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R’XHFORDDISTRICTC!GUNCIL 


At a Meeting held on 6th July 1999. Present CknmcrUors N. Harris (Chanman), 
PA Becker& C.I. Black, G Fox, T. Livings, C R Morgan, P. S&ebbing, RE Vingce 
arid P FA Webster 

* , Apologies: GnmclIlor Ml-s. J. HA 

Resolved that the Mmutes of the Meetmg of 1st June 1999 be approved as a correct 
recordandstgnedbytbeChmnmm 

265. MA-ARISING 

There was one matter arising as omlmd belOW~- 

The Semor Asskmt Sohcnor remmded tie Commmee tht,at1tslastllE&ng,offim 
were requested to contact the Local Govermmmt Association (LGA) concemmg the 
need for Members to have mdemuity msumnce wh they me on cut&e bodies m a 
decmmmakmgca&ty. TheLGAhassmceconfiiedthatasthelawst&s,Lecal 
Anthorities have no paver to mdenkfy members on ouuhle bodies who take de&ions 
against any snbsequent legal claims. It suggested that coImcils dvlse members of then 
position when appomtmg them and encomage the outside b0me.s to take out indennuty 
insurance Guidance 1s available from the msnrers Zurmh Municipal 

The Comnnttee was inform2 that another opuon 1s for the Council to reconsider 
tither it needs to be represented on outside bodies that have no msurance. A renew 
of Comtcrl membership on outside bodies wrh be undertaken at the begmnmg of next 
yesrandwiBt&etbmmsuemtozcount. 

InreplytoaMemberquestion,theSeniorAsslstantSolicitoradvlsedrhatthenecessary 
hiemnlty msmanceshould be scqht from the outside body concerned, since rt would 
not be provuied by the Cotmcrl. 

a 2M h4laiBERsINTHREsIs 
Camcdlor C.R.Morgan declared a peammy mterest m the report concemmg me 
mtemal audn of payments to canvassers durmg electtons (Mmute 272). 

267. BEACON STATUS INITIA’ITVB 

The Commrtkx consdered the report of the Chmf Execuuve wmch outlined fnrther 
detmls m respect of the Beacon Status scheme Members were remmded that, at the 
Medmg of the Committee held on 6th Apml 1999, &tads of the prospectus in relshon 
to the Beacon Council scheme initmtrve were considered, and it was msolved that it 
would be appropriate to awatt recerpt of the appkatmn forms and selection crtterm 
before determmmg a course of actlon to adopt. 

An apphcatlcm brochure outhmng the rules of the scheme and detatls of the selechon 
criteria had since been mmvd, with a return date for applicahons of 31st July 1999. 
The Committee was mformed bat, in the fti year, counctls are mvited to &nut 
applicauous for beacon status m up to 3 out of 7 servtce and cross-cutting servme areas, 
with the expectanon that beacon status wrll be awarded for only one se~ce area per 

mmcll m order to mamtam a representatrve and geographical spread of beacon 
cG?mcils 
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Members noted that there would be r&scxlrce irilpllcatlons both in respect of completig 
the applicatmn form and, If awarded the stams fu1fillmg some of the cntena relating to 
spredmg beacon statns best prachce, although such work would be likely to receive 
some SiddltlolEd grant fnndmg. 

In~~therewculdbe~cn~thattheAuthoritywonklneedtofolU Itwas 
cwsldered that, at present, It is doubtfnl whether the Council would meet all these, 
parhcularIy in th-e areas for which apphcatrons could be submitted Several of the 
criteria seed dr&ult to attribute to R&ford The Commutes conch&d, therefom, 
that the benefits and nming of thrs first round of the Beacon Council Imtiattve were 
outweighed by the bkely disadvantages to the Anthorny, both in terms of resources and 
its eligibility at present to meet all of the specttied criterm It was agreed that the 
J~hatwe should be noted at thts stage, wttb a watching brief so that the Authority can 
safeguard its posttion in fntme years as the Imtmtive develops. 

Thatthe~doesnotpafiueabidsabmissionatthisstage. (CR) 

268. PEX~BUSINESS 

Thechaumanagreedto~tthefonowing~~ofpemnentbnsinesstolrpdate 
Members on recent developmmts. 

I). m with Castle Pumt Borou&Quncil 

‘I&. Corporate Director (Fmauce and External Services) mfonr& the Comtmttee of a 
number of recent Audrt Servmes Initmt~es m partnership with Castle Pomt Bomugh 
Commrl, which had pmved very prcdnchve. These included traming of tlus Counctl’s 
new Auditor by Castle Pomt, wrth the mtentmn that another new member of staff wrll 
also mve similar hainmg thts Au&mm; the sharmg of the rtsk assessment being 
undertaken as pat of the Audit Plan, and jomt working m respect of specml 
investlga~ons where necessary, and to cover star7 shortfalls. In the long term, rt was 
hoped that tke proozss renew exercise could also be undertaken jointly. The resource 
m@icahons of such mve.s were hkely to be neutral, 

li) w 

TtteCorporateDlrrctordrewtheComrmaee’sattentiantothelpeedtocarrycuta 
detmled tit of the Cotmctl’s computer systems, and posstble ways in whmh such an 
andit could be efftied. It was suggested that an appmprmte strategy woukL m 
partnershrp~~otherIhstrict~,betodeterminethecomblneddemandfora 
computer an&t and then to pmpam a tender to obtam the service from the pnvate s&or. 
It would therefore be mcemarytoprepareaspeciticationandtdenttfycostings,andto 
obtmn the approval of the potential partners before proceeding The Comnnttee agreed 
that prehminary inveshgations should be carried out by the Corporate Director and staff 
fmm the Audtt Services Sechon, followmg which a farther report would be submitted to 
the Comrmttee rdentifying hkely costs m order that an estimate couid be mcluded v&in 
the draft budget. 

Resoived 

That preliminary invesngation of the proposals set out above for canymg out a 
computer audit, in con~rmctton wrth other Dtstnct Councils, be undertaken. 
Km=w 

269. EXCLUSION OF ‘IlIE PUEXJC 

Resolved 

That under Section 100(A)(4) of the Local Government Act 1972, the public be 
excluded from the Meetmg for the followmg mems of busmess on the grounds that they 
mvolve the likely drsclosure of Exempt Inforrnahon as defined in Paragraph 14 of Part 1 
of S&e&de 12A of the Act 
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270 COUNTERING HOUSING BENEFIT FRAUD 


- I 


The Comnutte constdered the conEdenttal report of the Head of Revenue and Housmg 
Management wluch was the thud in a senes that had been agreed at the previous 
nwehng. It examined the management of bmei%s admmdmhon and tnchtdcd a 
‘ChecU for Actmn’ taken from the Audit Commission Handbook Against each of 
the Haldbc&s mo nmahhons was shown an mdtcator of the extent of the 
Authority’s extstmg compliance. A number of areas were consrdered m mom detail by 
the conmuaee as shown below: 

NumbemxipolnLsland2( -y and quahty control; recovermg overpayments) 
In reply to a Member questron, the Corporate JJtrector (Fmsnce and External Servtces) 
mdmated that details c-g sszuracy end quality control would be mchtded wnhm 
the qwterly peS3rmnce mdmtors qmt. In respect of the recovery of overpayments, 
itwasagreedthatalldebtsshouldbe~anda~erreportonthepracbcalrties 
of such a pobcy would be presented to a future Meetnng of the Committee. 

ii) Dlwlmentati~ - cl- 

Numbered ponds 3 and 5. It was indrcated that the application proforma rs tc be 
reviewed next year; a meeting held some years ago wtt.h the benefit user group which 
mcluded the Cthzens Advice Bureau had detenrdned the format of the present 
document. For blmd appltcants, the informahon could lx made a&able in braille. 

ii) Remonse to Tel- 

Numbed pmt 9. It was recogmsed that providing a freephone enquny number on 
correspondence would have corporate rmphcauons and there was no evtdence to 
suggest that such a fanlrty was mqmred. 

Numbered point 10 The need to state when telephone calls would be answemd was 
necessBIy only for rmth.onhes that placed a mstrtchon on telephone contact and would 
not apply to R&ford. 

Numtmrd pint 11. The Corporate Dtrector Informed the Comucttee that every effort 
1s rode to contact tenants prior to the lmplementatton of major legrslahve pohcy 
changes, so tt was cc&&red nnnecessaryto open telephone lmes m the evenings or at 
weekends for thts ptrr~xz. 

Numbered Point 13 (the need to confirm telephone convemahons m wrrtmg) It was 
expired that at R&ford, apphcauts would speak d&t to the assessors often m 
person, tather than with admhmtmttve staff, so the need to confhm the content of 
telephone conversations in wrrhng was, perhaps, leas Some Members suggested that 
telephone conversahons could be nxorded, and Officers tmdernxk to evaloate the 
nuphcahons and costs of this suggestton on a Corporate basrs 

Numbered pomt 14 It was confirmed hat locations and openmg times am already 
bemg mchtded in letters sent to applicants. 

Numbered pomt 16 (the need for service level agreements wnh housmg assccmttons). It 
was noted thas at present, a Servtce Level Agreement (SLA) musts only with me 
Moat Housmg Associahon; although other Asscciahmrs had been contacted, none had 
expressed a wash to conclude an Agreement. Members cons&red mat, to a&eve 
consistency, SLAs should dealIy be completed wnh ail Housmg Assocratmns and 
requested that officers make fnrthr contact, gaving poslhve encouragement to 8CbVe 
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Numbered p&t 18 (the need to carry out regular, dady quahty coutml checks on 
assessment and other work) The Corpomtc Dncctor mfornn?d the Committee that tire 
external audmxs had expressed some concern about the extent of extstmg chmking 
arrangements, but it was remgmed that any addihonal che&ng would have resoolce 
impkaho~~~. Whist generally satdied mh current phCe and the relatively low 
error level, Members agreed that conMued momtormg was nemmary given the external 
auw mncern 

(4 BacWoPs 

Numbered pomt 24 (the need to act upon nohtication of cessatton of entitlements or 
payments endmg wrthm one worlcmg day). The Committee agreed that present 
arrmgernents, to deal wth such instzmces v&m acheque week, were r&q&e. 

Fksold 

That Bchon be taken mnceming the Audit Commissmn’s Benefits Administration as 
outlined m the Head of Servrces’ report aud to reflect the views expressed by the 
Commttm as outi above. (HRHM) 

271. COIJNEXING HOUSING BENEFIT FRAUD - STAFP DEKURATIONS 

The Committee considered the confidential report of the Corporate Director (Fiuancc 
and External Servtces) concemmg arrangements for a staff dc&ration as part of tbc 
Authonty's achon to counter housing benefit fraud and whrch provtded chanfication of 
concern raked at the Comnuttm’s last Meetmg ‘lkse were as follows 

- the mchrsion of the phrase “suspected fraud” m the signed declaration pmvtded by 
. each member of staff which would, tt was considered, be nnfau and agamst the 

IllbOfUtiJUSh~. 

- whether the Council should rqmre a d&aratton regarding any drscrplinary achon 
bemg taken against an Officer in respect of possrble foam& even though the 
mvestigauon decided there was no proven case. 

The Cormniaee was lnfwrned of advm received from the AuQt Cornmission in respzt 
of these tssues, and tt was agreed that the followmg wordmg be used m the staff 
dtdEUlOll: 

“has been subject to d~scrplinary e&on which had been substanttated or had left an 
employment pnor to its conclusion, m respect of any aspect of H-g Benefit Fraud”. 

Durmg -ion, the Committee noted the trend for references to ask more specific 
quesions conmmln g cntployecs’ disciplinary records and clearly the comlcll would, if 
spmflcally asked, need to dtvtdge detads of all dtsctphnary actton, even If 
mconchrsive, when pmvtdmg references. Equally, when constdermg appomtments, the 
Council would need to request full details of potmhd employees’ duztplmary re=con& 
but would not regard msmnces Of UUpl-OWll diSC@inary aCtlOll Bs PiTJUdPXd to 2lU 
iuditiual’s appltcauon. 

Resolved 

That~wstaffbe~tosignthe~larabonassetontintheC0rporateD~M.s 
report KD(F=m 

212. INTERNALADDlTRW3RTS 

The Commatee considered the confidenual report of the Chref Executive wbmh 
mchtded the foUowmg -
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- s- of two mtemal andlt rep*, 5mlnsGq Elections - Payment to 
Canvassers (05) and the Youth Training Scheme (06). 

- The tpto-date copy of the momtormg doammt for the audit report 
l-emnumndations. 

- The momtormg report for the Audit Commission publicatmns. 

Dunng diiscnssmn, the Ckef Ex~ve inforrxd the committee bt the Audit 
Conmussion’s rtx ommendationsmreqectof”MeasareofSuccess-Settmgand 
monitoring local pxformance targets” would be addressed m forthcommg reports on the 
Government’s Best Value imtiahve; those relating to “AU Aboanl - a review of Local 
transport and travel m urban areas outsick London” would need to be considered wrthm 
the J&A Transport Pian, about which a Men&& semnmr was to take plaoe Inter in the 
month. 

Resolved 

(l)Wtl= recommendations cuntabd w&n the two audit reports be agreed 

(2)That the Ati C!O~~ISSIO~ publicahon summary and the acWmnal 
remmrmndahm amlng horn the new pubhcatbms be noted (CE) 

TheMeetmgclosedat845pm 
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RGCHEQRDDISIRICI’CGUNCIL 

MmmesofmeTranspoaarion&E . -1c3txvkscommittee 

At a Meting bdd on 7th July I%9 Presudz~Councdlors V.H Leach (Chamnmt), 
R Adams, R S. Allen, DE Barnes, ‘2.1 Black, DM. Ford, Mrs JE. Ford, K^k Gibbs, 
MIS J.M Grles, Mrs H.L.A. Glynn, J.E. Grey, A Hosking, VD. Hutch& 

’ , c.c LanglandsandMrs MJ WebstY. 

Apologies: Gmncillors GC. Angus, J. Diikmn, DR Helson, R.A Pearson 
Mrs MS. Vmce and D.A Weu. 

snbstitutes: Councillors G. Fox, P.D. Stebbhrg, PF A. Webster aud Mrs MA. Weu. 

2l3. J3ssEcANDsouTHEND WASTEPLAN-UPDATE 

Note: 

(1) The Chanman admmed ttus item of busmess as urgent in view of its close 
relationsfnp to the Committee’s dehbons on the Waste. Strategy for Rcchford. 

TbeCommitteeconslderedtherepoltof~HeadofCorporatePolyrpnd~v~ 
~vl~ganupdateonthe~lls9ionofthaEssexW~cOnsottmmofficerS 
Essex Ccmnty Council and Southendo&ea Borough Cmmcrl m respect of revismm to 
the Essex Waste Plan and provrdmg details of the current tunetable and arrangements 
fortheLccalPlanInqmry. 

Pnortothe cxmnllelKJe~nt of d&ate, tbz Head of corporate Policy & Initiauves 
in~~thattheLocalmaaIrequtrytimetablewas~lytobeofsy;weeksintotal 
withaoneweekbreak. TheHeadofLegalServrccsadviaedonanapproachmadeto 
LegalCormselwrthanewtoI)lstnctrepresentationattbeInquny. Asthesame 
Counsel was aetmg for Chehnsford Borough Cwncrl, there would be a need to consult 
the Borough before prwzding. 

During debate ml in reqmnse to Member qmestrons, officers rmlicated/advised that.- 

- It would be of vahte for the Council to endorse the wording of pohctes developed 
bytheconsortmm. 

- TheConntycOancilhadm~thafwhilstaSschedulewasa~~forpublic 
inspection,itwasnotpartoftheLocalPlamungprocessatthisstage. Thebqector 
had already III&W !bt he was unhappy wah this approach and would l&e 
provision to be made for public mpmsem&on. Should certain recormnendations be 
placed on deposit after the Inqmry, thrs would clearly lengthen the Inqmry process. 

- Southenda-Sea Borough Council had a role to play from a geographtcal 
perspecave. 

- Land6ll f&ii promion is largely a commer&l operahon (facrhties being 
pmately owned). The indications me that Thurrock Borough Council can currently 
contain rts own waste capacity 

- Materials BssDciated with the &maul’s recycling trial went to either the Basildon or 
southende areas for sorung 

- The necesnty for environmental impact assessmnt stcuhes would depend on the 
nature of srtes 

- Thecouncllwouldatsomestagehavetoidentrfysmansltestodealwahwaste 
across the Distuti Dependmg on mater&, some of these 
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- Proofs of evidence for the Inquiry would be requked by the m&ile of September. 
A clear, unambiguous, posmm wcald need to be pmse@ed by the Consortium. 

- Any request that the Southend& Bomngh review G-G ~m&nKty of a site 
w&n its own boundzuie+ would be llkccdstenttiGmsoltium0bjmh~. 

- Iftherewelenopollcie.sdealhJgwhl- kinemtionnnthmaLocalPlan,itwouldbe 
~ near impossible to prevent the possib@ of in&emtic+~ 

- Itwaslmpoaanttovorcefinancialissnesfiom&velopmentoftheWaSaLocal 
Plan. 

Durmg&~refe-wasmedetotfaeMportanceofwsuring~Legalconnsel 
could be folly mmrnittedtotheDistnct’scaseatInqnily. Thewassonmemncan~ 
the c.m-npM nature of Cormty paperwork in terms of the average person being able 
to develop an approprkte understanding. Reference was made to evidence that the 
Cmnty had already rmelved several themand objmtions to propods. It was 

, dlsappom~g~theColmtywasnotplaclngcertain~ntscadepcsit Thepublic 
ceaainlyneededmknowthermphcatlonsofthosed~n~. Intermsoftiunpacton 
theco~~,tbeW~mancoaldberecognisedasthelargestissnefacmgthe 
District. 

(l)~theleportOftbeHeadOfCocpo~POlicy&Initiativesberefertedtothe I)
F ’ atal Health SubCommittee and then onto ti Committee’s Urgency 
Su~lnmlaee a5 appnpde. 

(2)that a h&.&g of the Ekiroun~ntal Health ,%&Gmmittee be scheduled for 
Friday16thJ~1999forthepurposeofconsrderingtherepoa. (HtTPI) 

274. WASTESTRATEGY-ECOLQGlK4DFMTREPORTS 

‘Iix Committee mnsxieml the report of the Head of Housmg Health & Community 
Care on the Ecologka draft fmal reports “Prom -al to Drvemon” and “A High 
Dwersion Plan for the District of R&ford”. 

Mr.KCollinsofEcologikaLtdwasin~ndanceatthemeetingtopresentthereports. 
Mr. Collins wished to em&ask. that, in his experience, any public bodies involved in 
caqagns to reject the kcation of incinenaors within their area found that the isntes 
were under debate for a pencd of many years. Given !he ~~ycling process already 
a&able v&in tbz l3strict, he would not expect to see mcmeration h8rodu& 

reqmnse to Member questions Ofkers advised of the need for early Council * 
isious to enable the commencement of work on the recycling contract WhXst sow 
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Authoritiesdidnotwnectgreenwaste,~greenwastef~yhadbeenad~ssa 
partmlm feature of the Rochford Recycling System on its mtrcdnctmn. 

During debate, Members reqgnkd that the costs assm&ed with mcoinmendation~ m 
the Jhlogka repat could have substanhal imphcahons for the Council’s capital 
expendimre programme Any pqosals would clearly need to be looked at on a global 
basis, taking account of other capital projects. 

The following Motion was moved by CoumcillorG.Fox and seconded by 
councillor P.D. Stebbillg:- 

“(1) That thu Authorrty sets up a Workmg Group to exarnhre m d&all the implications 
of the qgeshons and recommendatioIls in the Ecologka report. 

(2)ThatthisAuthontyobtiunsasmnchlmpaaial~~~asposstbleon~eiimpact 
on the envrronmcnt and pubhc health of the prq~&snggesttons contained m me 
above mentioned report. 

Duringdebaterekrencewasmadetofbevalueofbelngawareof~optionsand 
gaining a detailed knowledge of hknemtron. Some Members referred to their own 
expeaence of the incin~onhacyclmg debate and felt that there would always be 
opposing views rather than spific clear direction, parbcukly as mcmeration was a 
movmg science. The Cornnuttee recognised the value of a smalkr grmp of Members 
givmg de&&d consideratmn to the repoa, fnntkukly bearnag in mhrd the tinancml 

An amendment that the term ‘Workmg Group’ be replaced by ‘F!nvicmmental Health 
Sub-Committee’ and that Paragraphs (2) to (4) of the Motton be deleted was moved by 
ConnciUor P.F.A Webster and seconded by Conncillor JE, Grey. The amendment was 
won on a show of hands and rt was:- 

ThatthekvtmnmantalHealthSub-Commifteebe~toexammemdetailthe 
imphcahons of the sng+shons and rec.onnnendahons m the Ikologtka 
report. (HHHCC) 

Note: Pursuant to Standing Order 24(4), Counc~Uor G. Fox wrsbed it to be reconkl that 
he had voted against this decision 

2l5. EXCLXJSION OF ‘IFIE PUBLIC 

Resold 

That, under Sechon 100(A)(4) of the Local Government Act 1972, the publm be 
excluded from the Meetmg for the following item of business on the gmtmds that it 
involves the likely disclceure of Exmnpt Infmon as defined m Paragraph 9 of Part 1 
ofSchedtde12AoftheAct. 

276 EMpLoyMBwToFLEGALcQuNsEL 

TheHeadofLegalServicesrepoaedonthe~onsav~letothecouncllwithreganl 
to the appointment of Legal Counsel to represent the Dmtrict at the foithconnng Waste 
PlanInquiry. He confind the admaagmus financial arrangenmts whtch could be 
avarlable should Connsel currentiy under mstmctmn by Chelntaford Rorough Council 
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l On a M&m moved by CoumUm D. E. Barnes and seconded by ti. M.J. Wet&x, itW&S:-

(1)Tbat. subject tn the agreement of Cbebnsfmi Borough Cmtcd, tbu Cuuml 
approach Mrk Porter QC to represent Rocbfmd Distmt at the forthcommg Waste 
PlanInquiry. 

(2)That the FT? & Gwmal Purposes Commd&e be repeated to identify 
;prpropr~proprry III respect of such appmmmt ma the mecbanim of I& Urgency 

appmpnate. (IILS) 
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ROCIIFORD DISTRICr COUNCIL 

Mmutes of the Plannmg Serwccs Conmnttee 

At a Meetmg held on 8th July 1999. Present Councdlors R E Vmgoe (Chanman), 
R. Adams, D E Barnes. C I Black, T G Cutmore, J M. DIckson, D M Fotd, 
Mrs J E Ford, G Fox. KA Gibbs, Mrs J M Gdes, J E Grey, Mrs H L A Glynn, 
A Hosking, Mrs A.R. Hutchmgs, V D Hutchmgs. CC Langlands V II Leach, 
Mrs S.J. Lemon, T Llvmgs, C R. Morgan, P D Stebbmg, Mrs M S Vmce, 
Mrs MJ Webster, P FA Webster, D A Weu and Mrs M A Weu 

Apologies Councdlors G S. Angus, Mrs J Hall, D.R. H&on, Mrs. J. Helson, 
GA. Mockford, R A Pearson and Mrs W M St&enson 

PF?IER-D 

The Comrmttee welcomed Mr. Peter W&head, Semor Planner who was ittendmg tns 
first meetmg of the Platuuq Services Committee 

BLATCHIZS l&h4 
‘,I 

The Committee were advised thti f&e M&mg &h E&x County &mciI in r&&on’ to 
Blat&es Farm ww.dd be takmg plti on Monday t6th August 1999 m the afternoon1 

The Mtnutes of the Meeting held on 17th June 1999 were approved as a correct record 
and signed by the Chanman 

MEMBEfLs INTERsE 

Councdlors Mrs H L A Glynn and V.H. Leach~aach &&red Non-Pecuniary Interests 
m Paragraph 6 of the Schedule of Development Apphcahons and Recornmendattons 
(Mmute 283) by virtue of knowledge of tmth the appbcant and shopkeepers within the 
v1ctntty. 

DISABLED ACCESS MATIERS 

The ChaIrman advised Members that a dwabled access matter au&t was bemg 
und&n by Mr Ben Jones, Building Control Manager as a matter of pnorlty and It 
would be subwt of a report to a future meecmg.. 

APPOINTMENT OF REPREZXNTATIVE To URGENCY SUBCOMMITTEE 

The Committee constdered the report of the Head of Admmlstrauve and Members 
Se~ces which ad& Members of the need to appomt one othw Member to pm the 
Channman and Vlce-Chalrman of the Plann,tng Services Commmce for an Urgency 
Sub-Committee On a show of hands tt was 

Resolved 

That Counnllor D A Wtxr JO,” Counctllor R E Vmgoe as Chamnan and Councdlor 
Mrs HL.A Glynn as VlceChatnan of the Plannmg Services Comnuttee to lx ttns 
Commrttfz’s Urgency SubCommtttee (HAMS) 

SCHEDULE OF DEVBLOPMENT APPLICATIONS AND RFCOMMENDA~ONS 

The Head of Planrung Services suhmmed a Schedule ot Develqxnent Apphcattons for 
conslderatmn and a hst of Plannmg Apphcatlons ati Butldmg Regulation Apphcattons 
decided under dekgahon smce 17th June 19% 
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Psm Dl - 9XC618KOU - Land AdJacenl7.0 MIlton Close, Raylcrgh 

Proposal Change use of hrghway land to resnlenttal garden wth wwtmn of brick wall 
2 metms hrgh 

In notmg the Officer’s rccornmendatmn tor approval, the Commtttce concrdered that the 
hrghway land subJect of the apphcaoon made a valuable contnbutmn to the pubhc 
amenny of the estate and aocordmgly n was 

That the applnxtmn be refused for the f0l10w1ng reaSOn. 

(0 The proposal, If pemutted, wll be detnmental to the chaMcta and appearance 
of the area: m parttcular, M&on Close, which serves as a prtmary access route 
UICD the estate, by vutue of the change of US and char&er of the land and the 
e~tclosum of part by 2 metre hrgh walls and gates together with the ItA.ly 
pwmre to enclose the remamdv and, as @n, IS contrary fqlrcy HX of the 
Counctl’s Local Plan 

Furthermore, the Local Planmn’g Authortty Consrders that If permrtted, the 
application would pmvtde a prece&nt for other simdar deve\opment elsewhere 
m the Icxxltty, whtch could further mduduce the amemty tq reesidents aHorded 
colltxhely by each of the small areas within the estate. I 

Fka.2 - 59KKJlWU - Izlvers~de Village Hohday F%& CE&ZW Ferry Road, 
-n 

Mmdful of the Offtcer’s recommendatmn for approval, the Conumttee consniemd 
nevertheless that the use of the site for tounng caravans and carnpmg made a valuable 
cmntnbutlon to tounsm w&tin the Dtstnct but also constdered the change m character 
‘and appearance that would rinse from thts proposal u~le. 

The cotnment~ tecaved from the Head of Corporate Pohcy and Inittattves were also 
noted 

Resolved 

That the application be refused for the followmg reasons 

0) The &nge of use of the area of I+ hohday park, as propcse4 would result tn 
the loss of a slgmficant amount of the total facrhties avarIable m the Dtstnct for 
tourmg caravans and campmg To lose such faclhttes would be contrary to the 
pohcy of the Councd to promote tourism, as set out m the Lxal Plan Frost 
Revtew Pohcy LT15 and to dlversrfy the tourism product avadable rn the 
Drstnct It may also lead to pressure, m the fmum, to develop altemattve sues 
wnh consequent harmful impact on the character and amemty of this 
predommantly Green Belt Dlstnct m which any such proposals are Loxted 

(10 The estuanal area m whFh the sne is located~ is chamcterrstxi by muumal tree 
and hedge cover As a result, m the view of the Authonty, the proposed use of 
the site woukd have a geater, mom permanent and prolonged demrnental 
nnpact on the visual character of &us area than the present tramtent nppeamnce 
of the tounng and campmg use, Despite the fact that the ndJaxnt stattc caravan 
uses have landscdpmg cnclasum and that a stmrlar reduction m Impact could be 
created in relation to thts sue, It remains the case that such landscdpmg 
measures are not m keepmg wrth the natural character and appearance of the 

: 16 2 1 area and therefore would have a harmful ahent tmpact 
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Pam 3 - 99KM213iFUL - The Dome (F6mrly the Dome Country Club), The Dome 
Caravan Park. Lower Road. Hockley 

F’mposd. Remove ex~sImg external sta~vx% and Ftore and erect two storey exten?~on, 

Re?&lWXl 

That the q&catron be refused plannmg perm~s,on for the reasons set out m the 
\chedule 

Pam 4-%vWKWFu L - F~tzWunarc School, Hockley Road, Rayleigh 

proposal Demolish exlstmg temporary classrooms and erect single storq art 
department butldlrmg. 

Offtcm reported the views of the Uead of Revenue and Hrmsmg M&agement and the 
apphwnts response, in pa&xlar the wdlrngness to retain the existing chain hnk type 
fencmg on the northern boundary of the sate. 

The recommendatton was agreed su$ect to deletirlg Cmditton 5 and msetig in its 
place a non-standard condmon. the heading of w&h would be to retam the ext.%& 
cham hnk fencing and OT any placement fencmg to be of a slmtlar typ, details to be 
aged with the Local Plannmg Authonty and thereafter the fencing fo be retamed 

Resolved 

That the apphcatlon be approved subject to the uxdaions set oat tn the scbcdule as 
amen&d above. 

Pam5-9m~u-41Greensward Lane, H&y, J&sex 

F?qxml: Change use of part of l&way vqe to uinpmte ylto rest$cntlal curt&e 
of existing dwelling (Won of Condihcm 3 of ROC 353/57) 

a Offmrs reported responses receded fmm Hockley Pansh Councd as well as the 
contents of the apphcant’s agents letter to the Commmee dated 8th July 1999, m 
particular the deletron from the appltcat~on enclosure by the anhclpated dwarf open post 
and rail fence 

Amend refusal reason I to read 

(9 The pmposal, If pernntted. wtll be detrImental to the character and appearance 
of the area by vntue of the change of use and character of the land and the 
likely pressure for Its enclosure ,md as such ts contrary to Pohcy HZ? of the 
Counctl’s Local Plan, 

Resolved 

That the apphcat~on be refused for Ihe reason set out tn the schedule, as amended above 

I 
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Para 6 - 991MJO7VOUT - AdJacent 200 Ashmgdon Road, Rochford 

F’mpsal Outhe applrcatton to exb two serntdtikd dwellmgs 

Constdentton of the applrcntron was defered for a Members’ site wsrt 

ReS3lWd 

That a Members’ site visit be arranged (HAMS) 

The meetrng closed at 9 OOpm 

: 

c 



SCKEDULE OF PLANNING APPLICATIONS TO BE CONSIDERED BY 

PLANNINGSERVICESCO MMrrTEE8JuLY1999 

The enclcwtl reports have been approv 

All plaumng applicatlous are consIdered agamst the background of current Town and 
Country Plaumng legrslation, rules, orders and cuculars, and any developmeut, structure aud 
locals plans issued or made thereunder In addmon, ax-ount is taken of any gmdance notes, 
advice end relevant policies issued by statutory authoritres. 

Each planmug apphc&on included in this Schedule and any attached list of application 
which have been determined under powers delegated to the Corporate Director (Law, 
Planmug and Admm~stmtion) IS filed with all papers mchuhng representations received and 
consuM replIes as a single case file. 

All bullding regulation apphcatious are considered against the background of the relevant 
Buildmg Regulations and approved documents, the Building Act 1984, together with all 
relevant Bntlsb Standards 

The above documents can be m&de available for inspection as Comnutiee background papers 
at the office of Plaunmg Service$ Acacra House, East Street, R&ford 
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PLANNING SERVICES COMMITTEE 8THJULY 1999 

DEFERRED ITEM 

Dl 98/OU618/COU Anita Wood PAGE 
Change Use of Highway Land to Residental Garden wtb 
Erection of Brick Wall 2m High 
Land Adjacent 20 Miin Close Rayleigh 

SCElEDULE ITEMS 

2 99/00193/CaJ Kevin Steptoe PAQE 
ZzeofUf a Site for 50 Tourmg Caravans to a Site for 30 

Rnrmde Village Holiday Park Creeksea Fen-y Road Chewdon 
I 

3 wmo213/FLn Peter Whiihead PAGE 13 
Remove Ensting Fxbnal Staircase and Erect Two Storey 
Ehtension 
Dome Country Club Dame Caravan Park Lower Road 

I 
4 99mo23 8mJL Amta wood PAGE 17 

Ikmolisb Emting Tempcmuy Classrooms and Erect Single 
Stmy h-i Department Bmlding. 
Fkmimm Secondary S&ml Hddey Road Rayleigh 

5 98/oo74o/cou M&Mann PAGE 21 
Change Use of Part of Highway Verge to hxxpomte Into 
Residential Cwhlage of Existmg Jhellmg (Vanation of 
Condsia 3 of ROU353/57) 
41 Greensward he H0ckleyEzw.x 

6 P9/00075/oUT Amta wood PAGE 25 
Outline Application to Erect 2 Semi-Detached L%&ngs 
Land AdJacent 200 Ash&on Road Rccbford 

2 
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Committee Report l , Dl. 

* To the mectmg of PLANNING SERVICES COMMITTEE 

on 8 July 1999 

Report of CORPORATE DJRECTOR (LAW, PLANNIl+ G & ADMINISTRATION) 

Title CHANGE OF USE OF HIGHWAY LAND TO RESIDENTIAL 
GARDEN WITH ERECTION OF BRKK WALL 2M HIGH 
LAND ADJACENT 20 MILTON CLOSE, RAYLEIGH 

Author : Anlta wood l 
Apphcatron No 98/00618/c0u 

Apphcant MRS CATHERINE ROBINSON 

Zoning. EXISTING RESIDENTJAL 

Parish RAYLEIGH TOWN COUNCIL 

Deferred Report 

1.1 Thts apphcatton was deferred at the last meetmg for a Member sne vrsit, as menttoned at the sue 
visit dtacusstons contmue w~tb the County Surveyor regardmg pedestrtan vtstbihty splays to the 
vehrc&r access to be formed to the site and further revisions to the wall and access details maybe 
necessary to accommodate these requtremcnts. 

8 12 Rayleigh Town Conncil have responded to the reconsultation on revised plans (second round) 
reafhmmg thev onginal objecttons 

1.3 To assist Members, the report and rexommendatton substantmlly as presented to the last Commrttee 
meetmg are reprutted below, the condihons have been expanded to gave further control 

14 The apphcahon sate IS a property located on tbe~uncuon of M&on Close and an access mad The 
apphcatron proposes to change the use of a strip of land outside the property boundary from 
htghway land to resrdentml 

15 Part of the parcel of land subJeb of this change of use to the Pest of the property is also to be 
enclosed by a 2m high bnck wall and used for parking purposes Tbts ama IS to be accessed via the . 
garage access read and was introduced as a revision to the origmal scheme due to the responses 
gamed from the consultations. 

1 3 



16 The property also has a garage to the rear of the site also reached from the Access mad M&on 
Close IS part of the mam estate road servmg ttus housing area and as such the vtew and appearance 
along the frontage of the sate is important, however, dus part of the stte 1s not proposed to be 
enclosed, and Condttions 3,7 and 8 refer. ‘Ihe character of the flank frontage facmg the access road 
IS however, very d&rent, it comprises a very ‘hard appearance’ of either garages r&t up to the 
access mad or approx 2m fencing. 

Relevant Plannmg Htstory 

1.7 This site has no prevtous pltig htstory 

Consultattons and Representations 

Fnst Round 

I,8 Rayleigh Town Connctl strongly opposes the appli&ion on the basts that it is against the Town 
Councd’s pohcy to rel:?qutsh htghway land to residential garden and tt%ptest enforcemem action be 
pursued as it 1s understood parking of vehxles already occurs. 

1.9 Essex County Council (County Surveyor) has no objection to the proposal subject to the sddttion 
of certam wndmons 

I IO Four nerghbour letters have been recetved which mamly state that whdst there may be no objection 
to the prmctple of convertmg the land to a residential garden, there is concern that the whole stnp of 
land would be used solely for the parking of vehicles which would appear unstghtly. 

Second Round 

111 Followmg the revistons to the origmal scheme to enclose the area to be used for the parking of 
vehtcles, the Pansh Counctl, Ward Members and local residents were mconsuluxd. No responses 
have been received 

Matenal Planning Considerattons 

1 12 The mam constdemtion IS the relevance of the proposal to the current development plan, Rochford 
District Local Plan (First Revtew) 1595. In addition them IS also case hlstortes on other stmilar 
types ofpmposal 

1 13 The stte ts designated as wit&m an area of extstmg residenhal development and v&in the relevant 
chapter of the Local Plan there IS policy H26 directly relatmg to the enclosure of grass verges. 

. Enclosure of Grass V&s 
Pohcy H26 of the Local Plan was introduced, as them were an increasing number of apphcations m 
recent years from householders wtig to bnng mto then use h&way grass verges to form part of 
their private gardens Thts policy has many critena whxh have to be provtded for and this 
apphcatton does so as follows. 

. 
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I. The contribution made by the site to the general amemty and character of the area. 
The application stte IS part of a houamg estate grven o&me planning permtsston in April 1970 wrth 
reserved d&ads approved m Mamh 1971 The land was part of the ongmal housmg layout yet there 
is no condmon on e&r the outlme or reset-& matters approval to retain the land for amenity 
purposes. The cobbled area was a part of the ortgmal landscaping scheme though There am no 
trees on this strtp of land and the side mad IS used as an entrance to the garages of prop&es off 
Milton Close. It is di&ult to argue that this piece of land at the stde that 1s to be enclosed, fidfills 
a nexssary function as amenity land 

ii. The contribution made by the site to the overall design, layout and symmetry of the 
estate or locality, 

Number 20 Milton Close is part of a row of four tenmced pmpertms and as such number 16 has a 
smnlar arrangement However, the landxapmg scheme from the ongmal layout of the housmg 
estate shows no clear pattern or arrrmgement and It could be argued that the strtp of land m questton 
makes no key contributmn, parucularly that element at the. side to be enclosed 

iii. Highway safety, 
Sum-ethe County Surveyor holds no objections to the proposal as long as the conditions advised are 
fulfilled clearly tt IS constdered them IS no detriment to highmy safety 

8 Iv. The design of any enclosure, wall or fence, 
The area to be enclosed IS to be done so by a 2m high brmk wall The materials and design of the 
wallcanbeagreed~tfieLocalPlanningAuthoritysoastoensurea~~standardofdesignand 
the longevity of the wall. 

vi. The retention of important amenity trees 
There are no trees on the area of land proposed to be enclosed. 

vii. The relevant provisions of Appendix 1. 
The provtstons of Appendix 1 contmues the themes and objectives of policy H26 with regard to the 
design and layout of an estate and its general characmr, hrghway safety means of enclosure and the 
retention of trees. All of which have been dealt wtth in the text above. 

. PASTCASES 
There have been past cases elsewhere m the Distrmt whmh on theu ments have been found to be 
acceptable or not dependmg on the parttcular cucumstrmces involved The most notable case of 
relevance here was on thts estate mot far amy: 

ROt3321/88, Change of use of h&way land to residentud garden and erect 2 metre close bxrded 
fence, 11 Blackmore Walk, Rayleigh. 

I 14 ‘flus sate IS wnhm the same estate and was sunilariy a corner property The application was refused 
on the grounds that the applmation would detract from the open character and appearance of the 
estate as well as g&ing nse to a precedent for other development elsewhere m the locality 

1.15 The applmtion was then taken to appeal where it was allowed 



Conclusion 0 
1 16 20 MIlton Close 1s situated on a modem housmg estate v&h m part LS lald out on the prmciple of 

pdestnan walkways to the front and vehicxdar access at the rear The apphcation site adjams an 
access road to the garages of the propzrties loxted along Popes Walk and Barrymore Walk. The 
fronts of the properties have an attmzhve character with grassed areas and mmntamed front gsrdens. 
It IS mqmtant that the grassd area should be re&med However, the area that is proposed to he 
enclosed is cmtly cobbled, hard landsxpmg m relatively pcwr condition which is related to the 
more enclosed vehicular side of the houses, characterised by a hard appearance of either garages or 
fences 

1 17 The qucstmn of went has been taken bnto consideration although the estate only has limited 
areas of similar design but each case would be dealt with on its men@ 

Recommendation that this Commrttee resoivex 

1 18 That the Corporate Dn-ector (Law, Plannmg and Admin.&a&m) 
subject to the followmg heads of conditions 1s agreed: 

mcommendation of approval 
8 

SC4 Time liirts - full standard 
SC14 Materials to be used 
No velucles, trailer, boat or caravans shall be parked on tie area shown hatched on the 
approved plan. 
SC68 Vehmular access - detads 
SC66 Pedeseian vislblhty splays 
SC75 Parking&Turning Spaoc (amended) 
No development shaI1 commence, before precise d&ails (includmg surf= finish) of rhe 
provision for the parkmg of vehmles w&m the srte have been submrtted to and appruved in 
writing by the Local Planning Author@. The site shall not be used for parkmg before wy 
scheme of details as may be agrexl in wrmng with the Local Planning Authority, has been 
implemented in its entnety and made available for use Thexeafter, such prov~on shall be 
retaind and mamtained m the approved form and used for no other purpose which would 
impede the parking of vehmles. 
SC19 PD Restricted Fences 
SC1 6 PD Restricted - Hardsm&mg 
Prmr to the use of the land for the. purposff hereby peanut&d any fence, wall or other means 
of enclosure prevmusly erected thereon shall be dismantled and removed from the srte 
Furthermore, the 2m high brick wall and gates as deta&xi on the revised plan date stamped 4 
February 1999 shall be em&xl and completed prior to the use of the land for the purposes 
hereby permrtted in a%ordance with details, mater& and external fir&i to he submitted to 
and a@ in writmg by the Local Plannmg Authority and shall thereafter be @amed m the 
approved form. 

, 





Committee Report 


2. 

PLANNING SERVICJB CO- 

8 JULY 1999 

CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNING & ADMIMSTRATION) 

CHANGE OF USE OF A SITE FOR 50 TOURING CARAVANS TO A 
SITE FOR 30 STATIC CARAVANS 

The applmstron srte 1s part of an exmtmg non reside&al caravan park At present the land to whmh 
thts application relates 1s used for tourmg vans and tents The applmatton seeks to change thrs use 
from tourmg vans to statm umts. Instead of the 50 patches that are currently provrded for tounng 
vans 30 pitches are anucipated for static units. 

Relevant Plannmg Histoly 

Three applnxttons have been made in the past for changes of the use of land to allow the proviston 
of statm vans These have all been permitted Applicatmns have also been made for a change to the 
use of recreational land to allow the proviston of tourmg umts. This was originally refused, but a 
later apphcatton was pernutted. 

Two apphcattons for pernnssion to develop a managers restdentml umt on the sate have both been 
refused, as have two apphcations to extend the pernutted penod of occupmmy of the umts on the 
site One of these was appealed and dIsmissed. The pm~tted cc-cupancy permd remains as 1’ 
March to the end of October each year 

In 1996 a planning applicatton was submitted and approved allowmg the development of a sewage 
treatment plant for the We. 

To the meetmg of: 

on 

Report of 

Title 

Author 

Applmatton No 

Apphcant 

Zoning 

Partsh 

8 

2.1 

8 

22 

23 

RWERSIDE VILLAGE HOLIDAY PARK 
CREEKSEA FERRY ROAD 
CANEWDON 

Kevm Steptoe 

99/oo193/cou 

MRKPARKES 

METROPOllTAN GREEN BELT 

CANEWDON 

/ CARAVAN PARK 

Phoning Anuhcahon &tads 

.24 
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Consultahons and Rennxentattons 

25 The County Surveyor mdtcates that the pmposal 1s de mmmus 111 highway terms 

26 English Natnre mdmate that the pmpos& am not connected with the management of the adjacent 
SSSI and would be hkely to have a sigmiicant impact if the occupancy period 1s not restricted to 
that of the exmtmg permissions, ie March to October If occupancy is testncted m that way tt would 
overcome any likely adverse unpct on the integnty of the SSSI site. 

27 Canewdon Parish Conncll object to the proposals It is considered that the scheme wtll contravene 
poltctes LRTlO and CC1 of the Essex Replacement Structure Plan Deposit Drafh (These are 
refemd to mote fully below). It 1s also indicated that numerous apphcabons have been refused m 
thepastandthatthemhasbeennochangeof circumstances to change this approach 

28 Angban Water has no objections. 

29 The Environment Agency has no objecnona l2.10 The Head of Housing, Health and Community Care has no &~&ions, subject to an informative 
bemg attached to any permission adv~smg the applicant that any new umts must be sited in 
accordance with conditions attached to the site hcence. It LS suggested that the applicant contact tie 
author@ to discuss this matter. It is also suggested that standard mfomtative SI16 IS attached to 
wy pernnssion 

Material Plannmg Considerattons 

The msues to be addressed here are: 

the visual Impact the proposals will have bearing m mind the location withrn the metropolitan 
gmen belt and other designated landscape zones in the Local Plan, 

any Impact the proposals have on the mtegnty of wildlife sites, and, 

any other unpact the proposals may have in relation to strategtc and local policies. 

81 vlsoal Impact 
Visually, the land is currently open, with little m the way of distmcttve boundaries and 1s m use for 
the parking of tounng vans and tents. The remainder of the park however IS well landscaped v&h 
the stattc vans appearing withm a handscaped setting. This presents something of a contrast then. 
The location is adjacent to the River Crouch and on the fringe of Wallasea Island The landscape 
here IS generally ohamcterized by lack of tree covet and flat open views. This is form of landscape 
that it is mdmated the authority is seeking to retam m policy RC7 of the Local Plan. 

A compromise needs to be struck however The caravan site use is establtshed and the proposal 
accords with both pohcies LT15 and LT16 of the Local Plan. If it were to follow the general 
landscape character of the area, with few trees, the vans and statm units would be highly visible m 
views of the area The landscaping of the sne in this case then is considered to be more acceptable 
m terms the policy aims of gmen beh destgnatton and the special landscape area Penntttmg this 
application, wtth appropriate landscaping conditions, would be hkely to further increase the tree 
cover m the area, which, whtlst not strictly in accordance wttb the landscape character of the area, 
would be mom beneiictal than leaving the current use ie the touring umts m place. 
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2 Integrity of Wildlife sites 

2.14 In relahon ?D wIldlife mtmest in the area, the apphc&on site IS adjacent to an SSSI and is designated 
as bemg w&m the Roach Valky Nature Consavabon Zone m the Local Plan. Again the current 
use of the site must bc held m mind when considering the impact of the pmp+sals. The applicants 
have mdlcat& a wlllmgness to accept a similar bme llmlt restriction for any new unrts le no 
occupation over the four months November to February mcluslve The land is currently well used 
for tounng vetucles wrtb the consequence that the surface IS damaged and, as mdzcated above, there 
is little landscapmg 

2 15 Oyer winter is the crucial time a! which disturbance to the wildlife on the SW site should be 
avoided. Given the current use of and nature oftbe site, the wl1ingnes-s to forgo winter occupation 
of the units and the commeuts of Enghsh Nature It IS not considered that the proposals, smtably 
cundltmned, will have a harmful wildlife impact 

3 Other shdegie and local policies 
2 16 In relahon to other policy objectives, the Canewdon Parish Cotmail highbght the emergmg poll&s 

of the Stmcture Plan. In psrtrcular policies LRTlO and CC1 are Identified T&e are emergmg 
pohcies and should uo+ be given as much weight as c8n be attached to the current Sbucture Plan 
policies However they are never the less similar to the existing policies. 

a 2 17 The general thrust of the pohcy w nat to permit new sites and allow those exrstmg to expand only 
where s~gnitkant improvements are &hteved and not at all whim the green belt. This must be 
tempered by tie Local Plan desiguatlon which includes this site thin an exlstmg caravan park and 
gives general support to the development and retention of tounst facilities In addition we must be 
aware, as set out above, that this laud is already in use for accommodation purposes (tounng units) 
so tt would be dlfkuit to argue that a uew or extended use 1s bang establshed here. 

2 18 The Pa& Council also lqhlights emerging pohcy Ccl, slmkr to current strategic policy mking 
to pmtect the undeveloped coast. Local Plan Pohcy RC9 - Coastal Protection Belt also applies. If 
this site were cummtIy undeveloped and not identified I” the Local Plan as a caravan site t&en the 
author@ wou!d be able to apply the pohcy objechves of policy CC1 without cornpromIse. However 
it cannot be argued that the applicahon site represeuts the undeveloped coastlme that the stratcg~o 
pohcy seeks to retam and, in addrtion, as w out above, granting permmon here could well result in 
1andscap-zimpmvemenk rather tian a further detruneutal impact. TIus is a further objective of the 
strategic pohcy. 

2 19 Not all of the policy thrusts of the W’and Structure Plans are met by these proposals. This is not 
an uncommm situation. However It is felt that the impact of the change of use sought ~111 
generally be of a beneficial nature when measured against the range of pohcy issues m the plans. 

2 20 That the apphcatlon be approved subject to the followmg condltlon heads: 

1 SC4 Time limrts full-standard 
2 SC34 Flcodlightmg prohIbited 
3 SC59 Landscapmg 
4 None of the statw caravan umts, hereby permitted to be placed on the site, shall bc occupied fw ’ 

any part of the penod commencing on (and Including) 1’ November in any year and 
termmating on (and mcludmg) the last day of February m the subsequent year 



5 No static caravan units shall be placed on the site before the we of the site as a lwat~on for the 
parking of totmng caravans and for tents has ceased and all such tounng caravws and tents 
have been removed At no tune, once the use hereby -tied has commenced,~hall the use 

0 

6 
recixmmencz for the siting of tounng caravans or tents. 
At no tune, once the use hereby pmmtmi has commenced, shall more then 30 static caravans 
bepladonthesiteatanyonetune 

, 
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To the meetmg of PLANNING SERVICES COMMIT-LEE 

On s* JULY 1999 

Report of CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNING & ADMINISTRATION) 

Title : REMOVE EXfSTTNG EXTERNAL STAIRCASE AND 
ERECT TWO STOREY EXTENSION 
(99/00213mJL) 
THE DOME (FORMALLY THE DOME COUNTRY 
DOME CARAVAN PARR, LOWER ROAD, HOCKLEY 

STORE 

CLUB), 

AND 

THE 

Author PETER WHITEHSAD 

Apphcatmn No 99/00213iFUL 

Apphcant MREA.BAKER 

Zonmg : METROPOLITAN GREEN BELT, CARAVAN PARR 

Par&J HULLBRIDGE PARISH COUNCIL 

Plannina Auulmauon Detatls 

The bmldmg to whrch thts plamung applmatton relates IS three-stoned and situated at the entmnce to 
the long established caravan sate known as The Dome Caravan Park 

The apphcation pmposes the erectron of a two storey extensron to the south elevatton of the 
bullding. The extension measures some 5m x 6 5m x 7 lm m he& and has a pttohed roof 

The srte benefits from plamung permissron to convert the fti and second floors Fran a self- 
contamed flat mto ted and breakfast accommodatron Access to the first floor is currently gamed 
vta wunenclosed external stancase, whtch does not comply wrth the Bmlding Regulations. The 
proposed extenston accommodates the nwssary staircase, together wtth a reception area and 
further bedroom/en-surte bathrwm to serve the bed and breakfast use The proposal would add 
5Zs4 m of habttable floorspace to the buildmg (excludmg the area taken up by the staucase) 

The application also includes the removal of the existing staircase and the demolitton of a smgle 
stomy store measurmg 2 Sm x 3.lm x 4m in height 

The applicant has submuted a short statement m support of his proposal, which reads as follows: 
. 

“We rhznk the pmposal IS the opiumam sohcifon to provrdmg an extemaI sraircase to the 
fintjloor as requwmi by the Building Reg&km. EsAnng the enstmg eriema1 staircase 
would be ~i.ntaily zm.sailsfactwy and wet u.wfrzend& 

I II , 
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The proposal has tirese merits. - 
I. It replaces an existing single storey smhzhue as well as tk exrstfng enema/ St&case, 

which me 60th ‘voor development ’ - urovidin!z a sm&cmt blmvtm~ mi.x ’ 

2 It repmen& a t&ginaI ad&on to i be c&me&l b&g whil-hu will enhcmce ti 
aestklicd[y Wdfimchwdty. 

3. It may not be as mlnlmalwt m apurrtan green belt devotee would wwh, but any smaller 
scheme wdd cmpromwe both the qvalrty of tk entnmce to the accommodadon avd 
render the first floor spnx umwable without achmg my dircernible reductim m 
what has to be a tw storey structure. 

4. A namowm extemfon would look o&i: cost no less. rmd by ellmmatkg the be&mm 
will make the project eyen more commercially rwky and rte&ze vlabrl&y. 

5. The R&ford Dtstrict bar few bed and brea&st estabiistis 
6. It will comphent the pub, which is mder utilised 
7 There w a drscernlble aknandfor b&get ovemrgkt acconmadatlon. 
8. There Ir ample mused carpurking 

Conclusmn. - the prop-al will pmv& an attmfive well lu, suirabiy spacious reception 
mea md a WI&, well Irt modem staircase to meet cawent stamimds for a pbk but/ding 
af this tvpe. The tiucase wdl be wider thaa the mmimxm requaed and have a mid-way 
1a?ldingfW arkfrlwna! safety. 
I commend what Iknow IS a qzmhtypmject which has been mmy months VI gestation. ” 

Relevant Planninr: History 

3.6 The origms of the Dome Caravan Park and Country Club predate the plannmg system 

3.1 The first records of the Dome Coun&y Club, dating back to the I& 195% reveal that at that tnne 
the burlding was twc-storied, flat mofed and topped by a modest dome feature. Single storer 
extensions wen later added to the front and lear elevations (providing a lounge bar and shop/office) 
and first floor extens1on.s were provided ti both sides In addition, a pitched roof, rncorporating 
dormer windows, ~gs added tbe building. l%e building’s second flwr accommodation was created 
withm this roofspac..e. 

3.8 More recently, planning permission was grant& to change tie use of the ground floor from a private 
members club to a public house, ref CUm31&94 and the first and second fl~rs to bed and 
brtiast acommodahon, ref F/0594/98 ‘Ik former pemussion W.S granted on appeal 

Consultations and Reuresentatmns 

3.9 Hullbridge Parish Council object on the grounds that the proposal constitutes excesstve 
development m the Green Belt and will disrupt the car parking arrangements. 

3.10 The County Surveyor has no objection to the proposal, SubJect to a condrtion requirmg adequate 
space wlthin the site for the pakmg and turning of vehzles 

3 11 The Head of Corporate Policy and Initiatives notes that the preamble to Pohcy LT16 of the 
Rochford Distnct Lccal Plan states that extensions to exting hohday caravan parks tvlll normally 
be I&U&. However, he clarifies that thus pohcy relates to extensmns to the areas of caravan parks 
not to any buildings within them. Having wd this, he gm on to state that Green Belt pohcy IS 
agamst the construction of new buddmgs or extensions to existing buddings, except m very special 
ciroumstances and notes that no very special circumstances are apparent from the application Itself 
Furthermore, he considers that there IS scope to improve the desqn of the proposal. . 

3 12 The Head of Housing and Community Care has no adverse comments, sub@ to the Standard 
InformatIve Sll6 (Control of Nuisances) bemg attached to any consent granted 

,, - : 637 
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Material Plannina Constderattons 

13 The proposed extensmn would provrde an tnternal statrz+ receptton area and further bedroom to 
serve a bed and breakfast establishment 

3.14 Pohcy LT15 of the Ro&ford Dtstrtct Local Plan states that the Local Plarmmg Author@ wtll 
promote tounsm and encourage the development of facthues for visnors m the Dtstrict However, 
the text explants that the development of such factlmes should be compatible with other policies m 
the L.ccal Plan. 

3.15 The prmctpal consideration is, therefore, whether tie proposal IS comp&tble wrth Green Bett and 
other relevant poltcms and, If not, whether very special cncumstances exrst which warrant a 
relaxation of those polmies 

No policy in the R&ford Distrtct Local Plan supports the prmciple of extendmg such premtses per 
se Whrlst it would be reasonable to allow a house whmb also operated as a bed and breakfast 
estabhsbment to extend by the normal 35sq.m allowed for by Poltcy GB7 of the Local Plan, the flat 
above the public house was extended by 53sq.m, when the second floor was added. Although ,the 
parent pmpod should not strtctly be constdered against Pohcy GB7 because tt proposes addmortal 
commercial floorspa=, It LS nevertheless useful to note that that the floorspace currently proposed 
(52sq m) added to that of the second floor (53sq m) would be. 105sq m, precisely three tunes that 
allowed for under the policy. It should also be noted that the bullding benefits from other extensrons 
to the front and mar, which provide a shop/office and extenston to the bar area. 

3.17 The apphcation includes the removal of the extsttng external staircase, together with the demolitton 
of a single &my store havmg a floorspace of 7 8sq m These elements do not represent the same 
bulk, maas or floorspace as the proposed extension and rt IS not constdered, therefore, that the 
proposal represents an overall ‘plannmg gam.’ 

3 18 Fmtbermom, tt IS further considered that the extena~on, by reason of its design, visual mass and 
substanttal projectton out from the stde of the building, would appear out of character wrth the 
existmg bmldmg and detract from both the appearance of the building and the surroundmg envmma, 
which IS destgnated as a Speo~al Landscape Area as well as Metropolnan Green Beh 

Conclusion 

3.19 It IS not constdemd that the proposal comphes wnh normal Green Belt pohcy 

320 Whtlst an apphcatmn smtply proposmg a modest enclosed stancase, together wtth the removal of 
the extstmg staircase and store, may merit a recommendation of approval, it ts consIdered that the 
current proposal IS excessive m terms of its bulk and inclusion of addmonal habttable floorspace 

3.21 It IS not consrdered that the pomts ramed m the apphcant’s statement amount to very special 
circumstances justifying a relaxation of normal polmy Refusal IS therefore remmmended 

Recommendanon that tbts Commrttee Resolves 

3.22 ‘Ibe Corporate Dtrector (Law, Plannmg and Administmtton) reoommends that thts appltcatmn 
be refused plannmg permission for the followmg reasons 

1 RFR9 Green Belt-Standard Reason . 
2 The proposed extenston, by reason of its vmuai bulk and projectton from the stde of the 

building, would constttute a discordant’ and unduly dommant feature, demmental to the 
character of the extstmg buddmg and to that of the surrounding area, whtch falls wnhm a 
destgnated S&al Landscape Area. 

1 ‘ 
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Rtird rhtnct coti 

To the meetmg of PLANNING SEXVICES CO-E 

on. sm JULY 1999 

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

Tnle DEMOLISH EXISTING TEMPORARY CIASSROOMS Ah’D ERECT 
SINGLE STOREY ART DEPARTMENT BUILDING 
FITZWIMARC SCHOOL, BOCKLEY ROAD, RAYLEIGH 

Author : ANITA WOOD 

Applmatron No’ 99/0023slmn 

Apphcant . THE FITZWIMARC SCHOOL 

zonhig . SECONDARY SCHOOL 

Parish RAYLEIGH TOWN COUNCIL 

Plwnma Apnhcation Detatls 

Tins apphcatmn proposes to demohsh the extstmg temporary classrooms located to me north of the 
mam school adjacent to The Lavers residential accommodatton and replace these wtth a single story 
art department bwldmg The butldmg has a footprint of approxnnately 481sqm and IS of a hippod 
roof design The internal layout of the butlding wtll consist of an entrance lobby, three classrooms, 
a staff resource room, a !uln room an IT bay and several small store rooms (7 m total as well as a 
plant room that will hold the boiler) 

As well as the temporary clasamoms the extstmg cycle sheds are also to be demoltshed The school 
advise that they have discussed the plans with the warden of The Lavers and have agreed to 
mnstmct a close taded or stmthu fence along the rear lxxmdary where the exrsting cycle sheds 
are located and a plantmg stnp is to be placed to the east of this. 

Relevant Planninn Hrstory 

The School premise has a farrly extensrve plannrng history, includmg appbcations wrtbm thus 

decade The most notable of these were on approval for the erectron of a multr purpose sports hall 
to the rear of the school 0;/628/95/RDC), an all weather sports patch (F/O338/94/RCC) allowed on 
appeal and associated floodlightmg (P/O339MROC) whrch was refused The ongmal relocatable . 
classrooms now being replaced were approved under CCY879/9O/RoC. 

1 !J. 
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Consultatums and Remesentattons 

44 Rayleigh Town Council raises no objections or observahons on the apphcatmn 

4.5 Essex County Counctl (County Surveyor) raises no objechon to the proposal 

46 Essex County Counml (County Planner) makes no strategic planning comment on the applicatmn 

4.1 The Environment Agency has no objection to the proposal. 

4.8 The Head of Housing, Health and Community Care has no adverse comments subject to the 
standard informative S116 (Contml of Nuisances) bemg attached to any grant of consent 

4.9 Anglian Water (Developer Services) has no objection subject to de&Is of foul and surface water 
dramage having fti been s&muted to and agreed in wnting with tie Local Planmng Authorrty 

4110 A letter has been received farm the resident of No 31 The Iavers who raises concern for the 
possible loss of light to theu bungalow 

lMaterial Plannme, Considerations 

4.11 The mam isues to be consrdered m this case are Local Plan policy and the Impact of the pmposed 
butldmg in terms of siting, design and external appearame. 

. Local Plan Policy 

4,12 There are no direct polmies referring to extensions to schools. However the proposals map mdrcates 
the entire premises as Existmg Secondary School Chapter 10 of the Rochford District Local Plan 
Fnst Review 1995 identifies that there may be pressure on existing schools arismg from new 
housmg development As demand increases, classrooms may become overautied and 
unsatmfactmy. As such it is preferable for permanent facihties that would better serve the school 

= Impact on Residential Amenity 

4.13 The burldmg has been designed with a hipped roof, which reduces bulk, and the Internal layout has 
been designed with considaation for tie residents at The Lavers. Taking the burldmg by each 
elevatton, 

8 
I. There is limited fenestration in the north wall elevation that faces the Iavers residential unit, 

although there 1s also three velux roof wmdows and a small roof dormer projection with 
obscured glazmg. Only one classroom faces out onto this elevation as does the staff resoum 
room the kin room, clay store and the boiler rcmn&ores are also on this side of the budding 

2. The cycle sheds that are to be removed are to be n&caned under a canopy to the west elevation, 
an elevation which also has roof lights and mimmal fenesbatmn reducmg overlookmg to the 
two separate bungalows (which are also pert of The Lavers). This elevation also faces out onto 
the schools playground 

3. The south elevation faces the til and is the mam entrance to the building, two of the 
classrcu5mlook out from this elevation and as such the elevation has the most fenestratmn 

4. The fm exrts are located on the east elevation, which faces out onto the schools playmg field, 

I 



l 

l 

4 14 Wnh regard to the external appearance, the budding has a modem appearance, although this IS not 
unsuitable for a” educahonal use The materials to be used arc also syn~paihenc to the surmundrng 
buildings (although n has been contiied that the boarded panehng is not to be used due f.o 
expnse). 

4 15 Whilst there may be potentrally other possible srtes wrthin the school grounds for such a buildmg 
there are mrne knefits to this locanon This site 1s close to the mam bmldin& and IS closer to 
connect to the main school services. The land IS also berng re-used since there are already two 
temporary classrooms on the sate. 

Conclusion 

4 16 It IS consIdered that the proposed art departnmnt buildmg has been designed so as to reduce to a” 
acceptable level any detnmental ““pact upon the anmnities of the adjoinmg residential units. The 
Internal layout and the external appearance of the building have been carefuby consIdered and the 
smng of the building renmves the need to take up further valuable space w&in the school grounds. 

Recommendatmn that 011s Committee resolves: 

4.17 The Corporate Dnector (Law, Plannmg and Admhustration) 
beappmvcd subject to the following conditions: 

SC4 Tie hmits - Full 
SC14 h&sterialstci beUsed 
SC90 Surface Water Dramage 
SC9 I Foul Water Dramage 
SC5 1 Fnclosure/Scree0i”g Detarls 
SC58 Landscapmg Desrgn - Detruls (Reserved Matters) 
SC22 PD Restncted Windows Above FFFL 
SC23 PD Resmcted OBS 

recommends that application 

m 
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To the meetmg oE PLANNING SERVICES COMMITTEE 

On. 8 July 1999 

Report of CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNING 8t ADMINBTRATIO~ 

Tide . CHANGE USE OF PART OF HIGHWAY VERGE TO INCORPORATE 
INTO RESIDENTTAL CURTLLAGE OF EXTSTING 
(VARIATION OF CONDITION 3 OF ROC/353/57) 

DWELLING 

41 GREENSWARD LANE HOCKLEY ESSEX 

Author. Mark Mann 

Apphcatron No: 98/0074o/cou 

Apphcant 
Zoning. 

MR&MRSACEDEN 
RESIDENTIAL 

Parish. HOCKLEY PARISH COUNCIL 

51 

5.2 

Planning Anulicatton Details 

llns apphcatlon relates to the chwge the use of part of the grass verge m front of a detached 
dwelling on the comer of Greensward Lane and Graham Close mto an extensron to the 
dwellmgs residential curtrIage The apphcafion relates to only part of the highway verge, that 
rmmcdiately beyond the front boundary wall/fence and this measures approximately 3 5 metres 
m width and 1s m part occupied by an existmg hdge. The apphcant anticipates thrrt the 
boundary between the proposed curtrIage extensmn and the remammg verge would be 
delmeated by a dwarf open post and rarl fence as a demarcation of the newly created front 
curtrlage of the apphcants pmperty In addrtion further plantrng is proposed wrthin the curtrIage 
extensm to enhmc=e the amenity value ofthe area 

Relevant Planning Hmtcq 

ROC/O325/87 Change of use of the highway verges erther stde of the Greensward Lane and 
Graham Close junctmn mto residential cuttilage for Nos 41, 43, &45 Greensward Lane. 
Refused and disnussed on appeal on the grounds of adverse impact on the visual amenrhes of 
the area 

The following apphcat~ons relate solely to number 41, Greensward lane 



l 
CU/O446/91/RCXZ Change of use from h&way verge to residential garden Refused due to ES 
impact on the visual amenitxs of the area 

F/O245/94lWC Apphcat~on to reposrtmn the exlstmg garage and form w access onto 
CltreenswardLane, Refused on visual amenity grounds. 

LDC/W6/Roc Tim was to establish the lHwfulnes.5 of a vehicular access onto Graham 
Close The Authorrty determmed that this required plmmmg pemusslon but on appeal tie 
Inspector determined ti was permitted development not requiring a further planning pemussron 

F/O278/97/ROC Ap$cat~on to demolish existing garage, stop up exlstmg access, build new 
garage, form access onto Greensward Lane, layout parking area and erect a porch Tlus was 
approved, but sub@ to a con&tion reqmrmg the existmg vehicular access onto Graham Close 
to be closed. 

F/O370/98/Roc Application to demolish existing garage, build new garage, form access onto 
Greensward Lane and Graham Close and erect a porch ‘lks was approved m the light of the 
appeal decision LDCXM4iWRC-C 

98/00741/FUL Appllcatlon to erect detached garage to side. T$is was approved 
8 

Consultations and Rarresentations 

53 County Surveyor- Onginally recommended refusal of the apphcation, but followmg 
amendments to the application, now raises no objections to the revised applicahon 

54 Three 1eth-s of objtion have been received from local residents, the mam concems of the 
ObJectorsare to do wrth highway safety and loss of mnenrty A p&on has also been received 
from 9 households (11 residents), ObJectmg essenhdly on tbe same grounds 

Materml Plannmg Consider&mm 

55 The matenal consxdemtions are set by Policy H26 of the Council’s Local Plan. ‘Iks states: 

In cwlslderingappllcrrtromforthe enclosure ofgrm "go, amenity areas orotk land 
whether pm of the hzghwy or otknvlse tk Local Pkvmmg Authortty wlli have regard to 8 

i the con&i~ made by the site to tk general amenity and chmacter cftk 
mea: 

ii tk contributum ma?+ by tk sire to tk owrall desgn, layut ondsymmeby of 
tk &tie or locality, 

irL highway safety, 
N tk design of a any en&sure, wall or fence, 

tk retention qfinprtmrt amenity trees, and 
i tk relevantpmvIsrons of qpndix 1 (of the Lxal Plan) 

5.6 The site is fm attractive piece of amenity open space, me of a symmetrical pair, at the entrance 
to Graham Close fmm Greensward Lane and contributes significantly to tile character and 
amemty of the area However, since 1988 and the dismissal of the applicants appeal against . 
this Counc~l’s ongina1 refusal to allow a curhlage etienslon, there have been a number of 
applications in connection with this We. 

, 
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The two most srgmticant applications are those that relate to the pmnsmn of two new 
dnveways across this area. Although not yet nnplemented, these wdl reduce to a certam degree l 57 
the amemty value of this land Notwithstandmg this, the sate still represents an attmctrve and 
valued piece of amenity open space, to which the letters and pentron recetved m response to 
this applicatmn testtfy 

58 In the Plannmg Inqxctors decrston letter ofthe 18” January 19X8, he consrdered that thrs land 
ie. the whole of both grass verges, had leas to do wrth traffic rquue.ments or highway safety, 
than to the cootrrbution the open grassed area made to the visual character of the area. 
Subsequently, the Inspector, umsrdermg the appeal for the Lawful Development Certtficate drd 
not consider that the creatmn of a driveway across thrs area to be detrimental to hrghway safety 
and determined that the vehnxdar access was permitted development. The current apphcatron, 
as explamd above relates to only part of the verge fmntmg 41, Greensward Lane, * narrower 
verge would remam in front of it, which the County Surveyor consrders will achieve an 
adequate intervrsrbility splay to modem standards. Desprte the objectors to the application 
being very concerned about the hrghway safety issues, the County Surveyor does not r-arse any 
objections to the proposal as amended and bearmg in mind the above, hughway safety is not 
compmmtsed The main Issue therefore is the nnpact on the vumal amemty of the area 

* 5.9 Whilst the provrsion of the two acceaz drives may well reduce the overall amenity value of the 
verge, It wdl effectively give greater importance to that amenity space that remama. This is 
especially true m thts imtance as there are few such areas in the Icxahty wrth hard surfaced 
areas predominatmg at the entrance to many roads. A pomt ramed by the Planning Inspector m 
1988 Altlmngh the apphcsnt anticipates only emctmg a dwarf, open post and rail fence 
around the proposed curtrIage extenston and to pmvrde additional plantmg, the pmposal on 1t.s 
merits IS considered to be an unacceptable emsron of the amenrty value corrtslbuted by the 
orrgmai symmeti-rcal verges. 

Conclusron 

5 10 Although the apphcarion IS less objectionable than the one that was refused m 1988, rt IS 
Important to retain thus open space The change of use and enclosure of this mea would detract 
from the open character of the land to the detrnnent of the vmual amenitms of the locality. As 
such it IS consrdered contrmy to Policy HZ6 The best way to protect thus valuable arnemty open 
space for the benefit of the pubhc, ta to keep n as highway land and not to hmorporate into the 
private residential curt&e ofthe applicants own house 

Recommendation that this Commntee resolves. 

The Corporate Dnector (Law, Plannmg and Admnnstmtron) recommends that this apphcatron 
be refused for the following reason 

I The proposal if pernutted, ~111 be detrimental to the character and appearance of the mea by 
vhtue of the change of use and character of the land and its enclosure and as such 1s contrary 
to Policy H26 of the Councils Local Plan 
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RochfordmstriacwnJl 

To tie meetmg of. PLANNING SERVICES COMMITTEE 

On 8 JUL,Y1999 

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

Title : OUTLINE APPLICATION TO ERECT TWO SEMT-DETACEED 
DWELLINGS 
ADJACENT 200 ASHINGDON ROAD, ROCHFORD 

a 
Author Anita wood 

Apphcatlon No wooo75/oUI 

Applwmt A.W SQUIRE LTD] 

Zonmg ’ EXISTING RESIDENTIAL. 

Pansh ROCJXFORD PARISH COUNCIL 

Site Frontage Approx 17m Site Depth Approx 30m 

Plannmg Apphcafion Details 

61 Smce this IS an outlme apphcation tbe prmclple of development IS to be consIdered only and issues 
such as the sltmg of the propertIes, their dsslgn, external appearance, means of access and any 
relevant landscaping are all rtems which would be taken mto account under an apphcation for 

a reserved matters 

6.2 The appliwhon proposes two semidetached dwellmgs on a site between a house 200 Ashmgdon 
Road and four retail mnts known as Oxford Parade This site 1s approximately 17m wde by 30m 
deep and backs onto an area of open Iwd deqmaced as Metropolrtan Green Belt. The xte 1s fenced 
off at the rear though from tils land. 

6.3 Towards the northem rear corner but w!hm the xte is a six-sided concrete pill-box the mam 
opening of Pm& has been filled-m with brick, although mwy of the gun slots remam open 

Relevant Plannma History 

64 From Councd records wlthm the plannmg department It has been found that the four shop unrts . 
were bmlt m 1938, for wixch there is a cerhficate of compltion, at a time which predates plannmg 
leg&xhon 

’ p’I 
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6.5 Whilst the ownership and uses of these units may have changed m the past there have been a limited 
number of plannmg applicatmns relatmg to the units, most of which were e&her for advertisement 
consent or extenstons. The unit dmxtly adjacent to the stte (now lolown as Sapwoods DIY store) 
has had two previous apphcations for extensions. These were EEC 432/62 for a grocery shop to 
have altemtions and ad&ions together with a new shop front and F/303/91/Rot for a mar 
extension 

66 It should be noted, however, that the application site was never conditioned to be used for addinonal 
car parking to the units as part of any grant of plannmg oonsent for development to the shop units 
nor m fact, was the parking that exists m front of the shops a requirement of any such plannmg 
appllcatlOn 

Consultations and Representations 

6.1 Essex County Counctl (County Surveyor) recommends that &us apphcatton be refused on the 
gmunds that the land is currently used as a car park Vehtcles would therefore be dtsplaced to the 
exmtmg parkmg area to the front of the shops. The reductron of parkmg facilities may well lead to 
customers vehtcles parlang in Ashhtgdon Road thereby cmabng condihons of danger and 
obstruction to other road users to the detnment of general hrghway safety 

6.8 Essex County Counctl (Specialist Archaeologica Advice) mcommends that wtnlst the pill-box 
would not be considered for hstmg although these stems are becommg increasingly rare m &sex 
He would prefer it to be mcorporatexl vntbin a msidentral scheme, but if this is not achievable, n is 
essential that a watching brief condihon for recording purposes be apphed to any grant of consent. 

69 Rocbford Parish Council objects to the proposal on the grounds that the car park should be 
remned, as It IS required to reduce tic dtfficulbes. It was considered that the pillbox should also 
be retamed 

6.10 Essex County Council (County Planner-Minerals) makes no comment on the apphcation 

6.11 The Environment Agency raws no oblezhon to the applicabon. 

6.12 The Head of Housing, Health and Communtty Care makes no adverse comments on the 
applicatton. 

6.13 Angtian Water (Developer Servmes) muses no oblechon to the proposal m prmciple but observe 
that no butldmg should be wrthin 3 metres of the sewer crossing the sne 

6.14 ‘Ihe applrcation has engendered a stgnhlcant response from members of the local connnuntty, 
mcludmg residents and shopkeepers. Ten letters of objection have been received all of which muse, 
m the mam, rssue wnh the loss of the car park and the assccmted trafic problems that would occur 
There IS also mentton of loss of vtews; adverse effect on the vmbtlity of the shops and the proposed 
design of the dwellings blendmg wttb the extstmg street scene. 

Material Plannina Considerations 

6.15 The mam tssues relevant to the determmatmn of the application are plannmg policy and the 
highway implicattons 

L6?9 
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’ Local Plan Designation 

In the Rochford Dtstnct Local Plan First Review 1995 BS was the case with its forerunner, the 
application site IS desqnti as an area of exlstmg residential development The development of 
the ate for housmg purposes would therefore be sublect to Pohc~ Hl, a H19, Hl 1 and the 
design mdehnes cm~tamed m Appenrhx 1 of the Local Plan. 

Polmcy Hl states that residential development wdl m pnnciple be permitted w&m areas 9~ allocated 
m the proposals map and H2 refers to densmes appmpnate to the locahty. The pmposal is 
conWent with. both these policies Ashingdon Road comprises mainly frontage development and 
m this vicmrty 2 storey houses predominate with some chalets and bungalows 

The preamble to Policy H19 states that infill development is not only an important contnbutor to the 
housmg stock but also r4uces tie ne4 for the release of green field sites However, the policy, 
whilst m support of the principle of developing small site+ Idenhfies the need to assess each site 
and such applicatmns on their mdrvidual merits tiilst having due regard to Pohcy Hll. 

Policy HI 1 reiterates the need to adhere to the design gmdance not only provided by G-PZ Essex 
Design Guide, but alsa witbm Appen& 1 of the Local Plan Smce the apphcatlon is of an outline 
nature the use of the design guidelines is somewhat limited. The gmdelmes that can be taken into 
consldemtion include stte frontages and garden areas. The site IS 17m wde, which corresponds to 
the poltcy for mmimum site frontages for semidetached properties, whilst the depth of the site is 
also large enough to allow appmxlmately 250sqm of land per dwelling clearly enough for a 
mmlmum private mne garden area of 1OOsqm. 

There IS clearly public objection to the loss of the site as a pubhc car park There IS also concern 
that m losmg ttus facility the result may have a detnmental effect on hlghway safety as vehicles may 
be displac4 to the parking bays to the front of the shops and other parts of Ash&don Road or 
elsewhere. 

The applicant has stated that the site is a disusad car park. There is some tnstory as to the use of this 
land as a public car park 

The site owner granted Rochford District Council a licence on 3” June 1983 to use the site as a car 
park for the general pubhc and no other purpose at a ~ntal basis The licence enabled the land to be 
used for parkmg for appmximetely 18 to 20 cars. Upon the expuy of thus grant a renewal was 
agreed for another five-year period, based on similar terms, again on a rental basis Six parking 
spaces to the front of the shops were also pmvlded by thus Authority on part of rts land. 

On the 25 September 1997 the Transport and Environment Committee am the reconnnendatlon 
of its Subcomrmtiee and resolved that the car park on this srte be removed from the District of 
Rochford (Gff-street Padung Places) Order It was consIdered that the site does not form part of 
the Councils overall parkmg strategy for the D~stncf that its use by the public had dimbushed m 
favour of the 6 spaces to the front of the shops which are used m preference to tlus car parkmg area 
which has loose surface treatment without bay markings, vehicle parking by operators of the 
adloinmg shops tended to predommate 

The s&a WBS never purpose budt as a car park nor, as stated, was there any planning requirement m 
relation to the shop muts requirmg the land to be used as a car pa& 

I !‘) 
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6.25 The five year hcence came up for renewal on the 30 June 1998 but was not renewed, so effectively, 
the srte ceased to be officially used for car parkmg purposes at this tune It was also removed from * 
the District of Rochford (Off-street Parking Places) order and whilst its use may have contmued 
unw%hngly, this is only due to the @o&v111 of the owner who has not taken steps to physically 
debar this use. Indeed this use of the land was never fotmallzed through B planmng penmssmn, 

6.26 The County Survey043 view is based ou the pramse that the development will stop the use of the 
Site for car parkmg. whereas offilally tbls use already cased a. year ago, without Boy planmng 
tqdrement for rt to -mmence. Nor are the H~ghwxy Authonty understood to be Intending to 
take any steps to rein&te this use. In these circomatances, it is considered that the County 
Surveyors recommendation of refusal is considered untenable 

627 This IS clearly not B straightforward case The principle of two dwellmgs on this ate is not 
unreasonable when looked at io conjunction vnth the relevant policies of the L.ocel Pian. The view 
of the local residents is strong in objeztmg to the loss of the site as a car pa& and the effect on the 
adjacent h&nvay Tars view is very much shared by the County Surveyor. However, this loss and 
effect oo tie highway does not, m all the cirwmancq 
present a sustamable case to resist this proposal. 

pa-hatlarly the development plan notation, 
* 

6 28 The Corporate Director (Law, Planmng and AdmmislraUon) raammends this apphcation be 
approved subject to the following conditions: 

SC1 Reservedmatta 
SC3 Tie limrts - outlme 
SC14 Matenal to be IL& 
SC50 Means of enclosure 
SC59 Landscape design -det& 
SC66 Pedestrmn vlsibilrty splays 
SC70 Vehcular acuss - detals 
SC97 Archaeologtcal - site access 
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DELEGATED PLANNING DECISIONS - 8 JULY 1999 

I have decided the following applications m accordance with the pohcy of delegation 

Apphcatmi~ No ’ 97/00184/FUL Dexsion . Application Permit&d 
Locatron 45 Hgh Street Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal New Shopfront 
Apphcant Cliirks IntematJond 

Application No 98/00393rFuL Dealon : Application Permitted 
Lo&m : Ashingdon Bungalow Harrogate Drive Hockley 
Proposal . Erect Smgle Storey C&tea-y and Office/Staff Room/Store Retam Motnle 

Home for a Temporary Period. (Resubmmsion Followmg Applicafmn 
F/O675/97&OC) 

Applicant ’ Terysa Wood@e 

Application No. 98/00693/FuL LJeasion : Application Permitted 
Locaaon II Nldo Ulverston Road Ashmgdon 
PlVposal Erect Detached 2-M Bungalow wrth integral Garage (Danohsh 

Exlstmg Bungalow) 
Appltcant Lodbnry Homes 

Application No 98/00744/COu LhXSlOll Grant Planing Permission 
(CW

Loc5hon 511 Ash&don Read R&ford Essex 
Proposal . CThmge Use of Rear of Shop Premises to Furmture Restotion and 

Upholstery Use 
Applumt . Mr stiger 

Application No 9mO783IFLK Dfasion : Application Permitted 
Loc&ron Land West Of PoUads Close Rochford 
Proposal I Erect Two Storey Speaal Needs Block Compnsmg 10 Umts wnh 

Ancillary Parkmg (Revised Apphcation Followmg F/O703/97/ROC) 
Applicant Sprmgboad Housing Assuaation Ltd 

Application No, 99/0001cVFUL. Decision : Application Permitted 
Location 82 Golden Crass Road Rmhford Essex 
Proposal : Forma&on of Rooms m Roofspace with Dormers to Stde Facmg Roof 

Slopes 
Apphcat D Husk&n 

Application No. 99/00041KXlT Dec~on : Application Permitted 
Locatmn Huntmgdon Church Talbot Avenue Raylelgh 
Proposal : Outline Apphcabon to Erect Two Bungalows (Demolish Fasting 

Church) 
Apphcant The Countess OfHuntingdon’s Camexlon 

/ ; ,653 
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Applicatmn No. 59Mo101/FDL De&ton . Applmation Permitted 
Locatmn . 195 Esshwod Road Ray&h Essex 
PTOpSd: Ground Floor Extensions to Snies and Rear. Construct New Roof 
Apphcant ’ Mr&MrsSpmggon 

Apphcation No. 99/00103/FuL. Dwtsion : Apptication Permitted 
LOCdiOll 271 Eastwood Road Rayletgh Esskax 
Proposal , Smgle Storey Outbmldmg (Abuttmg Rear Wall of Gardens) For Use as a 

Dome&c Workshop (Revision to Previous PermissIon F/O220/98/ROC) 
Apphcant . B D Y&p 

Applmation No : 99/0011qFuL Decision : Applicntion Permitted 
!.ocation 35 Wellsfield Raylergh Essex 
Proposal : Comerston ofPart of Garage to Playroom as a Vat&on to Condnion No 

IO of ROCJ383186 wth Installatton of Bow Wmdow Infill Exrshng 
Porch Area 

Apphoant Mr & Mrs Bushell 

Applmatkm No : 99/00 11 S/CON De&ton : Appkation Permitted 
Location. Ernest Doe & Sons Ltd Wen Pond Road Rochford 
Proposal : Demolish Se&on of Wall (tn aswctation wtth Access Improvements) 
Apphoant Ernest Doe & Sons Ltd 

:Application No : 99/00124EUL De-c~smn Application Permitted 
Location. 84 Folly Lane Hockley Essex 
Pmpsal . Convert Ewtmg Garage into Loving Accommodatron Ground and First 

Floor Rear Extensions. Erect Detached Garage 
Apphcant . Mr & Mrs Momton 

Apphcation No : 99/00128/FUL Decision : Application Permitted 
Location. 3 57 Eastwood Road Ray&h Essex 
Pmposal : Ground Floor Extensmns to Fmnt and Rear Formahon of Rooms m 

Roofspace wrth Dormers to Front, Rear and Both Stde Elevations 
Applrwt R Imns 

Apphcation No. 99/001291FIJL De&on . Application Permitted 
Location 67 Ltttle Wakermg Road Great Wakermg Southend-On-Sea 
Proposal Formatron of a Vehmular Access 
Apphcant Miss S Jermany 

Applmabon No : 99/0013twuL Dectsion . Apphcatmn Permitted 
Location 449 Esstwood Road Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal: Smgle Storey Srde and Rear Extenstons 
Apphcant DMarsh 
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Application No 99/%0141/FUL De&on Application Permitted 
Locahon 95 New Road Great Wakermg Southend-Or-Sea 
Pmpml : Create Additional Roomm Roof (With 2 Dormer Wmdows to Front 

Elevation) and Create New Vehtcle Cnxsover 
Apphcant Mr & Mrs A Ilbey 

Apphcation No . 99/00145/Cou Dexsmn I Application Permitted 
Location 69 Southend Road Hockley Essex 
Proposal. Change of Use of Part of Ground Floor (Surte F) From Class A2 

(Financial & ProfessIonal Se~ces)tD Class Bl (Business) 
Applrcant : R G Penwrll 

Applioation No ’ 99loolxYFlL Decision : Application Permitted 
Location ’ 121 Rochford Garden Way Rochford Essex 
Proposal : Gmund Floor Side E&&on (Demohsh Extstmg Carport) 
Apphcant : MfRDnvy 

Applicatton No : 99/0015l/FUL Decision : Appllration Permittcxl 
IAmiion Chandos Servtce Statton GreenswardLane Hockley 
Propal : Proposed Installabon of Automatic Tellmg Machme to Facade of 

Existing Shop. 
Appluxmt . Esso Petroleum Company Ltd 

Apphcafion No : 99/00153/FUL Decisron Application Permitted 
Location 60 Chestnut Close Hockley Essex 
Proposal Ground Floor Side Extenston 
Apphcant MrBsMrsBSmrtb 

Apphcatlon No : 99/00154/FuL Decrsion . Application Permitted 
Location Hillview Ulverston Road Rcchford 
Proposal : E&on of Smgle Storey Detached Garage 
Apphcant . MWard 

Apphcation No 99100 155lFuI. Decrsrun : Applicahon Permitted 
Location 48 Southbourne Grove Hockley Essex 
Propal Create Rooms m Roof wrth Dormers to the Fmnt and Rear 
Apphcant . D George 

Application No 99/00159!FUL Decision Application Permitted 
Location The Lodge Loftmans Farm Creeksea Ferry Road Canewdon 
Proposal * First Floor Rear Extension 
Apphcant , Mr S Whtttaker 

a 



Applmstion No . 99100 164mJL D&ton Application Permitted 
Location 15 Milton Close Rqietgh Essex 
Propal : Smgie Storoy Srde Extension with Front & Rear Projecttons 
Applicant. tipcarty 

Apphcation No : 99/00167/FUL De&on . Application Permitted 
Location. 23 Tudor Way Hockley Essex 
Proposal : Extend Roof (In&ding Raising Rtdge He@) to Form Addttional 

Bedrooms 
Apphcant : Mr Port 

Apphcation No : 99/00171/Cou De&ion. Refuse Planning Permission 
Location : 2 The Approach Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal : Change of Use From Class Al (Shop) to Class A3 (Food & Drmk) and 

New Shopfront 8 
Applmant : Mr T Bndge 

1 The proposal would, if pemntted, resutt m an over-concentration of non-retail uses m 
an extshng parade of shops in a resrdential area and would b-e lrkely to cause general 
disturbance and nussnce to adjommg restdents by mason of ncuse and drsturbance 
which would be particularly detrimental and noticeable durmg the late hours of the 
evenmg, when the ambient levels of bsckgmund activtty are lower. 

2 The proposal would intensify the use of the hmited on-street parkmg available The 
potenttal for an increase in on-street parking may well lead to vehicles being parked 
on the zigmg markmgs for the pedestrian cmssmg and/or the bus lay-by, thereby 
creating condrtions of danger and obstructron to other road users, to the detnment of 
general hghway safety. 

Applicsbon No : 99/00172/FUL Decision : Refnae Planning Permission 
Locatton 16B Ashmgdon Road Rochford Essex 
pwQ=l. Formatron of Room in Roofspace With Dormer to Rear and Roof Lights 

to Fmnt 
Apphcant , Mr R Holme 8 

I The proposed dormer fails to mspect the scale, form and tiara&r of the exstlng 
properties and would create a large bulky feature, that would be visually intrusive m 
the street scene, due to the northern side of the property being exposed to the street. 
The proposed dormer would also unbalance the symmetrical nature of the semi- 
detached property 

Applicahon No. 99/00173/FUL De&on Appheation Permitted 
Locahon , Horse Shoe Farm Lower Road Hockley 
Proposal * Conhnue Use of Two Existmg Agrtc~lmral Barns For Storage 

(CIw B8) 
Apphcant : Kevin Nash Group PLC 



Application No 99/00178@LJL Deasron . Application Permitted 
LocatiOn The Great Wakering Health Cerrtre High Street Great Wakering 
Proposal 1 Erect Tempaary Buildmg for Use as Doctors Surgery 
Apphcant DrJFFreel&DrMASaad 

Applicatmn No 99/00179/FuL Dems~on : Application Permitted 
Iacahon 41 Meesons Mead Rochford Essex 
Proposal . Ground Floor Rear Extension (Conservatory) 
Apphcant . Mr&MlSSa~Wd 

Application No 99/00182/FLk Dealon , Application Permitted 
Location 4 New Cottages East End Paglesham 
Proposal . Em% Detached Garage @emohsh Existing Garage) 
Apphcant Mr K Smgleton 

Application No 99MOl85EIJL De&on : Application Permitted 
LOCMIOJI 24C !?astwood Road Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal : Ground Floor Extension 
Apphcant Mrs J Moore 

Appliabon No 99/m 19mwL klsion . Application Permitted 
Locfnion ’ 52 Kingswood Crescent Rayleigh Essex 
PrOposal Ground Floor Rear Extension. Add Two PItched Roof Dormer Window 

Extensions to Front (Revad SubmissIon Followmg F/O375/98/ROC) 
Apphcant , Mr K Garrett 

Application No Y9/00195/FuL De&on Apphcetion Permitted 
Lucahon * 2 Wheatley Close Rochford Essex 
Proposal ’ Form&on of &xxv m Roofspace with Dormers to Front and Rear 
Apphcant . Mr & Mrs WhItefield 

Applkaqon No 99/00204FuL Decrslon ’ Application Permitted 
LOCGJOIJ 37 Star Lane Indust& &ate Star Lane Great Wakenng 
Proposal I Change the Use of Existmg Yard to Transport & Storage Use 
Apphcmt G Churn 

Applrcahon No 99/00205/FUL Declslon Application Permitted 
LocatIon 125 New Road Great Wakermg Southend-On-Sea 
Propixal~ Create a New VeJucular Crossover 
Applrcant Mr Harrmgton 
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Applution No. 9!9/00208/FuL Deckon : Applicatloa Permitted 
LocahOJl 284 High street Great Wakermg Southend-On-Sea 
Proposal : Single Sborey (Ground Floor) menswn to Form Porch, Study, WC, 

Kttchen/Ut&y and Sun Lounge to Fmnt, &de and Rear of Dwellmg. 
Applicant. c Sk&well 

Appkation No * 9!9/00220/L‘Bc klaon . Application Permitted 
L.catlon 78 High Stmet Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal . Widenmg of &sting Openmgs, Extra Two Metres and 5C0mm of 

Partttion Wallmg to be Removed at Ground Floor Level. 
Apphcarrt . Lloyds Bank PLC 

Application No : 99lOO221iFLL Declslon . Application Permitted 8 
Location 6 Durham Way Ray&h Essex 
Proposal : Single Storey Rear Extension 
Apphcant * Mrs J sawkms 

Applicatron No. 99/0#227lFuL Decision : Application Permitted 
LWKtiOJJ Dozen And One Pu&ey Hall Lane Canewdon 
Proposal Replace Exlsttng Roof wth New Prtched Roof (F&sing ridge He&t) 
Applrcant : Mr Smrth 

Applicahon No , 99/00237/FuL Decision : Application Permitted 
Location 15 Twyford Avenue Great Wakermg Southend-On-Sea 
Propsal Create Rem Extensors a! First Floor ulth PItched Roof Over. 
Appbcant . Mr s Pearce 

8 
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DELEGATED BUILDING REGULATIONS DECISIONS 

APPROVALS 

Plan Number Address 

BR YYi-238 70,H&I Read 
Hockley 

BR 99t’ZlA Plumbelmv Cottage New Dwellmg 
LowerRoad 
H-Y 

BR ‘%‘2U.2A 

BR991315 Land Junchon Gladstone Road/ 3 Detached Houses & Garages 
Great Eastan Road 
H&Y 
(Former Telephone Exchange) 

BR 99l320 28,Bullwood Rwd Attached Garage 
Hwkley 

BR 991276 Land Ad& 182, New Road 
Great Wekermg 

BR99llOlA 20,Wllbvmn Single Stwey Rear Extewlon & 
RByle@ Fust Floor Side Extensmn 

BR 991235A 30,Glebe Drive Pitch Roof to Stde Extension 
Reyl~lgtl 

BN YYf7.16 5, MounttZmccnt Rcoms m Roof 
Hcekley 

BN Y9f226 41, R&ford Garden Way cmty Wall Insul~on 
Rochford 

BN 99f2.U 109, Rochfixd Garden Way cavity wall Insulmw 
R&ford 

BN 99i228 12, Church Road Installarion of l%rwgh Floor Verhcal 
Raylagh Wheelchair Loft 

BN 991229 lB,MayfieMAvenue Installation of Tltrough Floor Vertical 
Hullbrldge WheelchaIr Lift 

BN Y%23Q The crofts Convert Garage IntO Lrvmg 
Traders Avenue Accommcdatmn & Form Pitch Roofs to 
Rameth Dormers & Roof Over Garage 



BN 991233 

BN 991239 

BN 991240 

BN 991.246 

BR 99R41 
ON 53) 

BN W1249 

BN 991251 

BN 991252 

BN 99,255 

BN 991256 

BR 99rzl 
w 54) 

BN 991’258 

BN 991-2.61 

BN 990.62 

BN 991265 

BN 99/261 

BN 991’27 1 

15, H&ta@ Way 
Rochfotd 

25, Mommgts~ Avenue 
Rochford 

Farm House Lodge 
Rawretb.Lane 
Faweth 

18, Maykleki Avenue 
Hullbudge 

B.T. Site 
star he 
Great W&ring 

16, Cheapnde F&t 
F.&Clgh 

I, The Llhnes 
Rayldgh 

IIA, Nelson Road 
Rayleigh 

22, cwcnhy Close 
HUllbridge 

34, Hawkwell chase 
HUVkwell 

15, Johnson Court 
Pollards Close 
Rocbford 

7, Western Road 
REykigh 

48, Cmuch Avenue 
Hullbndge 

97, Ptmnbaow Avenue 
H&Y 

Smgle Stmy Extenson to Rear 
* 

E?xtendon of Lounge & Bathroom 

Toilet & Cbangmg Room Faciltues 

InstallatKm of Tbrougb Floor verhcal 
wheelchah Lift 
(Duphcated Appltcahon) 

Internal Akemhons 

@Iage culver3ion 

8 
Garage Cofivasion 

Extension Over Exishng Garage 

Convert Exuhng Garage. into Sh&dy 

Demolish & Rebutld Extstmg Garage 

New Dwellmg 

Loft & Smgle Story Extenstons 

Alterahons to Fmm Ground Floor W C 8 

& Shower Area 

Rooms m Roof 

Single Storey Rear Extension 

Remove Wall Sqahng 
ltchen/Utdtty Insertmg Steel Lmtel,4 
Decorate Wood Claddmg to Cover 

First Floor Extensmn Over Existing 



I) 
BN WR72 26, Paph Avenue 

Hawkwall 
Kitchen Extensmn 8: Garage 

BN 991278 18, Glebe Close 
Great wakaing 

Cawty Wall lnsuiatmn 

BN 99R79 15,EbnGwe 
Hullbndga 

Rooms m Roof 

BN 99R80 19,HillLm 
Hawkwell 

Lbmcr Exmnsion 

BN 991’282 381, Asbmgdon Road 
Rochford 

Replncmg Ewting Felt Rmf 

BN 99R86 28A, Crouch Avenue 
Hullbndge 

Smgle Storey Rear Extension 

1) 
BN 99R87 Rear Kitcben/Laundxy Single Storey 

F,xmmon -Two storey Side ExtensKln 

BN 991289 35, Hullbridge Road 
BYWh 

Loft Covn.Yslon 

BN 99/290 78, prtncers Gatdens 
Ad-h&n 

Undqmming 

BN 991’291 80, Prmcess Gardens 
Aabingdon 

Undqxnning 

BN 99l300 54, Fen-y F.md 
Hullbfidge 

BN 99r301 17, Highams Road 
Hockley 

Rebmld Single Stony Rear Extension 
O)hlity Room) 

BN 99003 3 1 A, Cenhal Avenue 
R&ford 

Canty Wall Insnlahon 

BN 991X4 30, Oliver crtscent 
Great Wakering 

c!aVlty Wall Insulation 

BN 99/305 2, B&w Avenue 
RaV/Ztb 

RmmRDof 

0N 99l306 Loft Crxwetsion 

BN 99t3 12 49, Belcbamps Way 
Hockiey 

Rooms in Roof 

BN 991313 7, cheshmt Close 
Hockley 

Side & Rear Extension 



BN 99i336 15, TlleRnmputs 
Rayleigh 

Convert Ewtmg Garage to 
PlayroomKhmputer Room 

BN 99i317 35, Ashcomk 
Rochford 

cwdy Wall Ill&non 

BN!w318 23, Warwick Gardens 
Rayletgh 

BN 99i321 45, Bumhmn Raad 
Hullbndge 

Smgle Storey Rear Extension 

BN 99i320 5, Nelson Clme 
Rayleigh 

Loft Conversion wtth Rear Facmg 
Dormar 

BN 99t331 I 1, Teqkegate Cottages 
Sutton Road 
Rcahford 

lnti Altattons 
(Fii Floor Bathroom and Ground 
FlwrWC) 

BN 99/338 34, Goldswarthy Dnve 
Gmt Wakexmg 

Convert Garage mto Dming Room & 
Form Openmg in Divtding Wall to 8 

-ge 
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DELEGATED BUILDLNG REGULATIONS DECISIONS 

REJECTIONS 

8’ July 1999 

Plan Number Descnptioa 

BR 991231 Two Stay Rear Extwxm - Build 
Over Garage -Covered Way Front & 
Rear-All Pitched Roofs 

BR 99/269 33, Maolntyres walk Flnt Floor Exknsum 
ROCMXd 

BR 991263 Wornens INtltute Hall 
Lrtkle WakerIng Road 
Great Wa!wng 

8 
BR 99254 977, Sutton Rwd 

Rochford 

BR 99/253 The Lodge 
Little Stambridge Hall 
Lntk Stambndge Hall Lane 
Fhxhfbrd 

BR 991242 DoZ%l&One New Roof to Convert Garage to 
Pndwy Hall Lane 
Canewdcm 

BR 99t241 32, Downhall Road Rear Extensmn 
R~k1g.h 

BR 99n36 ll,Alex&Road 
bY&?h 

a BR 990217 Bensca Lund Erection of Mezzanme Floor 
Aviation Way 
Sathend Airport 



ROCHFORDDISI’RICI’COUNCIL 

At aMeeting held cm 13th July 1999 Present .Councdlors Mrs W.M Stevenson 
(Chanman), R S Allen, P.A Beckers. C.I. Black, T.G. Cutmore, J M D&son, 
D F. Flack, D M. Ford, K A crlbbs, JE Grey, N. Harris, Mrs. A R Hntchings, 
CC. Langlands, Mrs S .J Lemon, RA Pearson, Mrs M S Vince, Mrs hi. I. Webster 
andMrs MAWen 

Apologies: Conncdlots Mrs. J Hall, D.R H&on, Mrs. J. H&on and 
Mrs. H L.A. Glynn. 

snbstitntes: Ccumllors D E. Barnes and V H Leach 

Vikihg CounciUm R Adams, T. Livings, GA Mockford and P.F.A Webster 

284 WAS%? WA’D?R RBCYCLING SCHBhiB - ESSEX & SUFFOLK WATER 

Members were advised by the Head of Housmg Health awl Commumty Care !&at the 
Environment Agency had acknowledged recetpt of this Authority’s ob~ectim m 
relahon to the above scheme It was further noted that the Environment Agency had 
offered thu Authonty the opportumty to request the apphcatlon to be called m by the 
Secretary of State for determmatlon. On a MoUon put by Comuxllor P A. Be&x and 
seconded by CouncdIor Mrs. M.J. Webster, tt was 

That d-us Authonty requests the Secretary of State for the En vmmment, Tmnspoa & 
The Regons to caIl m the apphcatmn for determmahon (HHHCC) 

285 MINVIES 

The Mmutes of the MeeMg of 8th June 1999 were approved as a correct record and 
signed by the Chauman 

286. MEMBERS’ w 

Councdlor C C Langlands declamxl a pecuniary mtereSt in the item “Door Entry System 
- Essex Close and Worcester Delve, Rayleigh” (?&nute29O(u)) by vu-toe of being a 
leaseholder of one of the flats mentloned in the report and left the Meetmg whdst the 
matter was bussed. Cooncillor T Llvmgs declared a non-pecumary mterest m this 
Item by vntoe of knowledge of a remdent 

ChmciIlor P A Beckers declared a non-pecumq mterest m the item “Prom New 
Mental Health and Commmuty NHS Trust” (Mmute293) by vtrhz of bemg this 
Authortty’s representative on the Comnmmty Health Gmncd 

Comdlor C.C.Langlands declared a non-pecuniary mterest m the item “Hcusmg 
Investment Programme” (Minute294) by vutne of bemg a leaseholder of a former 
C~pmpeay. 

Ccnmcdlors DE. Barnes and KA. Gibbs each declared non-pecmuaq mterests in the 
item “Kmg George’s Playmg Field - Pmposed Lease of Bowhng Green” (Minute 298) 
by vntue of being members of the bowls club and left the meeting whist the matter was 
discussed. 

287 uRGENcYsuBa-~ 

Members noted the Mm&s of the Urgetlcy Sub-Committee held on 30th June 1999 
whxh had constderwl the repoti of the Head of Leisure and Client Servuxs, wtuch, m 
accordance with the Resoluhon of Cmmcll on 22nd June 1999, had provided Members 
with informahon m relation to transport&on and boolang arrangements 



Holtday Swimming Provision Scheme. The Head of Letsure and Chent Servtces 
atimed the Comnuttee of recent communication from various schools m ret&ton to the 
summer swimming scheme and the Comnnttee noted the resoluttons that both a booktng 
system be not nnplementad and that an adnusston fee be waived on productton of a 
vahd bus ttcket for those chtkhen hvmg withm the Parish of Hullbrrdge 

The Committee constdered the appended Sub-Committee Mmutes and the 
Reconunendahons contained therem 

Members were advised by the Head of Revenue and Houshtg Management that the 
report back to the Wotkmg Party on the outcome of the mdrvtdual mtervrews and also 
the. analysis of comments on ballot papers would be made to a Meeting of the Working 
Party in the Autunm Cycle 

Resolved 

(1)That face to face mterviews wtth the tenanta of Francis Walk, Gwdmans and 
Romney House take place wnh a view to the potenhal phasmg-m of pets m Sheitemd 
Schemes at these pamcnlar warded accommodation 

(2) -Ihat the comments m the ballot papers as return~J by respondents be analysed and 
qmted back to a fnture Meeting of the Pets in Sheltered Schemes Working 
parry. PJM 

(u) community safety sum - 23-d Jim 1999 

h&ute118-~&DisxderRedtmtionStrategy: PnbRcAware~ 

Members were advtsed that them had been no need to convene an Urgency 
Sub&ommStee to resolve lhls Mmute., as preparatory work had been carrmd out 
mhouse wrth the press release being held tn abeyance pending the outcome of thts 
Meetmg 

(1) ‘That the proposals to rarse pabltc awareness as onthmxJ in the report of the Head of 
cklrprate. Policy & Initlanves be agreed 

(2) That an amount of f500 for provrsion of publicrty material be agreed 

(3) That Rmhfotd Sports Counctl fmal on 17th July 1999 be used as the first venue for 
the pxmrmhon ofthe Cnme & Disorder Reduction Strategy 

(4) That a smes of suitable “Upbeat” press releases, suned to the occasion be issued 
pnar to events to encourage attendance. (HCPJ) 

~~119-Rayleighpo~Division-Aonnal~~plan 

Resolved 

lhat the report be recetved (HCPI) 

In constdermg thrs item, a Member rats& the pomt that the canvassmg of Male Victnns 
of Domeshc Violence should have been mcluded w&n the tiutes. 



That the achons outlmed under the way forwand, mcludmg the pomt above, be agreed. 
(HcPn 

Mmrte 121- Survey of Reported Incidents of Domestic Violence within the Rcchford 
Dis&tCouucikAreafortheM~YearendmgMamh1999. 

Resolved 

That tie report be noted 

Resolved 

(1) That the Housmg Pomts Scheme be amended as tt relates to “reasonable and 
addrhonal” preference as set out m the Head of Revenue & Housmg Management’s 
repo* 

(2) That a comprehenstve mvtew of the Housing Pomts Scheme be undertaken later thts 
Fmamal Year followed by a ccnsultation exercm wrth tenants’ 
tepresentahves (HRHM) 

During constderatlon of thus stem, a Motion put by Councrllor J M. Dickson and 
seconded by Conncdlor DM. Ford for the retmu of the survey entttlmg the respondent 
to one free eutry in a prtze draw was lost on a show of hands and It was 

Resolved 

(1) That the Housing Annual Report be upgraded in style and content BS outlmed in the 
Head of Revenue & Housing Management’s Report, and incorporatmg the 
SubCommUe’s news as detailed m the Mmutes. 

(2) That a customer survey form be included wtth the Ammal Report m order to obtain 
feed back on the document and the housing servtce, the format to ret&t the 
Sub-Commrttee’s dtscussion (HRHM) 

Dunng constderatton of tlus Mmute, it was agreed by the Comunttee that the Resolubon 
should state a desired de nrinums level of 2ooo counctl houses 

Resolved 

(1) That O&en make repmsentattons to Central Government seekmg changes m the 
regulatrons to allow Authortties wtth a de minmus level of 2000 Council houses, to 
refuse the Right to Buy applicattons m those lccatrons where the demand for affordable, 
Couucil-owned accommodatmn 1s psrtmularly great 

(2) That a Teach-In for Members conoxnmg the nnpbcattons of the Housmg Needs 
Survey be arranged. (HHHCC) 

289 OU’RXANDlNGIssuEs 

The Committee wall sattied that all necessary actton had been taken Mmutes 
31O(i)198(HRH), 31CQi)I9S(HFS), 475/98(HRHM), Sl(u~CS), 84@9(HHHCC) 
and 87/99(HHHCC) were carried forward. 
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290 PETJTIONS 

(I) ST. JOHN FISHER PLAYING FIELD 

The Commiltee constdemd the Jomt report of the Head of Housing Health and 
Commumty Care and the Head of Corporate Pohcy and Imttattves following the referral 
by Council on 20th Apnl of a petlhon from local residents complaming of norae and 
vandalism around the basketball court and recycling banks at St John &her’s Playmg 
Field, requesting that they be restted The matter had been defer-ted from the previous 
Meetmg of thts Comnuttee to enable a site vtatt to take place The background to the 
factbties, the problems currently faced by residents and the detarls of the petttion were 
noted by Members Havmg attended the sate, the Comnntme considered the basketball 
facilities had been installed m the most approprrate place on the sate With regard to the 
recycling fadiues, two opttons were mooted and dtscussed by Members. 

A Motion put by Councillor D.M. Ford and seconded by Counctllor PA Beckers for a 
phased approach to be taken, with a reduchon of the height of fencing around the 
facihty and the planting of shrubbery, to deter climbing on the banks and for the police 
to be requested to momtor the site with any disturbances bmg lqmted m the 
Commnmty Safety Subcomrrrittee was lost on a show of hands. A subsequent Motton 
put by Cum&or N. Hams and seconded by Councillor D.F Flack was won on a show 
ofhamlsaudltwas 

That Offbrs look at alternahve smug arrangenhmts for the recycling facilities at 
St John Fisher Playmg Field, that the matter be sub~eet to consultatton wtth local 
resxlents, and mat the matter hs reported back to tbts Committee for consider&on. 
WHCc) 

(u)wOR ENTRY SYSIEM - ESSBX CLOSE. AND WORCXXIER DRIVE, 
RAYLEIGH 

The Commtke considered the report of the Head of Revenues and Housmg 
Management regarding a petidon referred by Counctl on 20th Apnl concernmg the 
mt&hOn of a door entry system at the blccks of flats, situated in Essex Close and 
Worcester Drtve In noting the detatls of the pehtron and the proposals put forward by 
Oflicers including costs, Members expressed concern that resnlents of the Worcester 
Dnve flat3 had not been party to the petitron. Mmdful of ti-ds. concern was further 
expressed that the cost to leaseholders of flats, further to the costs of the recent 
mstaUation of double-glazmg at the s&e A Motion put by CcarncilIor D E. Barnes and 
seconded by Councillor I.E. Grey was won on a show of hands and rt was 

Resolved 

That the door-entry system for Essex Close and Womester Drtve be agreed m prmciple 
and that consultation with all restdents of, the flats take place with a stew to the same 
being included in the draft capttal programme for uMo/2001 (HRHhQ 

(in) DOOR ENTRY SYS’IFM - MILLBOURN COURT, RXHFORD 

The Commmee constdered the report of the Head of Revenue and Hcusmg 
Management regarding a petmon referred by Conncll on 20th April concemmg the 
mstallatton of a doorentry system at the blocks of flats which consist Mtllboum C?outt. 
In noting the details of the petition mcludmg us history and the proposed costs, 
Members considered that the dear majorrty of residents WanMg the pro@, which 
mchtded the leaseholders of flats in the blocks A Motton put by Councillor DM Ford 
and seconded by Counctllor Mrs M A. Weir and amended in part following further 
discussion was won on a show of hands and tt was 
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That a door-entry system for Mtll~urn Court he agreed m prmclple and that the matter 
be referred to the Budget Momtoting Workmg Group for funding to be identitiied. 

(IV) IRON RAILINGS - 66-72 JWIFELD ROAD 

The Committee consrdered the report of the Head of Revenue and Housmg 
Management regardmg a petmon, refer& from Couoorl on the 24X Aprrl 1999, 
concerning the pmviaron of mn railmgs at the above sate Members noted the detatls of 
the peutron and desertptron of the site layout, It was further noted that the works had 

hadbeenbeen scheduled to take place although on receipt of the p?tIhon, the work held 
m abeyance. Members agreed to the install&on of ratlmgs to the above sate and 
requested that the Fmanoe and General Reposes Comnuttee be asked to consider how 
requests for minor works such as tlus should be dealt wrth m fntnre. The Commtttee 
alw asked that Fmanee & General purpoSes Comnnti constder the Head of Reverme 
and Housing Management’s request to be granted delegated authority to approve minor 
wmks up to a total value of 1% of the Repatrs and Mamtenarxe Budget of the Housmg 
Revenue Account. 

l (1) That non railings be erected at 66 - 72 Hatfield ro+ui to the front and side adjacent to 
Hattield Road 

(2) That the Fhance & General Puqm.s Co- be a&&- 

(r) to consider the request of the Head of Revenue and Housing Management for 
delegated authority to approve requests for rmnor works up to a total value of 1% of the 
Repairs and Maintenance Budget of the Housing Revenue Account even though they be 
the subject of a petitron and, if mu&d to grant such delegated author@, to ask the 
Member Budget Mouitormg Workmg group to consider and agree wy nooessary hmits 
that should apply to that delegatton 

(ii) to request the Member Budget Momtormg Workmg Group to cans&r what @ems of 
expeudtture should m future be regarded as n&x works to be funded from the Honsmg 
Revenue Account Repairs and Maintenance Bndget (HRHM) 

291 TRA- lNEssEx 

0 The Committee constdered the report of the Head of Corporate Policy & Imhatives 
which advised Members of a report prepared for the Essex Chtef Executtves 
Assocmtton by the Travellers m Essex Workmg Party It was noted that the report had 
been referred by Council on 22nd Aprtl1999 to thts Commtttee for consnkxatton. 

Members welcomed Sheila Clark, Essex County Council’s Gypsy L&on Officer who 
had been innted to attend the Meetmg to give a brief presentatron and answer Members 
questtons in relahon to the revised “Travellers m Essex Code”. Members had &fore 
them a rev& sheet of recommendations whtch took mto account the various 
consultatron responses wluch had been recewxl from other Lox4 
Anthoritms (AppendD; 1) 

Memtms questrons were answered spectfically m relahon to the followmg - 

- the clean-up cast m relahon to unautbortsed encampments 

- the definluon of the word “gypsy” 

-the f200.000 per ammm over five years given to fund authorised s&x by Essex 
County Council 



In sumg-up, Ms Clark w&ed to state that the. d ocument was not legally bindmg, 
more that It was a ratmale for more proactive Couoclls to use when deahng wth 
gypslea. Members thank4 Ms Clark for her presentation and she then left the Meeting 

Resolvd 

(1) That the comments in the report of the Head of Corporate Pohcy and Initiatives form 
the baas of the Council’s response to the Essex Chtef Execotrves’ Association on the 
Travellers m Essex mpat 

(2) That mangements be made for a meeting ulth District and County officers, 
mcludmg the Gypsy Luuson Officer, to discuss potable sacs for the provlslon of a 
Short Term Stopping Place for Travellers in the I)lstrict, with the provision of Local 
Plan Pohcy H28 being used 8s a basis for discussions 

(3) That details of the titions be reported back to Members at an appropriate 
Comrmttw later m the year (TP)(HCPI) 

292 THEI MANAGE%v%ENT OF CARE HOMBS FOR OLDER PEOF’IB IN ESSEX 

The Comnnttee consuiered the report of the Head of Housmg He&h and Commumty 
Care which advised Members of the consultation from Essex County Councd in relation 
to the aurent sau&on concemmg the p~nslon of Care Homes by Essex County 
Comcll throughout Essex Mmdful of the hstory of the subject and Essex County 
Counal’s proposals which aff&ed Albert Jona Court, the site specifically wlthin the 
R&ford Wet, Members considered that m supportmg the officers recommadatton, 
a Member/Officer meetmg with Essex County Cou& shonld be arranged at the earbest 
oppoaumty to discuss the matter further. It was further requested that a presentation on 
the proposals be made by Essex County Council Officers to the lmext avalable Meeang 
of tlus Comnuttee On a Motion put by Councillor D M Ford and seamded by 
Councdlor Mrs. MS Vmce, it was 

(1) That the Council expresses tis total opposalon to the proposed lease of Albert Jones 
Court and reiterates the relevant comments in lta earllest response dated 
24th November 1998. 

(2) That a Menkber/OFfic-er meetmg be arranged with Essex County Councd to &sass 
thematterfluther 

(3) That Essex County Counal be mnted to attend the next Meetmg of the Commumty 
SeMces Comrmtree to give a pre.senta4on on Essex County Council’s current proposals 
in relation to care home provision thrcmghout Essex (HHHCC) (17944) 

293 PROposEDNEWMENTALHEAL’IHANDCOMMUNlTY NHsTRusT 

NOTE Counallor D F Flack declared an mterest m this item by vntue of bemg a 
non-executive director of one of the Trusts menhoned m the report and left the Meebng 
whilst the matter was dIscussed 

The Committee cmsdered the repoti of the Head of Housmg Health and Commumty 
Gut which advised Members of a consultation on the estabhshment of a new Mental 
Health and Commumty NHS Trust for South Essex. It was noted that the stated 
purpose. of the merger was to streamline the top management and corporate departmznts 
to provide greater value for money 

Members considered thnt tie suggested response, that no obJection be riused; subJect to 
then being no reduchon in front-lme serwcez., subJect to the proposed savmgs bemg 
acbeved and subJect to a full public debate on the fnture of Runwell and the Rochfor& 
Hospital site, wav to be supported. It WBS fmther suggested that the response should 
mclude a paragraph m relauon to tie contmued uncatamty as to tie future of Mental 
Health Servos within the area On a show of hands, It was n 
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Resolved 

(1)That the response outhned above be sent as thus Authaty’s response to the 
consuhatton. 

(2) ‘Ihrd arrangements be made for a represenmtrve of Southend Commumty Cam NHS 
Trust to attend .a future meetmg to explam the proposals for the repmnsmn of servtcas 
from Runwell Hospttal and use of the R&ford hosprtal stte when these am 
fmahsed. (HHHCC) (26609) 

294 HOUSING INVBSIMENT PROGRAMME @BP) 

The Commttee considered the report of the Head of Housmg Health and Commumty 
Care whtch summartscd recent developments m relation to the prmess for thts year’s 
HIP round In noting the update mformahon outlmed m the Head of Servrces report, 
specrfically relating to the housing needs survey and the c&come of officers meetmg 
with GO F&t, Members were advised of a forthcoming Members TeachIn on housing 
matters. The document “Housing Strategy 1999LWtXt and Beyond - Update 1999” was 
appmved as rt suitable update to last year’s Housmg Strategy 

The Head of Servtce advtsed Members that the Housmg Needs Survey had &ntt~fied 
the need for 1 and 2 bedroom aocommcdanon partrcularly in Rayleigh and Hockley and 
this would be incorpora& m the Counnl’s response to the Housing Corpomtton in 
connectton wtth tts Region&l Pobcy Statement 2000/2001. 

That the report be noted atxi the document “Housmg Strategy 1999/2fW and Beyond - 
Update 1999” be sent as an update to thts Authorny’s Housmg Strategy to GO East. 
c=cc) 

295. HOME ENERGY HPFICIBNCY 

The Commtt& constdered the repott of the Head of Housmg Health and Commumty 
Care. which detailed the proposed changes to the Government’s Home Energy 
Efftctency Scheme and snmmansed the progress bemg made to unplement the Home 
Energy Conservanon Act (HBCA) Strategy, detailmg the extstmg and potenttat ftttnre 
mrtmttves. The unpmvements to the Home Bnergy Efftcnmcy Scheme (HBBS), namely 
“New HD3.S” and “New HBBS Plus” were welcomed by Members and the progress to 
date on the tmplementation of the. Home Energy Conservahon Act was noted. Members 
endorsed the cmnments outlmed m the Head of Services qrt and on a show of hands 
1t was 

Resolved 

(1) That m respondmg to the Government’s consultstton, the Coancll welcomed the 
proposed changes to the Home Energy Efftciency Schem: (HEBS) 

(2) That approval be gtvcn to partrqatmg in any future HEC Action btds 

(3) That energy awareness tmming be gtven to sppropnate staff to a potential cost of up 
to +ZlooO excluding VAT and appmprrate pmvisron bemg n&e in the 24XWDX 
estinmtes, subject to enqmnes about extemfdly funded courses bemg exhausted. 

(4)That the postal mrvey verston of the HECAMON computer package be used 
initiatfy for momtormg progress. 

(5)Thst conslderahon be gtven to allocating addihonal staff resources to the 
hnplementahon of the Counctl’s HBCA strategy and approprtate provtston m 
2tXXX%Ol e&mates once estnnated costs are known (HHHCC) (1243) 
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296 PLAYSPACE ROLLING PROGRAMME 

The Commmee constdemd the report of the Head of Letsure and Chent Services which 
advtscd Members of the progress on the consuhahon wrth Hullhrtdge and R&ford 
Pansh Counctls and Rayleigh Town Counctl for playspaces tdenhfied for the 1Wm 
fmanctal year’s playspace rolling progtamme. 

Members noted that although some response had been received fmm the Parishes, none 
had mdtcated any additional fundmg for the imhahves or any wash to become 
responsible for the manegermxtt of the sttes on complebon of works It was further 
noted that HuIIbndge Pansh Counctl had agreed sxome amendments to the proposal for 
their playspace, although them were no eddittonal cost tmphcatmns ansmg from these 
changes. Given th responses, the Committee considered that Offken should now 
move forward and commence with all three play schemes, 

Resolved 

That the result of the cons&&on with the Parishes be noted and that Offices be 
authorised to commence wtth thme play schemes as ldenttticd in the report (HLCS) 

297 UF’DATEONPRWFSSS OF-IS~OFPUBLICCO-m 

l The Comnuttee considered the report of the Head of Lemne and Client S-xvtces which 
updated Members on the progmss towards a new strategy for improvtng the public 
conveniences at Back Lane, Rochford and Crown Hill, Rayletgh and pmposed the 
timetable for nnplementatron of the scheme. 

In noting that the proposals were of an qproprrate standard smtable for works to be 
cmned out by builders rather than specialist contmctors, and that the works mclnded 
looking at the cleamng contmct methodology and the prowston of baby changing 
facrltnes as well as unpmvmg access to the ladies toilet at Crown Hill, some Members 
expressed concern at the proposed cost of the refudnshment. Lack of pmgmss m the 
pmvtsmn of finger stgnage for public conveniences in Rayletgh Town Centre were 
mooted by Members durmg dtscussion. On balance, Members cons&red that the 
refurbishment should commence and on a show of hands, tt was 

ResOlved 

(1) That the proposals for refurbishment inch&d m the report for Cmwn Htll and Back 
Lane toilets be agreed at the - cost of ~144,2cm (HLCS) 

l 298 KING GFDRGPS PLAYING PTELD, RAYLFIIGH - PROPOSED LEASE OF THE 
BOWLlNGGREEN 

The Comrmttce constdered the report of the Head of Legal Semces which sought 
authonty for the grannng of a Xl year lease for the bowlmg green at ICmg George’s 
Pla.ymg Field for the Rayletgh Bowls Clubs. Mindful of the history to the lease, 
Member were mformed that the RowIs Clubs would not stgn a lease without the 
inchtston of the car parkmg area Members were further advtsed that the NPFA had 
stated that the car psuk should be avatlable to all users of Kmg George’s Playmg Fteld 
and not Just the Bowls Clubs In order to avotd an tmpssse, tt was suggested that the 
Clubs be allowed use of the car park for County level games to facrlitate thts, the Clubs 
would be asked to provide tbetr County fvttnm list Nevertheless, on a show of hands, it 
WR.3 

F.ce.9Jlved 

That the matter Ix deferred for considemhon by Full Council 

299 SOUlHEND HGSPlTAL TRUST 

The Comrmttee were advrsed by the Head of Housmg Health and Communtty Care of 
an mv~tahon for a number of Members to attend Southend Hospital to be updated on A 



matters relahng to R&ford Distnct It was consaiered approprmte that the 
nominahons should be made as in prenous years and on a show of hands, it was 

Resolved 

That the Chanman and ViaK!hammm of the Community Services Committee together 
WI& the Group Leaders or theu nominees be Rccbford Dlstnct Council’s 
representatives to meet at Southend Hoqntal to discuss matters relating to the Rmhford 
Distnct 

300 EXCLUSION OF THE PUBLIC 

Resolved 

That under Se&on 100(A)(4) of the Local Governmmt Act 1972, the pubhc be 
excluded from the Meehng for the. followmg items of business on the grounds that they 
mvolve the hkely d~sclosum of Exempt Information as defined m Paragraphs 13 and 7 
resphvdy of W 1 of Schedule 12A of the Act 

301 UNFlT HOUSE -PROGRESS REPORT (MINUTE 227/W) 

The Comnuttee considered the confidenhal report of the Head qf Housing Health and 
Community Care which advised Members of progress to date with regard to an tit 
property w&mtheD~~~. Innotm g the contents of a let& appended to the report, 
Members endolsed t&e Head of Servzea suggested way forward m that the mat& be 
brought bazk before Members when tier mformahon was known. 

That further report be made once the owners agents have confirmed their 
pods (30332) mmc) 

302 CARAVAN SIlTi LICENSING - OMBUDShfAN ENQUIRY 

The Comtte consIdered the confkknhd Report of the Hezai of Housmg, Health and 
Community Care. which advised Me&Is of the Ombudsmrm’s Figs and the 
options ava&ble to the Council on a matter reltimg to Caravan Site hcensing In 
notmg the backgrmmd to the mgmal complaint, Members considered thztt the matter 
should be referred m the first instance to the Face and General Purposes Comnuttee 
for financial appnusal and then for a decision on the most appmprmte way fonvard It 
was further noted that the mformation required for the financial appraisal was likely ta 
take between 3 and 6 months to research and collate. 

RECOMMENDED 

That a future meeting of the Fm and General Purposes Comnuttee consider the 
finanmal implications of a local settlement in respect of the Local Government 
Ombudsman’s fmdmgs, and for a decision to then be made on the mOst appropnate way 
forward. (HHHCC) 

The Me&rug closed at 11 3Dpm. 

smsJull3 

672 



Committee Report 
3 

RdlfmiMrmacotmdl 
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JULY 1999 (RJzcorn) 

Author. J Bostock Report Approved By: 
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-_ IS .Tdv l.99,‘2 

l%ese.nt Councillon D E Barnes, V H Leach, C R Morgan. R E Vlngce and P F A Webster 

Visiting: Councillor Mrs J H&on 

7. APPOlNTMENTOFCHtURMAN 

Councillor D E Barnes was appointed Chairman of the Group. 

8 

Councillor C RMorgan declared an interestin the item on travelling subsistence and car 
allowncw by virtue of his spouse’s employment 

9. TERMS OFREFEXENCB 

Members noted the Group’s terms of reference 

-i 10. 

The Mmutes of the Meeting of 17th March (adpmed) and 24th March 1999 (reconvened) were 
approved as a correct record. 

11. UEMRUSHALLROOF 

The Group consIdered the report of the Head of Leisure and Client Serwes on the release of 
funding for the renewal of the Clements Hail Swnurung P,ool roof. 

. . .._ 
Responding to Member questions, the Corporate DIrector (Fuw~ce & External Services) 
confumed that _ 

Officers would investigate whether work was likely to tnvolve pool closure at any stage 
The precw. financial position could only bz estabhshed on receipt of tenders. 
Contractors uwted to tender would be those on the Counal’s select list 
In the worst case scenano, the budget would only~ttst cover costs 
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h term of finsncial mechwwnrsm. expenditure cotlid be met out of the repars and 
comemamtenance budgeL Ot%cers would need to fotwatd with any lump sum 

requtrements when known <’ 

The Group endorsed the vcew of a Member thar II would be of value if information on Council 
expendrune made on non-scheduled repan-s over a ten year penod could be submitted to a furure 
Meenng. 

That the fSO,OCC provision fontepan to C&rents HalI roof be released and the works tendered in 
accordance wtth Contract Standing Orders. (HLCS) 

BUILDING CONDlXON SL’RVEY 

Note: Counctllor DE Barnes declared a non-pecuntary mtemst in this item by virtue of his role 
as Chmm of Rayletgh Age Concern 

The Group considered the repoa of the Head of Leisure & Chcnt Services on the need to carry 
out a comprehensive building cot&ion survey of all Council owned buildings includmg those 

leased to others, but excludmg the housing SK&, cl-ts of some mqor butldings and pubhc 
convemences (whmh were the subject of other reports) 

Responding to Member questions, Officers confirmed that- 

Whilst the Council’s Buddmg Control staff were already fully utilised thii did mean that 
the income in respect of Building Control was mcmasing. 
Work was in hand aimed at estabhshing a mom regular review of the CounciI’s buildings 
(utilising the C0uncr.l staffmsouree) 
The need for financial stnngency in previous years had meant cessation ‘of rolling 
PoJgrammes.
At this stage snrvey funding woukl be from balances. 
Further informahon would be provided wtth ngard to the specific commnmty f&hues to 
be inc!nded in the survey. The Miil Hall had been excluded from proposals for this year, 
having been the subject of a separate consultant’s report 
The Council held a fair amount of mformahon on its housing/sheltered housing stock, A 
future report on these properties could be appropriate in due course. 

During debate Members accepted that, whilst it would be useful to recetve detail on the posrtron 
with regard to eldu;ly persons day centres, the financial position meant that these were ltkely to 
be of lower prmrity. 

REco-ED 

(1) That the need to nndeaake a comprehensive building survey at a total gutde price of 533,ooO 
and covermg each of the following building categones (subject to specific exclusions d-etarled m 
the report) be agreed:- 

Lmme Centres 
$1 Community facilmes 
(iii) Pubhc buiUinp/offices 
iiv) Pavilions 
(VI Buddigs whwhare Councd owned but leased toother OrgmlSahOnS 

The cost to be ltEt from balances. 

$2) That the use of external consultants to carry out this survey be agreed 

i(3) That Officers repa< to a future Meetmg of chc Group detading proposals for.- 

(1) the ongoing revrew of Counctl butldings 
1 



(N the utuatlon with regard to tic conditmn of the Cwnol’s housmg/shelrered houstng 
stcck. (HL&cs) ,’ 

SUB.ScRII??ONS 

Note: The Chtef Execuave. Mr P Warren, declared a non-pecuniary interest m thii item by virtue 
of men&e&p of the Intemat~onal Tree Foundation 

The Group consuziered the report of the Head of Fmancral Servtces d-etailrng organisati~ to 
whtch the Authorzty currently subscnw orgauisatmns where it was consIdered there would be 
benefit for the Authonty to join and a proposal from the South Fast Essex Econormc Project 
(Rochford EconoImc Pmftig) 

RECOMhlENDED 

(1) That Officers submit further detail on the benefits of Council membership in respect of the 
following orgamsations:- 

East of England Iuvestment Agency 
& Eastern Region Shadow Assembly (East of England Local Government Conference) 

Essex Economic Partnership . 
;Fz; South East Essex Economic PartnershIp (Economic Development). . . . 

. 9 
(2) That the CounciI no longer subscnbe m the follocvmg organisatmns:- 

Essex Am Forum (unless Officers determinelbthat there 1s a need) 
Society of Information Technology h%anagemeti copies of Society docm~~~on’to‘be 
aqured as appropnate) 

[3:3)That the Counctl subscnbc to the remainmg orgamsatlons detailed m the report during 
1999/2ml 

(4) That Officers investigate the possibihty of closer invofvement with ‘market towns (tie \ I 
organisation which promotes small market towns) 

5)That Offkers report back III more detail on proposals in res& of@‘-South .&t Essex ’ 
%~noms Project olochford Economic Profw. (HFS) 

EXCLUSION OF ‘L-HE PUBLIC 

Re.solved 

That, under Section lmAK4) of the Local Government Act 1972, the public be excluded from 
~the Meetmg for the followmg items of busmess on the grounds that they mvolve the hkely 
disclosure of Exempt Information as defined in Paragraphs 8 and 9 of PHI? 1 of Schedule 12.A of 
the Act. 

“ACQUISITION OF PORTABLE PROJECXON EQUIPMFXT 

The Group considered the confident& report of the Head of Administrative and Member 
Servtces on the acqutsltion of portable projection equlpm;nt to improve presentarions. espectally 
when made to Comnuttee-Meetmgs (other dum Plannmg. for which other proposals would be 
submmed) 

Respondmg to Member questions, Officers confirmed that.- 

The equtpment would be compatible wtth that Officers would be proposing for 
tmprobements to Planning Szrvtces Com72ltree przsentarlons 

- I 
$’ 
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It was hoped the mczntly appointed Head of Planomg Services would have an opportunity 
to mput to a report on improvements fo Plannmg Commrrree presenfauons, whfch would 
be submitted to the September cycle 

Members noted the cUrrent esnmated costs which had been ldenrlfied I” respect of the eqmprrrenl 
for Plmnng Meetings and.- 

RECOMMENDED 

(l)Tha~ the portable proJection eqtupment spxtf%d m the report be purchased from Co&s 
Lttnited at a cost of f6,045, cxcludmg VAT. 

(2) That Officers report back at the earltest oppormniry on the acqutsmon of equipment to 
improve Planning Comnuttee presentations (HAMS) 

6 IT SEWICES -FA- MANAGE2&?NTcONT%4CT-%%??fAL’IIMETAB~ 

The Group cons&ui the confidential report of the He& of Admimstcattvc and Member 
Services deadmg pmpusals daang m the renewal am&able for the IT Services Faciltttes 
Management contract 

Responding to Member questions Officers cIrrrificd:- 

I.eThhp pmzise name of the proposed invdvement of the Cotmctl’s Informanon Technology r: 
and Support Services Manager and the need for absolute transparency. 

The cosangs related to spccificauon p-on. 

That proposals wouId provide an element of bencJmx&ing. 

Members noted that the estimated cost of proposals was fi,ooO above budget provision. The 
Corporate Duxctor @Finance and External Setvices) inthcated that thts could be met vta the 
available budget under the “other contracts” heading. There was aJ.so a posslbihty that some IT 
expenditure identical for the current fman& year may not be requued until the next. 

Jn diiing ophons avatlablc to the Council with regard to the specificatton and tutdenng 
processes It was ncogmsed that the contract was of pamcularly high fmanc~al value and that, dn? 
to the changing nature of IT, the princtple of seeking appropriate external advice should be 
endorsed. In addressing the proposed tunetable, a Member comme nted that, if p&ible, it may be 
appropriate to reV,ew the evaluahon date as this felI at election time 

(1) That tbe timetable for the renewal of the ITN contra@ as set out in the report. be approved. ^ .I ,.. 

(2) That the scope for the consultancy service, as set out in the report, be approved. 

(3) That the consultancy serxce ts put out to tender at the estimated ~sts identtfied (HAMS) 

7 RECYCLING WASTE STRATEGY - PROVISIONAL FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

The Group received a cofidentlal oral report from the Chief Executive on the bud.getary 
rmphcauons assccrated .y~th the Ecofogika Waste Stitegy report. The Corporate Dtrecfor 
(Finance 8c External Services) had revtewed the financial mformation known to date 50 11 could 
bs provided III a manner more closely matchmg standard local authonty format. 
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During debate Offtcers htghlrghted that:- 

It was not yet posstble to idenufy the hkely commencement time or length of the stages . , 
identified in the Ecologika report It was also not clear If one contrr+x could cover all the 
stages. 

capital costs and assoctated revenue expenditure would be very high and of some concern 
in that there would be reliance on revenne. streams. 

given that the capital pro,gaamme !‘.‘a~ already over comnu~ any decision that a &KOJ=t 
be a main ObJediW would mCarl the r%rXJVr%j Of this rrl%&nitnde Of OthW capital prolects. 

There would also be a need to put some cqrtal costs out to the contractor 

any potential impact on Council tax was lrrutmsutable at tills stage. 

Members recognised that the key drwx behind revlewmg aU possible opnons was the need to 
find alternatives to mcinerator optrons mooted by the County Council wrthin its Waste Plan. 
Whilst the financial peqective was clearly seyere, there was a need to be. nnndfnl of the. 
consequences to the Drstoct of not addressing thrs matter. l-be Group endor& the comment of a 
Member that It would be inappropriate to vtew Rxhford Diimct m is&non and that tt wouId be 
af value to how the results of the Dtstnct recycbng trial. Some concern was expressed at the 
tificulties faced by the District in havrng to consider options 5~1th regard to the letting of major 
contracts when the outcome of the. appeal in respect of the County Waste Plan would not be 
known. Reference was also made to the hkclihood that legal costs wonld be high if the District 
WFS to MSU~~ effedive representation of rts position at the forthcornrng appeal 

h referring to the forthcoming Special Meeting of the Transportation & F.nvironmentai S~MCES 
Committee at whrch the Ecologika report was to be consrdered, Members agreed that there would 
be value m ensurmg that the Meeting was pmnded wrth the latest inforrnatron on the drscussrons 
of the Essex Waste Consortium officers with Essex County Council and Southend on Sea 
Borough Council rn respect of revisions to the Waste Plan In terms of ensurmg Dtstrict residents 
are aware of the Connctl’s position, a post Commrttee Meeting press release would be 
appropriate 

18. LAND AT BUTCHES FARM, EASTWOOD - FLNANCLAL ASPECTS 

Note: The Chairman admsted this rtem of business as urgent UI view of the timescale. 

The Group received a confidentral oral report from the Chief Exative and the Corporate 
Director @%tancc & External Services) on the latest positron with regard to land at Blat&s 
Farm, Eastwood. The report included free.hold and lease options which may be available to the 
Council and the potential rmpact on other elements of the Council’s Capital Progqrnme and 
Revenue balances should a decision be made to pursue direct acqnsitron From a fmancial 
perspective, there was clear value in consrdermg the opttons for secunng the hand tn consult&ton 
With all interested parties. 

During debate reference was made to the possibihty of identifytng the tax position should 
Southend on Sea Bonn&, Rochford District and Rochford Pan& Councils undertake combmed 
acqutsinon of the Land. Members sought cIanfication on the cutrent posttton w&b regard to the 
sale of Council owned land at Etheldore and the ttrnmg of the assoctated Capttal Receipt In 
notmg that Officers ccnttnued to press for mimmal delay, rt was recogrnsed that completton was 
taking longer than some Members had antrapated and that It was nnportant for Members ta be 
able to understand the tnnmg and other issues assoctated wrth any future disposals of a slmrlar 
namre. 

The Chief Executive advised that he was tn communicatton wtth the County CCWCII about an 
early Member level meetmg on Blatches Farm and that he wvould soon be in contact with Gmup 
Leaders(Committee Chamnen to determine the Dtstrict’s reprasentatton. 

The meetmg adjourned at 1 l.lOpm 
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8th Julv 1999 - (Reconvened1 

ASSET REVEW - BUILDINGS FOR LEZSURE FA- 

The Group constdered the report of the Head of Legal %MWS produced to pm-rev, the 
Cotmc~l’s declslon that in terms of Asset Reww p&my, should be given to examma& of the 
Council’s buildings for ltlsure facihties. 

Respondmg to Memberquesnons. Officers confirmed that- 

Whikt a review of the assets detailed in the report would fit well with Best Value 
requirements a t-e\~cw of the Council’s remaming assets would still be appmpnate 

it would be apptoptiatd to include all the land and ardllaty buildtags ass4ated with tie 
MIII Hall complex within the review 

That the following leisure facility buildings be it&d4 ta the Asset Review:- 

RayIeigh 
Castle Hall, Castle Road 
Park Sports Centre, Rati Lane 
Mill Frau cmplex 

Clements HaII Leisure Centre, Clements Hall Way 

Rxhford 
Freight House. West Street 

GrratW&&g 
Sport Centre, Htgh Sneet. (HIS) 

b coFmxATEPL”4N 

The Group considered the report of the Chtef Executive which provided an update‘of progress on 
the Corpomfe Plan and reinforced its lmeages wtth the three year budget strategy, ongoing work 
commitments and propasals already approved by the Dtstnct CouuciL 

tn ,--Respondmg to Member questions, the Chief Exccutwe htghlighhted the value of pIWpG%dS 
terms of best value and the productton of a dynamic business planmug process for the Distnct 

The Group recognised that the document could esskt the Council III its work with other Local 
Authorities and organisauons, providmg a structured approach to activrty Members concurred 
with the Chef Executive that It would be useful For a consultation document on proposals to be 
submitted to all Members pnor to recess with a view to detailed consideration being gwen dunng 
the fmt cycle of me&ngs after recess. 

That progress to date on-the Corporate Plan be noted and thar all Member; of COUIICI~the be 
consulted on its contents m advance of the forchcommg recess wth a view to detaIled 
consideration bemg gwen to tts final form dunng the first cycle of meeungs after (CE)rexss 
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21 STA~XJTORY AND DISCRETIONARY SERVICES 

fhe Group constdend the report of the Head of financntl Services winch provtded an analysis of 
the Councrl’s major services mto mandatory, supporting mandatory, legal obhgattou and 
dtscretionary categones 

The Group concurt& with the Chairman that tt would be useful for the report to be circulated to 
all Members of the Council with further revtew in due course. Responding to a Member 
quesnon. the Corporate Director (Fmance & External Services) indtcated thq to some extent. it 
would be possible to pmvrde a breakdown 
expenditure. c 

of the services as categorised agamst budget 

(1) That a copy of the report be circulated to all Members of the Council, wtth further review in 
due course. 

’ (2) That, where pracucable, the servme categories be detatled agamst the Councli’s budget 
expenditure in tune for the next budget round. (CD(P&ES)) 

22. sINGLEcAPi-r‘4L ALLOCAnON FPORHOUSING 

The Group consrdered the report of the Head of Fmancial Se& detailing changes the 
Government iuteuded to make m Cap& France in relatron to houstng and its likely effect on 
both the Housing Revenue Account and the Non-Housing Revenue Account The report also 
dealt with changes in respect of Pnvate Sector Renewal Grants. From 1st April 2oo0, the whole 
cost m respect of general grants would fall to thii Council. Grant support m respect of disabled 
facilmes would continue. The Loss of the 60% m grant support would have to be covered by the 
capital programme iu future years. 

In response to Member questions relating to the renewal grants Offtcen indmated that- 

No further expenditure could only be an option if determined in hue with a suitable 
policy. 

Whii current Govemment paperwork identified a “smgle pot” for housing, indications 
were that the Government would constder all cap&4 as a “single pot” by 2001/2002 

. 
It would be possible to identify commttments to date and then Identify the implications 
for the Council’s capital programme If no further expendmue was committed. 

It would be possible to provide mformation which nlenti!iied grants paid against each tax 
bandmg 

During debate, Members expressed concern at the implications for the capital programme rf the 
Councrl was to continue with renewal -ant arrangements. Whtlst rt could be recogmsed that the 
Counctl had to review the smtau~n agamst the housing needs survey, the Monitoring Group was 
charged wrth considenng the impact on the budget 

Bearing in mind the long term rmphcations for the Counc11 of this change and on a motion moved 
by Councillor D E. Barnes and seconded by Counctllor P.F.A Webster, it was’- 

REcoMMENI>ED -:--

That there be a momtotium on 1999/2ooO approvals tn respect of General Pnvate Sector Renewal 
Grants pending the development of a pohcy of no further expendmue. (CD(F&ES)) 
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3 J-EASINGF’INANCE 

The Group considered the report of the Corporate Director (Finance and External Ser~ces) on the 
types of leasmg and finance available to the Council. 

RECOMMENDED 

(1) That the fimulclal appraisal of leasmg oppommltles conunue to be camed out m respect of 
eqmpment purchases and the most cost effecuve m&cd of prxumment be used. 

(2) That the policy of utthsmgleasing for reax~ns other than cost be kept under review dunng the 
budget cycle. (CD(FEs)) 

1. EXUUSION OF THE PUBLIC 

Rwlved 

TM., under Section 100(A)(4) of the Lccal Government Au 1972, the public be excluded from 
the Meetmg for the following item of business on the grounds that it involves the likely 
d.klosure of Exempt Information as defined in Paragraph 9 respechvely of Part 1 of 
Schedule 12.4 of the act. 

LANDATBLATCHES FARM,E&YIWXlD-MEMBERLEVEL~G ! 
-I 

Note: The chairman adnutted this item of business as urgent in vtew of the short tunescale 
available to anange a Member kvel meeting. 

The Chief Exectltive reported in confidence on a proposal from Essex County Council that the 
Inter Authority Member level me&n g in respect of land at Blat&es Farm, Eastwood be 
scheduled for the aftemwn of Monday 16th August 1999. The Chd Executwe had asked the 
County for confrmauon that there would be IH) marketing activity undertaken m respect of the 
land prior to the Member meeting. He also advised on recent communication with the tenant of 
the Site. 

At this stage Members agreed that it would be appmpnate for an announcement about the 
proposed meeting to be made at the fortbxmmg mxtmg of the Planlung Setices Committee 
with referral to the Workmg Party set up to consider thus mat[er 

The Meetmg commenced at 6 Oopm and xijotuned at 7. t4pm 

14th .Tulv 1999 (Reconvened> 

SUBSCRTPTIONS -FURTHER INFORMATfON a- . 
5 _ 

Fmther to Minute 13, the Chief Fzcutrve provided the Group with further mformatton on the 
Work of VmOUS orgamsations/pro&xts to which the Councd may wish to subscribe 

lit response to Member questions relating to economic development, the Chief Executive advised 
that a feature of tins work was the bidding fbr agency funds via other agencies In the near future, 
Offken would te able to report to Members the outcome of extensive research into the 
aspmuons of employees within the Dsmct. 

Duimg debatc, Mcmben...recogmsed that It was utiful to be able to determine whether 
organisations to whxh the Councd sth~r~be xe &sable OF essentnl A Member made specific 
reference to the influettce which the D&cr may be able to exem~se on econormc actlvlty m 
terms of the Local FLan Review, It was tmportant to ensure that as much economic mfonnation 
as possible was awlable for the foticommg review 
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FtECOhfMENDED 

(It That the Couml subscnbe to the followmg orgamationsfprojecrs dunng 1999/3-ooO.- 

(1) Rochford Economc Profile Research. 

(4 south East Essex Ekonomic strategy. 

(0 East of Ek@nd Investment Agency. 

(4 Essex Ekonom~ Partnershtp 
. 

Cr% Urban Environment Today. 

(Iii) Essex Brussels Office 

w !?ast of England - Local Govemmmt Conference.&@ 

T@AVELLQ?GSUBSISIENCEANDCAR~WAN~ 

Note: It was accepted that all Off&m of the Council had an interest ‘m this item 

The Committee received the repot-t of the Head of Fmancial Services Mailing information on 
travclhng and subs&me and car aIlowances and the changes fmn the 1998m9 estkmte-s to the 
1999/7-o estimates 

Dunng debate, the Corporate Lkedor of Finance & External Services mdicated that the porenhal 
-~ for Icased vetmles could be rewewed under a future process review. 
/
P 

1
The Meeting closed at 7.30pm 
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Committee Report 


FirdicdDgtKtcrmKil 

To the meetmg of: comRATE~uR~suB-coMMlTIEB 

on: 28TH-ER1999 

Rept of: HEADOFAD- TlvEANDMEMBERsERvI~ 

Tii i%immEsoFcoRPoRAmREsouRm~MMlTIEE 

Atamxtinghcldon14th~199!9. present: Counc~UorsDE.Bames(~),RAdams, 
ME.. J.M Gdes, C.R. Morg;m, VH. Leach, T Lwmgs, R.E Viugoe, P.F.A. Webster, D.A Weir 
and Mrs. hf-4. Weir. 

Apologksz Gnmc~Uors G. Fox, DR. Helson, Mrs. J. Hekon and RX. Vmgcsz 

snbstitatts: cmmcillors Mrs. s J Lmmn and Mrs WM. slcvenson. 

Representahves fmn the Raylelgh chamber of Trade, the R&f& chamber of Tide and the 
F&l%ioUofSmi3llB- andB&axT~Companywesealsopresent,andwerewelcomed 
by~Ch&man -_ 

MEE%NGWlTHC!HAMBERSOF’IRADE 

The swommittee wlls1cle~ the report of the corporate DmXtor (Fmauce & External 
1 Services) which exptied the prws4me for meetmg the seq&eme& of the Local Government 

Fmaucz Act 1992 m&r which Local Anthoriuas are obliged to consult fomzdly arltb the 
business eommmty pnor to settmg the Cotmcll Tax for the coming year. In &iition to a 
Meeting III July for snggeshons to be put forward for the. coming budget cycle and to &ew 
progressaninitiabves~gpplacein~cnrrentyear,afnrtherMeetingistobeheldwiththe 
SnbCommitteeonllthNovemberinordertogiveanupdatetothebusmess “j on the 
progress of the budget for next year. The formal conmltatmn exercise ~IU take place through 
correapndence between 18th Jmuary 2000 when the budget is agreed and 2Znd February when 
theCom&Taxisset. 

The H&&y Traders’ Ascnakm had drawn atmntvm to the level of charges made for 
the dqawl of trade refuse, and had enqumd about the possibility of a subsidy being 
made available by the Counc~ Members were informed that wkalst, m theory the 
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Gxmcilcwldamendthe umtractino&rmreduce!hechargembusmesses,t?uswonld 
resnltinasigznificantcost. Itwonld&obeextrenxlyd@?cultmdeviseasystemof 
reducedchargmgwhichtargetwlspeclficareas~dwasseenmO~equitableacIossthe 
DLsmct. 

ii) Q&mud CollecUa 

The Hockley Tmkrs Asxciauon had also requested the provismn of a can%xad 
cokti~chg faahty for waste cardboard. Members noted that as a result of the 
~~~ofsenicingsacha~y,itwasanlilrelythatacardboard~c~gscheme 
could be developed at present. However, the Agenda 21 Oflicer was workmg with 
businesses on the EIdm Way and Hockley Foundxy Industi Estates on a “green 
business chw, which inchldd a waste “swap shop;” in the long tern& this inltlatlve 
could m&de cardboard. 

iii) miyyc!J& 

This prop& put forward by the Rayleigh chamber, envisaged the protion of sn 
elx&kally powacl, &mfkr driven pavement vebick for the benefit of thasa 
Mets who have walkmg difiicnlties. Be&x Taxi Company had agreed m provide, 
at its own cast, the elecmc vehicle, and a driven’s& m admmkmr tix. service The 
Rayl~Chamberbadsubmittedareqnestmthe~foragr;mttosnbsi~tbe 
asersofmeelectncvehicle,sotbatBestaxdoesnothavetomaLeacharge. Itwas 
anacrparedthatthe~tw~dbesufficienmtokthepmnslonaftheelcctnc, 
vehicle free of charge for a period of SLT months. The grant, rf awarded, would be met 
from the bgdget provison of f5,ooO available for cauymg ant ~cmt s&am with !b 
1ccalChambe~ofTmie. 

Tbe repsea& from E&G gave a bnef presentation m the Sub-Committee+ 
provimng~~abaottheproposal,andmdicatedthat-tinvestigatloasbad 
diswvd the possible illegality of usmg a pavenxxt vehicle of the type envisaged 
The Corpaatc Dimtor (l%mx & External Services) ccafmwd that the FIxhey 
Canfage officer’s informal discassions with tie local PoliQ brad highEghtexi shnzlsr 
potential tlifEadti=. Members were mfomxd that a number of pcsslble alternative 
schemes were camently being cons&&, to attempt m meet legal requirements, for 
example by shopmobih~ and in associa!zm ti Care & Mobility Ltd with whom a 
meeting was soon m be held. Reference was also nude. to the recent consderation that 
bad been given by Traqortauon SnbC~mrmaee mamobiityschem+fortheDxtnct. 
and It was suggested that any mttitive to provide a pavement vehicle in Rayleigh 
should be reported m that Snb-Commmee. Members were generally sqporhve of ti 
proposalsnbJectmitsk~tybeing~~bntwete~mensmethatthe 
service. would be available to sll residents rather than Jnst those usmg taxis. Follow 
tliscuhon, and on a motion put by Counctior K-I. Leach and seconded by Gmnctllor 
D.A. Weir, lt was agreed m recommend that a grant of El,000 towards the cost of the 
prop3 te awsAx$ wuh a renew after thm3 months, subjea m the scheme sahsfymg 
theaecessarylegalreqmrementr~abemgavaitablefor~byall~deattswisbmg 
m wat Rayleigh Town Centre. 

Tins s~ggesUou, received from the Hockky Traders Asxciion pmposed that, whete 
the pavement is very WkIe between Somerfield and the emrance m the SomerEeId csr 
~treessbouldbepkntedmsoftenthcaspect If&usproposal~mpmc&,it 
wcmld be necessrnym obtain consent from Essex County Council, as H+ways 
Authority, and m ensure that there are no pubhc nhlihes in the locations proposed for 



t?le trees. It was agreed to defer ConsW~pcndjng further de&& being presented 
byttreHc&leyTradersAsscclatlontoafutnremeeang. 

Officersleported~theCounnlwonIdbecarryingoutanarmaalrevlewofthecar~g 
policy m September, pzt of which m&&i the Trader Refund Scheme and, following the 
iutroduction of free p&g on Saturday .&em- I& chambers’ views about wutmning with 

- I the scheme were sought. They, tog&x wrth the mpi~~~&vefrointheF&aationofSmall 
Businesses, agreed that it should be retained and, if Fble, expanded. It was sqgested that the 
scheme could be included v&m the foahcorning Retail Study for R&ford, and Officem 
undertook to contact tie consultants who were currently pqarmg the Study’s Terms of 
Referem 

There were no further issues for wnsideraiion with the Clwmbsrs of T&, and the chairman 
thanked their representatives for &tendmg the meeting. 

Rl?co-

(1)ThattfiereqoestsrelatmgtDeaderefaseandcardbcardcollectionputfarwardbytheHockley 
Traders Assoclaaon be noted for fatme wnsideratlon when aqpruprmte. 

(2) That consideranon of 6e Hcckiey Traders .&o&ion’s quest for tree planting be deferred 
pendingmore&~being~~toafumremeetmgoftheSu~. 

(3) That El,@30 be earma& a5 a wntribo!~cm towards the Rayleigh Char&&s prq~sals for a 
pavement v&de sub&t to: 

a) the s&me naeedng the rmesary legal reqrmements; 
b) a three monthly review; 
c) theservlcebemgavrnlableforuseby~residentswishingtovlsit~~lghTown 

ckme; alld 
4) a further report to Trampor&& &&Commit&z. (cD(FBrEs) 

24% SOUTHE4STEssExEcoNoMICszaATEGy 

TheSu~~amsderedthereponoftheHeadofCorporatePolj&~v~w~ch 
mfcmwd Members of progress on the development of the economic strategy for South East Essex 
andarrangementsforitspubliclaunch. Acopyofthefinaldraftofthes&ategydocmnentwas 
appendedtothereporL 

~draft~~hadbeenpreparedbyCastlePoinfR~~andSouthendC~~wo~ 
mpartnashipwithEssexTECandE%sexGnmtyCoanciL F4l0wmgapprovaIofthedrafta 
senesoff~gmops~heldtotesttheconceptsidemifiedwithmthestrategy. Thecommen~ 
ofthegmupshadbeen~~dedin~~aldraft,themajorityofwfnchsoppoaedt6egeneral 
~ofthestnttegywithouttheneedforanymajoralteratlons. MembersnotedmparticnlarPtrrt 
8 of the strategy which dealt WI& pzume&q arrangements and the relammship between the key 
stakeholders mvoived in 1t.3 implementation. It was reported that a .%th East Epsex Membzs 
Gronphad~meetingonaregular~todiscuss~developmentofthestrategyaswellas 
to Eve focus to a South East Essex mput to tl~ Essex Fconomic Partnershrp. It was proposed 
that this Member Group becomes the primary steering group for managing the implementauon of 
the South East Escx Economic Strategy, iuchubng continuity at the board meetings of the Essex 
Ekmmmc Partnership. It was suggested that the Grip comprises four Members from each of 
the three Local Autbrhs, together with three representives f?om the private sector and one 
each fivm the education a& voluntary sectors, and the SuW3mmnttee agreed that the Council’s 
current mpresentation on the Group rem&n unchanged- 

The Sub-Conmntree slso mcemd, and agreed, pruposals for a formal launch for the docnment at 
a South Fast Essex Busmess Event on 30th September 1999. 



250. MEMBER!?‘IRQNING 

TheS~~consideredtherepoaof~ChiefExecutivewhich~progRss 
following the last meeting, and suggested pqo-sak for future actum. At that Meetmg, it had 
beenagreedthatallMembasshouldbeaslredtocomp~asweyoftrainingneedsw~ch 
included a question seeking views on the use of external faulitators as part of the Member 
iuterfiew prwess. The Ckef Exezutive had been asked k~ obtain castings for these external 
t?eilitators. 

Exe. Sub-Committee considered the mults chimed from the questiormairas thathrdkal 
retwed, which identified the most important areas of work considered by Memks. ti 
develqmEntofpersonalsLills; theareasofGovermnen tp&yseenasmostimportant poss1Me 
trammg methds for new Members kh~@ a comprehe~ve mducuon package snd the 
pzmbdity of a mtor, in the form of fm expenenced feIlow Members, and the use ofkxtemal 
fac&tors to internew Members. The cost of extanal mrs was eshmakd at f.5500 ta 
ti,ooO, which would effechvely use the entire Member trairring budget for 1999Doo0, and It was 
thereforeagreednottopurmetiproposal. 

A rmmber of themes were idenhfied which wculd represent a positive first step in takkg Member 
t-a&g forward m a more stray fashion and these were considered by tie Sub-C~mmirtae to 
determme prionii~. 



Follo~mg dim&on, it was agreed that trarmng shoaBfocu~ mitially on the following areas 
mmmuaityconsaltahon, cnme anddrsorder; housmg; atdpohcyformalahon Othertopicsfor 
wbch training was considered necessary, as soon as prachcable, were trme mmagement, finance 
mxl prmity budget&g. A rmmber of Members made reference to the potential valne of icdnchm 
sessions, particularly for newly elected Councill~~, to wver subjects such as standmg orders. 
The Chief Exec&ve indicated that, for next year, consideration could be given to holding a series 
of evening traming ses&ns for this purpose between Aond Canal and the mmmencement of 
the fkst Committee cycle. Once a smtable traming package had been ~dentZe$ a farther report 

- I would be brought back to the Sob-Committe=e gving details and costs. 

REtcornm 

That mder Section 100(A)(4) of the Local Government Act 1972 the public be exchuled fmm 
the Meetmg for the following items of busmess on the groom% that they mvolve the likely 
disclusureofExemptlnformatiiona.sdefinedmParagraphs1and9respectivelyofPaa1of 
Schedule 12A of tie Act. 

253. SHOPS - 172 AND 174 ROCBFORD GARDEN WAY, ROCRFORD 

The Sub-Commhe considered the cmfidenhsl addendum report of the Head of Legal Services 
whch pro&cd details of progress mgadmg ti futare of 174 R&ford Garden Way following 
the last meetmg. Members wm. rembded that there were two adjacent retail prexmses on the 
Rochford Garden Way esta@ a general grocers and a mrrently empty 
tolsaccOllis~w~tslconfectlon~ shop. 

There wen problems of vandahsm to tbz plate glass at the front and side of 172 Rochford Garden 
Way, the general grocery store, and general concern about of the nability of two r@cm.t shops 
pmnding smnlar gmds and services. 

251. AFPJJCATION FOR ADDITIONAL REVENUE GRANT - SOUTHEND IiMmGBNcY 
N-KiHTmlER 



Members mnsidered possible solutmns to these problems, with the - objectives t&q to 
prevent pJmpty lFmainmg disused by ensurmgaconthmedpresencembothum~andto 
main~thepro~~onofacomnmnityservicem~eewwhichisakeycomponentoftheCnrne 
and Disorder smtegy. 
As a pomt of clariticahon, the Corporate Director (Fa and Extemal Services) informed the 
Subconnmttm that it would not be possible to fund the provision of sxurny glazing from the 
Crhne and Dir Budget. 

1) That the Cou&l provides polycarbonate seourhy glazing to 172 Rochford Garden Way, at no 
cost to the. tenant and also to 174 Rochford Gsrrkn Way to replace the exrstmg steel roller shutter 
inordertodetervandalism,toenhance~appearanoeoftheareaandtoprotectthe~s 
illtexest~weJlasdletensnts. 

-WORKING 

The Sub-Comm~ttw considered the mnfidenttsl report of the Chief E&xuive which sought 
Members’vkwswthregdtothepaynmtofspwlfkstaffoverthe - ’ period Atthe 
Su~smeetingin~,itwasagreedthatanydecisionsonmeawardofspecial 
payments for out of hoursJemergency cover over the miIlermium/new year parrod should awsrt 
the outcmm of national negotiations. Arthe national kvel, n had since been de&cd that snch 
payments should be settled hxally. 

Members received details of payment levels that had been agreed at other Authorities throughout 
Essex, and considered whether a special ‘one-off payment should be offered to Roehfcxd’s staff 
to ensure that ttdapie out-of-hours and emergency standby mver over the holiday period is 
provided A~ctitionofreceiptofthestandbypaymentwouldbe~staffw~beav;nlable 
foracalltbmughNewYear’sEvetmttlmidnighton3rdJsnuruy2000. Inordertornskethe 
package @active enough to secure enough volunteers wer the 4 day holiday peslod, tlx 
suggeshon that the redon amngementsfor call out for staff above Scale Point 28 mirror 
thoseforstaffbelowScalePoint28wasslsoconsiderrd. Itwassntqmteddiatatotslof 
appmxnuately 20 people wmld be appmp&e topmvnieauadquatelemlofstsndbycoverfor 
both out-of-hours and emergency plaming purpox& although m the case of a IMJOI emergency 
additmal staff would need to be used. Followtng discassicn, !Ae SuL+Cornr&tee took a vote on 
theproposals~abweaudagreed,bythreevotestDone,the ‘&ll shown at (1) 
below 

For Sheitemd Housmg Wanlens, who normally work on a rostered basis through the Chrhmas 
andNewYearholidayperiod~o~~~7staff)oncanatyom:~,m,admti~al 
payments had in the past been gwen. In the hght of mformauon provided by the Chief Executive 
cortwning the situ&on axes I& County Members meandered &at any decision mgardmg these 
staE should be defer& pending feedback on dezrsions across the County and further information 
mncerniqtheircontixtsrrangements. 

1) That the Counal agree to the level of staff coverage contained m the Chief Executive’s report 
with regard to out-of-hours and emergency planning, with a one-off spexd standby payment of 

9 



a55. REPLAm FORPRINTROOMHIGHVOLUMECQPIEIR 

The Sub-Commttee considered the confidential report of the Head of AdminMr&ve and 
Membehsen;lcesamceming~forthereplacementofthehlghvolmm:copier. Two 
speafic mprovements to existing snangements were ezambed 

l-be meeting closed at 9.00 p.m. 


