39 hours a week on 31 March wig receive the 
same pay in April but be required to work on 37 hours a week Workmg prachces will be revlsed 
to make the best use of time and maintam existing levels of output under the new arrangements 
but clearly, in the meanthne,there wtll be an addihonal cost 111overtime working in somecases. 

The Corporate Dtrector (Pmance and External Servmes) idenhfied those staff affected by the 
Smgle Status Agreement and rt was agreedthat, for a.Ubut one category, there could, through the 
rearrangement of workmg practices, be a reduction m hours v&out the need for overttme. The 
exception was three part-ume car park attendantswhere it would not be couductve to good 
management to reduce the cumulative hours worked each week Members agreed that the 
addmortal costs in this caseshould be met 

-



REcohmENDm 

(1) That the muoduchon of a standard 37 hour week be agreed. 

a (2) That the cost of mamtainmg a car park attendant senxe for the current level of hours 
provided by the three part time posts be met (CD&PA). 

The Meeting closed at 10.20 pm. 
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