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ROCHFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL 

Minutes of the Community Services Urgency Sob-Committee 

At a Meeting held on 5 October 1999. Present: Councillors Mrs W M Stevenson 
(Chauman), Mrs S J Lemon and Mrs M S Vmce. 

4. rtimJTEs . 

The Minutes oftbd Meetmg held on 30 June 1999 were approved as a correct record and signed 
by tie Chairman 

5. STREET TRADING PANEL 

The SubCommlttee considered the oral report of the Head of Admhkatk and Member 
Senwes on the need to re constitute the Street Trading Panel. It was n&d that earher this year, 
the Transportation and Ehvmnmental Services CommateehadknaskedtoappointaStreet 
Tradmg Panel even though the Council’s scheme of delegated powers to uxmmtks delegated 
this responslbrhty to tie Gxnmumty Services Committee. It was fur&her noted that a meetmg of 
the Panel was due to take place mthm the uex[ few days and that there was a need for the Panel 
to be properly appointed by the Commumty Services Committee As the next meeting of the 
Commrttee was not untd 16 November, the matter was now brought before this Sub-Conumttee 
for determmatmn. 

After accepting the apology of the Head of Administmtrva and Member Servxes for tie 
administratrve error that had led to the present situatmn, the Sub-Commttke 

Resoked I 

That a Sub-committee be appoirded to determme all matters relating to street trading cousznts 
in accordance with the Gxmcll’s agreed procedures, the Sub-Committez to be known as the 
Street Trading Panel and ta compnse 5 members-namely 

Cllr D E Barnes 
Cllr J M Dickson 
CllrDMFord 
Cllr K A Gibbs 
Cllr Mrs J Helson 

Meeting closed at 6 55pm 

Date . . . . . 
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ROCHFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL 

Minutes of the Fioance & General Purpses Committee 

At P Meetlog held on 12 October 1999 Present Coonc~Uors CR Morgan (Chairman), 
RAdams,DEBames,TGCutmore,GFox,MraJMGdea,h&HLAGiym+DRHelsoa, 
Mrs 1 Helm, V H Lea& Mrs S J Lemon, T Lwings, G A Mockford, Mrs W M Stevemm, 
h&MI Wet&r,PFAW&ter,DAWeuandM%MAWeir 

Apolo&s Comcdlors D F Flack and V D Hutchmgs 

Visiting. Councillor J E Grey 

392 MlNuTEs 

The chutes of the Meetmg held on 20 July 1999 were approved as a mmt record and signed 
by the chauman, sob@ to Resolution 2 of Mnmte 324 bemg rensed to refer to the Community 
Safety Subcommittee and not the Corporate Resources Sub-Committee. 

393. MEMBERS’ JNTEREsTs 

The mterests recorded m the Mmutes to bc mewed and considered were taken as read 

Councillor D E Barnes declared an n&r& in items relafmg to Raylengb Town C&ml by virtue 
of hls bemg a Member of RayIe~gh Town Cotmxl. 

Coundors D R Helson and hirs J Helson each de&ml non-pwunmy tier&s m the stem on 
nonnmtions to the Gowmin g Bcdy of SEEVIC College by virtue of bemg parents of a college 
student 

Councillor R E Vmgce declared an interest in the tiem relatmg to apphcation for wawer of 
Street Tradmg cow& fees, Cbristms L&ta, Spa Road, Hwkley by vu-toe of lm bemg a 
Member of Hoc&y Par&b Comcil. 

394. MINUTFS OF THF. URGENCY SUEXOMMIlTEX 

The Committee revved the Mmtes of the Mtxtmgs of the Urgency Sub-Comrmttee held on 
29 July, 9 September and 20 September 1999 

Wltb reganI to h4mte 10, It was noted that the Capital Programme figure relatmg to the 
Autbonty’s quahfmi bid m relatmn to a Hugh dwemon trial was ~lOO,OC0. 

395 RECOMMEND ATIONS OF PARENT COMMllTEES 

The Comttee comdered the mmmendatlons of the Parent Corm@- 

Committee Date 
i ) 

COMMUNlTY SERVICES 16 Septeher 1999 



Minute 351 Relating to Minute 70 of Housing Management Sub-Committee - Housing 
Capital Programme 

(1) That the revlsed qntal programme as set out at Appemh 1 to the Houamg Management 
Sub-Commttec Mm&a, be approved, with the underspend of f108, 200 bemg applied as 
follows:-

U$XKJ for the Mdlboarne Court door e&y system 
i80,OOO for the Tunatall Call System. 

(2) That the element of the Houamg Investment Programme Bid relatmg to repans and 
improvements to council housing at& be on the bans set out at Appendix 2 to the Houaq 
Management Sub-C!ommitte.e Minm @lRHM) 

Mhnte 351 relating to Minute 72 of Housing Management SolKommittee - Housing 
Revenue Account Repairs and Mahtensnce Budget 

Resolved 

(1) That the current year budget for repaus and maintenance be made up as followx- 

Deactiptioo E I? 
Plarmed services - Senlce Contracts etc 88,000 
Cyehcal -ens and Repaus 141,000 
Wanlen Schemes-Internal Ikorahons 39,500 
AabAcm works 14,700 

Total Planned Repaua 283,200 
Housmg Repanx and Maintenance 491,800 
htemal Decorations - Vmd PropziQes 110,ooO 
Plant Replacement 15,000 
Adaptatmns for the I)lsabled 56,ooO 
skij3Hll-e Loo0 

TotalReqons~veReprurs 
Total Repan-s Mamtenance 

(2) That Volume Statlst~cs de&g the type and nature of works and order levels withm wh 
category be submitted to the next meetmg of the Housmg Management Sub-commmee. 

(3) That the Head of Revenue and Housing Management rep0tt.s on spending wlthm each 
budget item on a qoarterly bask (HRHM) 

Minute 355 -Housing Capital Programme 

ResOlVed 

That the reused Housing Capital Programme for 1999/2ooO be approved. (HFS) 
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Minute 359 - Mechanical Works at the h¶ill Hall 

That the cost of Butldmg Management System replacxm& be met fmm a nrement of money 
set aside for Clementa Hall Specml Items to Mill Hall Special Items, (HLCS) 

Minute 360 - 57 South Street, Rocbford 

NOTE Councdlor C R Morgan declared an interest m tis item by vntue of his spouses wok 
wltbtheymlthmce. 

Wbdst aoxpting the denslon of the Coxmnumty Services Committee, Membera felt that further 
mfonnatmn on the spmfio fundmg requirements (start-up and on-gomg) would be appropriate 
The Head of Laaure and Client Se~ces responded to Member qutxtions on the background to 
pmposal formulation. 

On a Motion moved by Counclnor P F A Webster and seconded by Coumxllor Mrs J H.&on ti 
WW..-

Resolved 

That mnsidera~on of the additional fumimg relatmg to this project be referred to Full Council 
for declslon. (HITS) 

Minute 363 -Howe Condition Survey 

That the sum of E35,ooO be mchxded wtthm the &aft 20XV2OO1 e&mates for a house co&mm 
my. WCC) 

Minute 365 - Tender Returns -Play Spaces Rolking Progtnmme 

It was agreed that the rexmtnendatatlon relatmg to this Mmute be considered later !.n the Meeting 
m tandem wrth the confide-1 repori of the Head of Lelsore and Client Services 

Minute 368 -Unfit Howe 

That home repair aaslstance of up to ~,OOQ be fonded from the Pnvate Sector Renewal Budget. 
(30332)(HHHCC) 

Minute 371 -Replacement of Vehicle 710 

It was agreed that the recommendation relating to ka &tie be considered later m the Meeting 
m tandem wdh the confidentml report of the Hexi of I&sure and Client Servioza 



3% MIMJTES OF SUB-COMMITTE Es, WORKING GROUPS ANB PANELS 

(9 PARTNERSHIP SUB-COMMITTEE 
(EssExLrNKS) 

TheMmutes of the Partnership SubCommtiee were mved. 

(h3 MHL HALL COMPLEX WORKING PARTY 

The Mmutes of the Workmg Party were revved 

NO COMPULSORY COMPETRM TENDERING 
PANEL 

Minute 70 -Contract Monitoring 

21 Jnly 1999 

22 July 1999 

29 Joly 1999 

That reports, m&ding full coats, be presented to an Autumn Me&mg of the Compulsory 
Competitive Tendermg Panel exannnmg - 

(1) Current arrangements with regard to Contract Monitormg, m particular the prqxxal that 
apprqmate ta& currently bemg camed out by the Assistant Contract Inspectors could be 
transferred to other umtractora. 

(2)Armugements for mmntoring followmg the renewal of contracts m 2001, includmg the 
pusslblllty of zonmg the Ihstnct (HLCS) 

(W MEMBER BUDGET MONITORING GROUP 24Aqnst 1999 

Mhote 29 - Leimre Services -Budget 

Resolved 

That Officers m&de all possible optlons &anng n&al &scuas~ons with the current leisure 
contractor about the former Sports and Social Ckh buildmg. @IFS) 

Minute 30 -Mill Hall - MechanIcal Works 

(1) That the Connnumty Se~ces Conumtttx be advised that the E50,OOO withsavmg as-soc~ated 
repan work to the Clemenk Hall roof should be ezmnarked for work to the huildmg 
management system at the Mdl Hall. 

(2)That the mtallation of au mnditionmg m the MLU Hall b+nlchng be catem as desllable 
and mcluded m the cap&l programme for future consideratmn. (HLCS) 
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Minute 31 -Capital Programme 

(1) lhat the current freeze on pnvate sector renewal granta bz mamtamed pendmg a reylew of 
p&y by the Commumty Services Comonttee 

(2)That the pmw.ion for pnvate s&or renewal grants m the draft Capital Programme for 
2ooOMl be set at a level wbch a&eves a stilar at to the Council aa in the current year. 
NW 

(1) That the Housmg Management Sub-Comrmttee de&mine the works to be funded from the 
Repaua and Mamtenance Budge4 GW 

(2) That the draft edmates for ux)(x2001 be pIlsented to the Housing Management Sub- 
Comtmtteeon 16 Decemk 1999 to enable the rent mcreaze to be amsidered @IFS) 

(3) That a report be prepared on pztituma to the Coumnl m order to improve the process 
(HAMS) 

Minute 33 -General Fund-Revenue Bodget 

Resolved 

(1) That the Fmance & General Purposes Commtttee anthonse t6e appropriate vimments in 
respect of the expend@are m ex- of f5,OCKl or the income deficmnck3 of more than E5,OCKl as 
set out below - 

Exoen&tmz m exces of ES.000 

m & 

Contract Payment-Refuse Collection 8,100 

Public Conveniences -Water/Sewerage 65’33 

Clements Hall Repaus and Mamtenance 25,200 

Office Telephones 9,4@) 

Staff Adv&aing 17,Mx) 

Iuame deficlencea of more than f5.000 

&.nJ & 

Plannmg Seances - Planmug Fees 15,500 

Recharge to Ca@al 10,m 1090 
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A’* 
, 

Benefits - admnllstlatlon grant 15,500 # 

Net Exkmal financz 19,3oa 

(2) That the e&mates preparation timetable be approved 

(3) Thnt Officers report as soon as practicable on the posslb&es with regard to a&eving a 
Berie.sof target reductnms of up to lC% in the Council’s budget, (HFS) 

(4) That, to fac&ate workload planning, pm&on be made to enable the Member Budget 
Motutonng Gmq to meet weekly on Thursdays between 6pm and 7.15pn1, commencing 
16 September 1999. (HAMS) 

Minnte 35 -Plan&g Appeal Co& 

ThattbeHeadofLegalServicessettlesthecostclarmsmlatingtDCases1,3,4and6as~~ 
m the mpoti included 8.8 a confidential appendtx to the stgned w of the Mmntq subJect to 
the detemnn&on of the Ju&al Review m respect of Case 4 and further negations and 
receipt of ad- details to sup@ the claims III mspest of Cases 3 and 6. 

w hIEMBER BUDGET MONITORING GROUP 16 September 1999 

Minnte 38 -Asset Review 

Me&en receded the addendum report of the Cowrate lkector (Law, Planrung and 
Admmstratlon) cmlimmg that a quotation had ken rece~& fixxn PPD Savllls Property 
Consultants to provide advloe and valuation of the Councd’s leisure assets at a fee of El,154 
plus VAT. 

Resolved 

That the Council’s Valuer, FPD Sati, be instructed to pmvide advice and valuation of the real 
property included m the Leisure Contract at a fee of 0,154 plus VAT (CD(LPA)) 

Mhte 41 -Asset Review-Non L&are Sites 

The Commtt~ cnncnrred wrth the ylew of the Chairman that land at Tylney Avenne, Rochfonl, 
should be the subject of a site vlsti in the first mstznce. 

Resolved 

(1) That the Head of Legal Servxzs be author&l to take all necessary actmn to dispose of the 
following sties by sale on the open market through local agents - 

(8 land at Hambm HI& Ray&$ 
12.5High Road, Ray&b 

g) land at Malvern Road, A.&&g&n 
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(2) That land at Coventry Hdl, Hullbndge, be off& for sale to the cmrent leaseholder, suk~ect 
to a clause providing for betterment value should the mment use change. (HLS) 

(vi) MEMBER BUJXET MONITORING GROUP 20 September 1999 

Minute 44 - Pmpascd Bid for 8 High Diversion Recyding Trial in Rayleigh - Financial 
rssnca 

It was noted that the recommendations under this Mmute had been dealt anth by the Urgency 
sub-cormnhtee. 

(vu) PARTNERSJXIFsUEcoMMrMEE ~21 September 1999 
TheMmutes of the Pmhq SubComnuttee were re&vezl 

(viir) STRUCTURAL & PROCEDURAL REVIEW 28 September 1999 
WORKING GROUP 

Minute 49 -The Modernising Agenda -New Political Stmchue 

Resolved 

(1) That the Chef Executive reporl to an Extraordmary Meetmg of Full Council m November 
1999 on a poslble new polmcal structure for the Council, to be tilled for one year on the 
followmg bass.- 

Development of the role of Full Council 
i:: The abdrhon of Serf& Comrmttees. 
(m) The r&onalu&on of Sub-Comnuttes, Panels and Workmg Gmups. 
(iv) A combmat~on of scrutiny and probity roles w~thm the revised structure 
w A review of Members’ allowances and admi&mttlon support rurangements (CE) 

(2) That the Cqxxate Director (Law, Plannmg & Administration) produce for Counctl on 
19 October 1999 a protocoI for the won and management of Workmg Groups, W&g 
Parties and Panels (CD(LPA)) 

The Chief Executive advssi that the Extraordinary Meeting bad now bzn scheduled for 
23 November 1999 

Minute 50 -Urgency Sub-Committees 

Recommended 

(1) That Standmg Order 15(l) be amended by the add&m of the following after the words 
“Members are present”: %we that, in the case of Urgency Sub-Comm~ttees, three votmg 
Members must be present”. 

(2) That Stdmg Order 17 be amended by the addrhon of a new clause (3) to read “when 
rcachmg any decision, all thmz Members of the Urgency Sub-Cooumttee must give their signed 
consent to such declslon Thus alflsent to be retamed wrth the signed copy of the Mm&s of the 
meetmg. In the event that consent IS not provided by all three Members, the matter under debate 
be referred to the Sub-Comnuttee’s Parent Comrmttee for determmation” Existmg clause (3) tn 
be renumbered (4) 1092 



(ii) CORPORATE RESOURCES SUB-COMMlITEE 28 September 1999 

Minute 258 -East of England Development Strategy 

Resolved 

That the Sub-Committee rsewes a presentation by a representattve from the East of England 
Development Agency at the earhest oppom, to assti with the preparation of the C5unc#s 
response to the consoka~on drafi Strategy (HCPI) 

Minute 260 - Application for Waiver of Public Fntertsinment Licenee Feea, Rayieigh 
Town Council - Millennium Celebrations 

That a full wwer of the fee due for a public entertamment licence for the ~lenmum 
Celebrations planned by Rayleqh Town Counc~I be granted (HHHCC) 

Minute 261- Joint Management of King George’s Playing Field, Rayleigb 

A number of Members expressed concern that, in terms of control, proposals &d not pronde for 
an equal relatiotip between the Town and I)lstnct Council. Other Members commented that 
any disagreement m ths azw was bkely to k extremely rare. 

On a Motion Moved by Couwillor D A Wew and seconded by Comwillor G Fox relatmg to the 
-dafiom III the Mmote and a further Motmn moved by Counclllor C R Morgan wd 
seconded by Counc~Uor R E Vii relating to pohcy re-affi~on It was:- 

Resolved 

(1) That Raylagh Town Counc11 be invlti to become a Joint Trustee of the Kmg Georges 
Playing Field, Rayle&, but that the Dishict Coo& should retain control u&r the terms of the 
constitutton of the Trust 

(2) That the Cbaiity Co- on be requested to create a scheme and that a f-1 con&utmn 
for the Trust be prepared accordmgly. 

(3) That a futher report on the management arrangements for the Trust be made to the Sub- 
Commxttea m&e course 

(4) That, should Rayleigh Town Council not prwsl on the bass of (1) above, the Coo& 
reaffirm its policy (Minute 160/98) to transfer Kmg Georges Playing Field, Raykqh to 
Raylelgh Town Coud subJ& to the consent of the Chanty Commtssion (CD&PA)) 

htbmte 262 - Traiig Access Point for Rochford Town Centre 

ReSOlVed 

(1) That the pmpasal to locate a Training Access Point in Barclays Bank, Rochford bc endorsed 
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e(2) That formal thanks be sent to Barclays Bank for their connmtment to Community 
Development. (HCPI) 

Minute 263 -IT Progress Report 

Resolved 

That a report be presented to a future meeting of the Sub-Comnuttee, as a matter of urgency, 
concemmg the backgmtmd to the revenue expenditure assocmted ti aobevmg year 2000 IT 
wmpllance and Id-g possible solutions to potential futum problems ((SE) 

Minute 264 - Mitlemium Clock, Rayleigh 

In accordance with SubCommittee unshed, Minute 264 was referred dnxt to Full GnmciL 

Minute 265 - Rocbford District Co~cil Time Cqsnle 

Resolved 

(1) That a burymg ceremony for the Rochford M!.kmnum Capsule be organised to take plaoe m 
January or February 2000 

(2) That a group of Coum5llon, to comprise the Chanman and Vlcechairman of the Council 
and one Member tirn each Group, be established to consider the de&&d contents of the Tune 
-Pub. ww 

Minute 266 -Training for Members 

The Comnuttee secogrused the value of training for aU Members of the Council whexver 
appropriate. The &ef Fxcnt~ve confirmtxl that he was intemimg to bmld into the Council 
meetmg trmetable r&e&r trammg for Connclllors m the period imm&tely following Annual 
Council. 

(1) That the InWon from the Association of Essex Councils to send delegates to forthcommg 
Member development events on 19 October and 18 November be accepted, and that Gmup 
I.eaders be asked to nominate a Member to attend the two events 

(2) That attendance at these cxxnxes be deqnakd as an approved duty for the payment of 
Member allowances CHAMS) 

Miunte 267 -Projection Equipment for the Council Chamber 

That the corporate Director (Law, Plmmmg and Admm&rat’ ion) be requested to prepare a 
speaficatm and arrange demonst&iom of new pmsentahon eqmpment for the Council 
(amher WV 
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Mhite 268 - Scheme of Delegations to Officers 

Resolved 

That the revised scheme of delegstmns to Officers, as appended to the SubGmmuttee Mmutes 
be approved (CD(LPA)) 

Mhte 270 - 128 High Street, Great Wakering 

That the Head of Legal Sernces*- 

Ob~amarket~~lforashortLeaseforatermof14~. 
Completes a new Lease on smular terms to the cum& lease and such other terms ss the 
Head of Legal Services tbmks f$ the Lessee being responSbk for the Vakrs’ costs 
mcludiag VAT and the legal casts of the Head of Lega Se~ces. (HIS) 

Minute 271 -Millennium Working 

Resolved 

(1) That the sheltered housing scheme wardens be offered a one-off M~llenmum standby 
payment of cl00 over the four day period. (CE) 

(2) That a report concerning the cotit~ons of servxe and workmg practices of the sheltered 
housmg wardens be presented to a future meeting of the Sub-Committee (HAMS) 

Minute 272 - Chief Officers’ Remuneration 

That the Chef Executive and Personnel Manager be requested to Jointly conduct the review of 
Cluef Off&r remunerst~on and develop prop+xals for the considerahon of the Subcommittee. 
GE) 

Mimte 273 - Ml0 Hall Complex - Proposed Education Centre - Addilional Land 

Resolved 

That the sddltional parcel of land shown on the plan attached to the signed copy of these 
mm&s 1s mcluded m the lease cn the same terms and mn&titions as that authorised under 
Mmute 249@9. (HIS) 

6) MEMBER BUDET MONITORING GROUP 30 September l!KJ9 

Mhmte 47 -Budget Strategy 

1095 



Resolved 

That Offimrs be sdonsd to con& the current letsme contractor (on a “without prqudio? 
basis) and the Council’s external audrtom on the poastbJtties v&b regard to structunng an 
arrangement which could dehver Best Value but remove costs from the Council’s L.etsure 
services activtty (CMEJ) 

397 DRAm CORPORATE PLAN 

The Comnnttee considered the mpott of the Chtef Executive seekmg comment on and approval 
of the draft Corporate Plan prior to consultatton on tts content. 

l thepJanwasatkeayearwni.ingdoctmaent 

l the S&r and Orrug Community Sectmn could inch& refexermeto the Coutmrl’s working 
relatlonshqs with other agencies m addressmg domeshc violence 

l the reference to continumg to promote a programme of Town Centre mts m the 
District could he expended to reflect past Council decisions m terms of a town centre 
unpmvement mlbng programme 

l reference to employment training and advme could be expanded to mclude reference to the 
mvolvement of Semndmy Scbmls in the wider e&matron and trammg arena 

l reference to revmwmg the Committee system does not commit the Council to any specific 
duection m terms of what political structure should be nnplemented 

Members agreed that tt would be approprtate for the doomnentatton to indtc.&e that the Counctl 
would endeavour to ensure leisure pmwon in the District 1s appropriate to the needs and 
aspnabons of the local wrmmmity It was nnportant to ensure that the d ccument only mcluded 
a conumtment to wcrk completton dates where these had been clearly agreed Unnecessary 
jargon should be avotded 

Resolved 

That, subject to the above comments, the Draft Corporate Plan be approved for consubat~on 
purposesassetoutintheqWlt (CE) 

398. BEST VALUE -ROLLING PROGRAMMEOF SERVICE REVIEWS 

The Comnutte conndered the report of the Chief Executtve on Best Value -the rolhng 
programme of servtces revmws, together wtth an Addendum report on the two key Govermnent 
draft Comdtat~cm Papers recently produced in comae&on wtth Best Vahre legtslanon. 

Dmmg debate, particular concern was expressed at the potenhal resource nnpact of the 
proposed programme, prtmlarly given the Cmuml’s tinand position and the absence of 
financml a&stance from the Government. 

Respondmg to Member qu&mn.s, the Chief Executtve referred to the work of the Compulsory 
Competittve Tendering Panel, wbtch covered areas wnhm the Best Value programme, and to 
current budgetary objectives. He continned that there appeared to be a need for the Council to 
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specifically budget for pubhc cons&bon pwposes given that rt was particularly important to 
address those areas mvolvmg customer sat&a&on performance i&xtors. Such a budgetary 
commitment would need to be on a year on m basis rather than one off The officer structure 
already pmvlded for a spht between the probity and process review asp&s of Best Value work 
Officers could Wy review current programme proposals with a ylew to further &xx&u&g 
where possible. A motmn was moved by Counmllor Mrs H L A Glyon snd seconded by 
Ccundlor V H Leach regardmg a communicstmn v&b the Secretary of State for the 
Bnmnm~ Tramport and the Reg~om. 

Resolved 

(1) That the content of the Ckef Fxezujivz’s report on the Government Consul&tmn Papers 
“Implemeutmg B&Value - Couxukatlon Paper on LkaPt Gu~dmce” and “Performance 
Indxators for 2000/01 -A Joint Cons&&on Documeu? be &ed 

(2) That, subject to the comments above, the programme of Service Re~ws, as set out m 
the Appendm to the Chief F.xecutive’s report, be noted wrtb a revised more eed 
programme repted back m due WIIIX. 

(3) That a letter sent to the Secretaty of State for the Er&onmen& Transport and the 
Regions expressmg tis Ckarnc~I’scoocem about being able to resource Best Value and 
equmng ss to tinancml assistance available from the Government to help the Counc11 
rqxmd to requireme&. (CE) 

399 BEST VALUE - CONSULTATION 

The committee considered the repoti of the Ckef Exextive estmatmg the likely resource 
unplxat~ons of the cunsultakm rqurement outhoed under the Bat Value le&ation. 

Resolved 

That oonsldemtion be given to the inclusion of up to f50,ooO withm the estimates for 2000101 to 
fund the pubhc cons&&on m&&es m conue&on with the Best Value leg~slatloa (Cl?) 

400. COMMUNICATIONSAND MRDL4 STRATEGY 

Tlus item was wtthdrawn from the Agenda 

401 THE ESSEX APPROACB - NEXT STEPS. DESIGNING A 21sT CENTURY COUNTY 
COUNCIL 

The Couumttee consIdered the qmxt of the Chef Executive on the new poltitcal stmchue 
proposed for the County Council and the county’s stmtegc dccuments. The Essex Appnxch 
and Gxmcll Pohaes. 

Members raised concan about aspects of the Cabinet system, particularly the dangers of an 
executm cpatmg m pnvxte session. The &ue of full tmqxrency on the daclsion making 
pm together v&h recognxtmn of the equality between Couzmlllon was h&lighted 

The Comnuttee was pleased to see Pohcy ob~ectlveri 2 10 (relatmg to gmzn belt pmtectlon) and 
2.13 (relatmg to waste dqosal) 



Resolved 

That the above comments, together wrth those out&d m the Chtef Exmuttve’s report, be this 
Couml’s respousa tc the County Council on pmposah for change to that Council’s pohtical 
shucture and strategic pohcy arms (CE) 

402. PERIODIC ELECTORAL REX’IEW 

The Conumttee consrdemd the report of the Head of Admmtmtlve and Member Scrvtces 
pmvtdmg mformatmn on the forthcoming revmw of the Drstrtct Council’s electoral 
errangements. 

Responding to Member questions, the Head of Admmistmtrve and Member Services advised 
that the &strict would have to undeaake consultatmn on proposals (which could be achteved 
ns Rochford District Matters) and that the Local Government Connmssion had mdtcated that 
revised arrangements would be nnplemented at whole Council elections m May 2002 

Resolved 

(1) That an Electoral Review Workmg Group be established comprising the leaders of political 
groups (or then nominees) on the Council, the Chief Executive, the Corporate Director (Law, 
Plannmg and Adnnmwmtion) and the Head of A dnum&ative and Member Servtces, the terms 
of reference of the group to be “to constder and make recommendations to Full Council on ah 
matters artsmg fmm the periodic revtew of Drstnct electoral arrangements”. 

(2) That attendance at meetmgs of the Workmg Group be made an approved duty for the 
payment of the tidl range of Member allowances (DAMS) 

403. BLATCHFS FARM 

The Commtttee received and noted the report of the Heed of Admmistmtiive and Member 
Serwces promding an update on the wok of the Blatches Fsrm Workmg Party. 

404. ESTABLISBING THE EAST OF ENGLAND LOCAL GO- CONFERENCE 
AS A REGIONAL GROUPING OF TJ3E LOCAL GO- ASSOCIATION 

The Committee consrdered the report of the Chief Executive on whether an approach should be 
made to the Local Government Assocn&on requestmg formal recogmtton by the Assoctatton of 
the East ofEngland Local Goveimnen t Conference ss a regional grouping. 

Members dtd not feel that estabhshment of thts regional gmupmg would be appmprmte and- 

Resolved 

That the request to estabhsh the Fast of England Local Govermnen tConferenoeasaregtonal 
gmuping of the Local Govermnent Assoctatmn be not supported. (CE) 

405 NOMINATIONS TO THE GOVJXRNIN G BODY OF SEEVIC COLLEGE 

The Committee c0nstdero.d the report of the Chref Executtve on an approach whrch had been 
made by SEEVIC College seelung a nommation from the Authorny to serve on its Governmg 
Bocty 
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Resolved 

That this matter be determmed at Full Coomxl to enable considetion by all Members (CE) 

406. APPOINTMENT OF MEMBER TO ENEIANCU’JG LOCAL DEMCKXACY STEERING 
GROUP 

The Comnuttee czmsld& the report of the Head of Admmwwtwe and Member Services on 
the appomtmt of a Member to the Enhancing Local Democracy Membzr Steering Group. 

On a Motion moved by Counclllor D E Barnes and wended by CouncIlor V H Leach, it w-s:- 

Rwolved 

That the Chaii of thu Comnxttee, Coanci!lor C R Morgan, be appointed to the S&ring 
GYP. (HAMS) 

407. TOWNCENTRE NOTICE BOARD, RAYLEIGH 

ResClVed 

That the report of the Head of Corporate Policy and Imbatwes on the Town Ce@e Notice 
Bawd, Rayleqh be referred to Full Council for ccawkation. (HCPI) 

4.08 BENEm COUNCIL TAX NATIONAL NON-DOMESTIC RATES AND SUNDRY 
DEBTORS-WRITE-OFFS 

The Committee considered the report of the Corporate Due&or (Fmanoe and External Senxes) 
on cases of benefit, Council Tax, Natmnal Non-Domestm Rates and Slmdry Debtor W&-Offs 

Resolved 

(1) That the rtems written-off under the Corporate Dnector’s delegated authonty be noted. 

(2) That the nems shown m Appendix B of the report (attached to the slgaed copy of these 
minutes) lx now wnttendT in the acmmts of the Author@ @RHMiHFS) 

409 CONTRACT STANDING ORDERS -MONITORING REPORT 

Pmwant to Standmg Order 22 4, the &mm&e recewed and noted the report of the Head of 
Financial Services dealmg wth orders placed by the Fmanclal SeMces Dwwm 

410 APPLICATION FOR WAMiX OF STREET TRADING CONSENT FEES -
CHRISTMAS LIGHTS, SPA ROAD, HOCKLEY - SATURDAY 27 NOVEMBER 1999. 
(Minute 439/98) 

NOTE: The C!xuman admitted tius Item of busmw as urgent to enable the application to be 
de&mm4 before the event takes place. 
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The Committee consrdered the report of the Head of Housing, Health and Community Care on 
the need to determum . an application for the waiver of str& tradmg consent fees for Hockley 
Par& Counctl’s chnstmas lights swrtch on event. 

Resolved 

That a full waiver of the street tradmg consent foe due in respect of the Hockley Parish Council 
Christmas hgttts switch on event on Satmday 27 November 1999 be granted (HHHCC) 

411. EXCLUSION OF TElE PUBLIC 

Resolved 

That under Se&on 100(A)(4) of the Local Govermnent Act ‘1972, the public be exchnied from 
the Meeting for the followmg stem of business on the grounds that they mvolve the hkely 
disclosure of Ekempt Informatton as definxl in Paragraphs 7 and 9 of Part 1 of Schedule 12A of 
the Act 

412. PAPERRECYCLING CONTRACT @linti 378/9!2) 

NOTE: The (Zbamnan adnutted this urgent tiem of business as urgent as the present axttract 
expnd at the end of October 1999 and alternatr~ collection arrangements needed to be put m 
Pm= 

The Committee om&ered the cxmtidentml report of the Head of Housmg, Health and 
Commumty Care sdhng out the optionsand c&s for the collechon of waste paper for nq&ng 
fmm the Counctl’s paper recyclmg banks. 

l2xspondmg to Member questions, Ofticers mdmated that- 

. Prwmmnal estimates had been mdmative figures only obtained from the current servme 
provider. 

1 The Council could engage a cokctton conk&or and stttl use the wheeled buts free of 
charge. 

. Work should contmue towards integration with the waste management contra& 

On a motmn moved by Councrllor V H latch and seconded by Councdlor D E Barnes it was:- 

Resolved 

(1) That castle Point Borough Council be co&acted to empty 1100 lrtm psper banks for the 
pencd 1 November 1999 to 31 March 2ooO at the rate specified in the report (winch IS attached 
as a wntidentral append= to the bound copy of these mmutes) 

(2) That the Head of Housmg, Health and Commmuty Care be authorised to enter into a 5 year 
contract wrth Aylesfotd Newsprmt Lmnted for t& pmvtsion and emptymg of PBL paper banks 
from INovember 1999 m aox&moe with the prow.smns outlined m the report tc the 
Trampotion and Envi mnmental Services Commmee on 23 September 1999. 

(3) Thatthe~ofemptyingtheFELpaper~ofE3~M)mthecurrentfinancialyearbe 
met 6-m current budgets and that provrsmn of E7,500 be made m the 2000/01 estimates 

(4) Thattheco~ofemptyingthe1100~~paper~ofE3,600mthecurrentfmanclalyear 
be met from current budgets and that provtsmn of f&o00 be made in the 2O@Y2OOl estnnatcs. 
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(5) Thatthirdpartyrecyc~grredttsforFELcon$mers~etobe~datafigarewhich 
repmats the difference between the cat per tome to the council and the County recycling 
cm&t payment, and that payments in respect of 1100 l&e sites be mscOntmued, anth 
appmpllate explanation to the third *es 111both cases. (HHHCC/HFS) 

413. TENDER RETURNS - PLAYSPACE ROLLING PROGRAMME -ADDENDUM 
REPORT 

The Cmmmttee considemd the confidential addendum report of the Head of Lxxsure and Cherb 
Sermces provldmg adti~onal mformation cm the tender retmns for the playspaces mlbng 
programme and pncw 

Respondmg to Member questions, the Head of Leisure and client Serwxs advised on the 
backgmund to current figures The Comnuttee endolsed the new of a Member that hial 
figures should always be pmwded in as clear a form as possible It %a~ also agreed that, should 
the Tylney Avenue Playspace be not m&&d this time, It should be conaide& in future years 

(1) That work b=e undertaken at the Pooles Lane, Dog@& and Hertford Close Play spaces and 
that the lowest tender for such work, submxttd by Park L&we Lcnited in the stun of f74,995 
(less a f.2,9OG discount), be accepted. 

(2) That consideration be given to the Tyicey Avenue Play space at a future date (HLCS) 

414. REF’LACFMENT OF VEHICLE 710 -ADDENDUM RJZPORT 

The Committee consldemd the confidenti addendmn repot-i of the Head of Leisure and Client 
Servtces pmndmg further detah cm the red to replace Coumxl vehicle 710 (a I ton pick up 
buck). 

The Corporate Director (F- and External Serwes) confin& that budget pmvtwm bad 
already been made for replacement and it was - 

Thatthe Comml pumhase a new 710 Nm 1 ton 4 x 4 pick up on the basis of the quotatvm 
from Tcomey Nwan m the sum of E12,659 plus tax and VAT (HLCS) 

415 CARAVAN SITE LICENSMG- OMBUDSMAN INQUIRY 

The Commttee considered the Gonfidentlal report of the Head of Housmg, Health and 
Commumty Car-e outlinmg the options available wrth regard to the Ombudsman’s Inquny mto 
caravan site llcenamg. 

Resolved 

That a local settlement be reached m this matter on the lmes suggested by the Ombudsman 
WCC) 
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ROCHFORD INSTRICT COUNCIL 

Mlmttes of the Comptdsory Competitk Tendering Panel 

At a hfeetiag held on 13 October 1999. present: CbuxiGmMrsJH~(chairman), 
&DE Bsmes. 

, i 
Apologies: Councillors V D Hutddngs and P F A Webster. 

Sukditates ‘2cmdllor R Adams. 

. ‘16. I T CONTRAm 

l FlexiiiIity, to enable fixture develoPmeats to be met. 
, 
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l 

. -

l Ownershipofassets Itwouldbenecessaryto determme whet&r it would be 
-lally-advantageoos to amthme to i-et@ or ilmsfer, owneDhip. 

l Lxatiollof conhacbr,whekrornottoamtinuewbhaprexnceonsite 

. I 
Memberswereinformedaboutthethnetableforrenewalofthecontract,wbichwasliLelytobe 
as follows: 

ReportbFmarmceandGenemlF%pc+esCmmitteetoconfirmashortbofcompaniesto 
beb.ktedtos&mitatender-30Noverbx1999. 

. Tenderdocumnb iSSUed-DeQXUk1999. 

l Identifyasupplier,seahqMemberappfowda.3necessary, bytheeniofJauuaryZOOOti 
posmble. 

l F%entcQJlPactexpires31?&u&2001. 

.. . 

. The likely cost and the 1eveVquality of service rcqukl. 

. Ways of a&evmg effective dehvny of senices. 

. Facilbting acuxs ta information about the Council far the public and Members. 

. The future split of respokidities between the client side and the amtrabx. 

. The advmttages and cfidva& ges, and the pmcticability@esiity of preparing an “in- 
houe” bid 

. 

Meet& chsed at 435pm. 
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ROCHFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL. 

Minutes of the Member Budget Monitoring Group 

At an adjourned Meeting held on 14” October 1999. Present: Counallors D E Barnes 
(Chanman), C R Morgan, and P F A Webster 

Apologies Councillor V H Leach 

Sub&ate: CwxilIor MrsJ H&on 

48 THE ESSEX ECONOMIC PARTNERSHIP - PRFSENTATION 

The Chamnan mtmduccd and welcomed to the meetmg Mr Teq Conder, Chef Fxective of 
the Essex Econormc Par&&p (EEP), who had been mvxted to ~Y+z. a pmxntahon outlmmg 
the background to, retmt of, and work undertaken by, the Partnczship 

Mr. Conder began by explaming that the fundamental aim of the Partner&p was to lmpmve the 
economy of Essex by owrduating the. acttvrties of a wide range of busmees-related 
orgamaations. They inch&d t&e responsible for sea-vice d&very (such aa Couuty/D&xt 
Coumlq the Trammg and Enterpnse Counnl fJl?C), Business Lii the Regmnal Supply 
Network etc); cc-ordmatmg orgamsat~ons such as the Ass&ation of Essex Cwmxls (AFC); 
and those bodies reaponslble for preparmg mgional strategxs such as Go-East and the Fast of 
England Development Agency @DA) 

He then pmvided the Group with more detail about the following areas:- 

. EEP ob~wtives, whch mcluded the creation of a strong &verse economy; a stmng 
employment base generatmg hq& qua& new job oppxtumties, a multz-skill& well-
motivated workforce, an attmctlve location for inward mveatment which mctuded a 
pleasant, welcommg envimnmen& and a reduction m economic dqanty JYtwas explained 
that Essex was currently perceived to be la&&g m many of these areaa, and it was therefore 
vitally important to pobhase and market po&&al investment srttx as widely and effect&y 
as possible. It was considered that the ELEP was the orgam&mn best placed to co-ordmate 
such actinty County-wide, operatmg at a smaller scale than the EEDk 

. Task force pnontitx The NIX mam pnon~es were cum&y to attract mward mvestmxt; 
mpmtig IUCW&WW and land avadability, tich included the development of a land 
rehabihtahon programme; mpmvmg busims wmpatitivensss; enhancmg the &Us of the 
workforce; developmg dynamic local eoonomies, and maxlmismg European opportunities 
InRspectoftheBecondofthe4e;umqtheGToupwasmterestedtonotethatthePartnership 
had praented a sulmnss~on pmmotmg the upgrading of the A130, and Mr Coder 
undertwk tc provide Membm with a wpy of the report. 

1 The Measures of Success These m&d& GDP per head, average annual GDP growth rates 
wbxh, III Essex, had nscn rapidly wthm the previous year, numbera in employment, and 
lmemployment levels. 

8 EEP Work in Progress. Mem& rwxveti d&ads of a number of i&a&es currently bemg 
undertaken In reply to Member questions, Mr &ndex advised that the EEP was intendmg 
to provide the accommodation for Town Centre management mg, where tutors from a 
number of &catlomd establishments wuld come together to pro&c a comprebxsive 
trainmg package The co- would be funded by the private sector It was mtended that a 
regular Essex-wide pubhcaiccm 011 key econoauc lsrmes would be prcduc& to be sub&& 
mihally by the EEP and then sabaquently by pnvate sector Sponsorship. It was recognised 
that the EEP’s location m Chelmsford could be perceived as somewhat remote, and 
detached, from the economic issues faced by South-East J&sex, lxt the elm level of 
partnership that WBS SW& between the commomty, voluntary, public and private sectors r\ 



. Map achievements. The Gnxp - informed of a number of s@icant aohevemants m 
1998/W. In respmse to Memlxr questmns, Mr Condor advued as follows: 

- The Pa&k&up’s current legal status was that of an rrmtlcorporated assoc!&q whk% 
enabled ti to conduct mast of the act&es camed out by a boamess As x&red, it was 
currently umlmvntten by other bodxa whose as-sets wem greater (F&xx County Council 
andTEC)butitwashopedto~evelimaedcompanystatusassoonaspractlcable. 

- The Pa&ership’s Board currently co- 14 members splrt equally between the pubhc 
ad pnvate sectors, with the former bemg appxnted by the AEC Members were informed 
of the Partnership’s fimdmg arrangements snd noted the &quality of the contnbutions fkan 
the pubhc and pnvate sector; the three year budget plan rumed, however, to redress Qus 
irkdame. The EFP a& be requested to intervene at any txr - County, l%trict or Town 
Cooncll -to address eamomx is.sue.s/pmblems and Members mdxated ther intention to 
raw with the Ip matters of local rnmcern hm across the District. 

In Goncludmg the presentation, Mr Conder outlmed briefly a nnmber of areas for tier 
attenhon by the F!EP. These included the need to a&eve unamnuty on the beat way of 
eatabbshing an organisatmn to represent ti interests of small bus- prior to a bid to 
Central Government for faadmg, an aasemuent of tlx “brain drain” effect and pxsible 
solutions, and the need to establmh a learnmg and skdls council a&r TEC ms operation. 
The Partnership would also be cantributmg slgoificantly to the South East Essex Stmtegy. 

The Group agreed that the -tation had been highly mformative, and the Chamnan tbaaked 
Mr Coder for IS attendance 

49. PEFtTINFJVTAJRGENT BUSINESS 

Car Parking Charges 

NOTE: The Charman agreed to a&t thxs lgnri on the grounds of urgency, 111 that the 
Group’s recommendations were qti to be s&utted to the next M&ng of Twrtahon 
Sub-Comauttee 

The Group received the repori of the Head of Revenue and Houamg Management which 
outlined a proposed Car Parkmg strategy and charging policy, but agreed that, in vxw of the 
hmitd tune available, rt would be considered fully at a re-convenod M&mg of the Working 
Group,tobeheldonThursday21October1999. 

50. EXCLUSION OF THE PUBLIC ANII PRESS 

Resolved 

That under Se&on 100(A)(4) of the Local Government Act 1972, the pubhc and press be 
excluded from the Meetmg for the followmg items of busmass on the grounds that they mvolve 
the hkely disclosure of Exempt Inform&on as defined m Paragraph 9 of Part 1 of Sch-&le 12A 
of the Act. 

51. COMPULSORY PURCHASE OF 35,37 AM) 39 WEST STREET, ROCHFORD 

The Workmg Group constderexl the confidential jomt rep& of the Head of Legal Se~ces and 
Head of Corporate Pohcy and Initiatives concermng the future of 35,37 and 39 West Street 

Members were reminded that, m December 1996, the Fmance and General Purposes Comrmttee 
resolved that a Couqxdsoly Purchase Order be served wah the mtention of the 



acqmg these pqertiea for the purpose of rcpaif (Mi 575i96). The seryloe of the 
Compuhy Purohase Order was however made wndnmmd upon the securmgofathndparty 
willing to enter mto a “back-to-back deal” with the Council to aqure and repau the buildmgs. 
~wasIKcessarytoproceedin~waytoertsurethatthls~~wouldnotplaceany~on 
the Comcd’s linancml resources. After a prolonged pnxe3.s of attemptq to secure private 
sector tier& in the pmjecd only two postt~ve approacha had been identlfted, oae from 
Spudown Investments Ltd and one from The Southend and Distnct Buldmg Preaervatmn Trust 
Ltd, details of which were appended for Members’ ref-. 

The Group gave prehmmq cons&ratmn to a number of possible optmna, and their financial 
m$tiiona, and agreed that, in ylew of the lmuted ti available, the report be noted and 
cmdered agam in more detad at the Group’s reconvened m&mg on 21 October 1999. 

52. LT. CONTRACT 

The Charman repmted orally on the c&identi presentation and hion that had taken 
place at the Meetmg of the Comp&ny CompeWve Tendenng Panel on 13 October 1999, 
concernmg detailed proposals for inclusion m the Council’s new LT. contract. 

1lwasagreedthattheMeetlngbe~Jsdjoumeduntil6OOpmon~y21Odober1999for 
further conslderatmn of the iasuea outlined m Mmutes 49 and 5 1 above 

TbeMeehngadJournedat8 1opnL 



ROCHFORD DBTRICr COUNCIL 

Mhmtes of the Council 

At a Meeting held on 19 October 1999. Present (Lbmcdlm D R Hehxm (Chamnan), 
RAdams, RSAllen, GCAngus, DEBames, TGCutmore, JMDmkson, DMFccd, 
MmJEFord, GFox, MrsJMGtles, Mrs HLAGlynn, MrJEGrey, MrsJHall, NHams, 
MrsJHelson, AHoskmg, MrsARHutchmgs, VDHutchings, CCLanglan& VHLeach, 
MrsSJLemoq TLivmg& GAMcckford CRMorgan, RAPearson, PDStcbbmg, , 
MrsMSVmx, R E Vmgoe, Mrshi IWebster, PFAWebster, DA Weir and 
MrsMAWen 

Apo1ogie.s: Councillors B R Aylmg, P A Beckem, K A Grbbs and Mrs W M Stevenson. 

Pnor to the connnencement of the Meeting, Members stood in silence in memory of former 
Cotmcdlor W H Budge, who had served on the Authority for three terms of office ftom 1978 
and had been a Chanman of the Council. 

416. MINUTES 

Resolved 

That the Minutes of the Meeting held on 27 July 1999 and Extraordmary Meetmg held on 
4August1999beapprovedasco~~andsignedbytheChauman 

417. MEMBERS’ INTERESTS 

The tier&s recorded m the Miuutes to be recelwd and considered by Cotmcll were taken as 
read. 

Councrllor D E Barnes declared a non pecumary interest in stems relatmg to Raylergh 
Town Council by virtue of Town Gnmcd memberahrp. 

Councillom.JMDmkson,DMFord,MrsJEFord,MrsMSVmce,DAWerrand 
Mrs hi A Weir each de&red non peemuary mtm-eats m Fmance and General Purposes 
Committee Mmte 395 relatmg to 57 South Street, Rcchfoni by vntue of then role as 
Parish Comlcluors. 

Co~~dlor Mrs E M Hart declared a non pecumary interest m Finamce and General 
Purposes Commrttee hhute 404 by virtue of Member&i+ of the Regional Assembly. 

418 CBAIRMAN’S ANNOUNCEMENTS 

The Chanman reported on hts attendance at a number of act&ma mcludmg:-

. The Great Wakenug Playscheme (over 1000 children attended ac~vrtms during the 
week). 

. The Teenex Peer Educatmn Camp organ&d by Roger Htll, the Counctl’s Assistant 
CommMity Safety Gfficer 

. The South East Regron Top Team Competioon whmh took place at Clements Hall and 
mcluded poolside management and ltfesavmg. 

. Jnvolvement wtth the launch of the South Fast Essex Busmess Enterprise Agency 
Busmess Awareness Event. 
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TheChairmanextended~tobothhisChaplainandMembetsfortheirattendanceatthe 
Civm Servme and remmded Council of the char@ event on 13 November in aid of the 
Leukaemia Umt Appeal. 

419 COMMIXTEEMlNWES 

Resolved 

That, subject to any amendments below, the Minutes of Comnnttees be rccctved and the 
Rtucnmendattons contamed therem adopted 

(2) Tbat the Common Seal of the Council be atlixed to any document necessaq to gave 
effect to de&tons taken or approved by the Council iu these Minutes 

Committee Date Minute No. 

PLANNING SERVICES 29 July 1999 332 - 337 
PLANNING SERVJCES 2 September 1999 341-346 
COMMuNrlY SERVICES 16 September 1999 347 - 371 
TRANSPORTATJON & 
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 23 September 1999 372 - 378 
AUDlT SERVICES 29 September 1999 379 - 384 
PLANNJNG SERVICES 30 September 1999 385 - 391 
FINANCE & GENERAL 12 October 1999 392-415 
PURPOSES 

Minute 3% - Recommendations of Community Services Committee - 57 South Street, 
R&ford (Minute 360) 

Members considered Commumty Servmes Minute 360 m tandem wrth an Addendum Report of 
the Head of Leisum and Clmnt Services provuhng further mformatton on the specrtic fundmg 
i?Xptrements. 

During debate, a Member referred to the value of ensurmg that future budgets for thm type of 
prOJeCt are set at an appropriate level m the first instame. 

The Corprate lhmtm (l%ame & External services) repted on a recent Meeting of the 
prhes involved m the 57 South Street project at whmh Rochford Parrsh Council had indicated 
that the Par& would be able to fund furmtme requtrements The County Youth Servtce had 
mdicatedthatltwaspreparedtomcrease statkg provismn and had appomted a Protect Steering 
Offi on 11 October 

Responding to comment about the importauce of ensurhrg County Officer m~lvement was for 
the dmution of the project, the Chanman mdmated that thus aspect would form part of the 
FmJect Mauagement Agreement. 

On a Motion moved by CounciUor C R Morgan and seconded by Cotmcillor D E Barnes, rt was 

Thattheiadditionalproject~gmrespectoftheagreedrevermeccstsbemetfromthe 
Comnnmtty Safety Budget. (HLCS) 
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Minute 3% - Mlnuten of the SW & Procedural Review Working Group - Urgency 
Sub-Committees(Minute 50) 

Resolved 

(1) That Stsndmg Order 15(l) he amended by the ad&on of the followmg after the words 
“Members ale present”. ?ave that, in the case of urgency subCommittea& three voting 
Members must be present”. 

(2) That Standmg Order 17 be amended by the addtuon of a new clause (3) to read “when 
mhmg any demion, all three Members of the Urgency Sub-Comrmttee muat gtve their srgned 
consent to such de&on. This consent to be retamed wnh tbe signed copy of the Mmutes of the 
meetmg. Iu the event that consent 1s mt provided by alI three Members, the matter under debate 
berefernedtotbasub-Comnu tteds Parent Comnuttee for determmatron”. Extstmg clausa (3) to 
be renumbered (4) 

Minute 3% - Minutes of Corporate Re8onrcea Sob-Commit& -Millemhim Clock, 
Rayleigh (Minute 264) 

Mmte 264 had been referred dnect to Full Council 

The Corpcmde Dnector (Fmance and External Servrcea) confirmed that, farther to declsrons 
made at the Finance and General Purposes Conmnttee, no contmgency funds were avarlable L+J 
ftmdrngwouldneadtobet?ombalamesrnthetiratmstance 

Dunug debate of the recommendation under Mmute 264, some Members felt that expe&ture 
cm a clock crest would be wasteful of resources, parttculsrly as sponsershtp financrng had 
shady been achieved for other aspects of the Town Cmmcil’s proposals. Other Members 
referred to the v&e of the propceed clock as a centre preoe for the town whtch could for many 
years remmd people of the stgnificance of the Mrllennium and the preaenoe of the Dratrict 
Counal wthm the cmnmurnty 

Onamotionmovedby~c~orDEBarn%cand~ndedbyCounclllorVHLeachitwas-

Resolved 

That E850 be contnbuted liorn balances towards the cost of instalhng the Council’s crest on the 
Rayletgh M&nnium Clock. (HCPI) 

Minute 405 -Nominations to the Governing Body of SEEMC College 

Resolved 

That Officers approach the feeder schools to SEEVIC College with a view to ascertaming 
whether they would wrsh to appomt a repreaentahve to till thrs posrtton. (CE) 

Minute 407 -Town Centre Noticeboard, Rayleigh 

The Corporate Director (Fmance and External Serwcea) cenfitmed tbat expendtture on this item 
would need to be from balanoes. 

Some Members questroned the demand for such a notneboard and commented that many 
Part&es made then own arrangements for provuaon Other Members emphasrsed that 
recommdatms had emanated from a Dtstrrct Counctl Workmg Party and that a town 
noticeboard would be a useful tool for both Councils and voluntary or&aat~ons. 
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That, subject to a one thud am!&ut~on from Rayleigh Town Council, a new nokebomd be 
purchasedforRaylmghTownCentreatacosttotheI)lstrictConncllofE1500 (HCPl) 

420. NOTICES OF MOTION 

13, From CotmcUlon V H Leach, Mrs H L A Glynn and B R Ayling. 

The Proper Offber reported that the followmg Not10e of Motion bad been m tim 
CounclllorsVHLeach,~HLAGlyrmandBRAylmg-

“Guncll requests that the area in Hawkwell Fast bound& by Rectory RI&, Cl&m Road, 
Rectory Avenue and Ash&Ion Road be consid& as a twenty miles per hour ZDIX on the 
gmuds that the she& withm those contines, mcludmg Fkctmy Avenue and Cl&m Road, are 
often used as ‘rat runs” to the nsk and d&ment of local reside&” 

That the motion stands referred to the Tmnspomon and Envnomnental SRvlces Committee 
WV 

W From Com&lora Mrs H L A G&M and V H Leach. 

The Proper officer reported on a Nohce of Motmn receded from Counciilors Mrs H L A Glynn 
and V H Leach relatmg to the Hawkwell East Recycliag trial 

F’ummnt to Standmg Order 9(1 l), It was agreed that the motion be determrned at the Meeting 

In sddressmg the motion, Couucdbr Mm H L A Glynn commented on the high level of 
qucdonnm return already tidal and expressed the hope that as many Councillors as 
possible would be able to attend the forthcommg pubbc meetmg. 

Rqnding to Member questions, the Head of Housing, Health and Comnmm ty care collfhmed 
that-

* the operahon of the Hawkwell Fast trial was innovative 

l Office13 had thesdy muad an analrJis of return4 questi ommlres. Itwa.spmposedto 
report to the T-i-t&on and Environmental services Committee 111 November on 
qumhotrumm results and the outcome of the pubhc meetmg. 

l It would be pomble to give some indication of questionnaire results at the public meeting. 

l Officers were cmsulting the County Couucil abut options with regard to collectwn 

methods for green waste and that it would be helpful to keep opt~ona flexible at PI-W& 

On a m&on moved by Councillor Mrs H L A Glynn and seconded by Ccamcillor 
Mrs V H Leach It was:- 



Resolved 

(1). That results of the Hawkwell East Recychg Trml queshomkre be made ava&ble to the 
public meeting to be held on 27m titober 1999 

(2) ThaJ If the outcome of the queshonnaue shows that thex Ls an ma*uate arprtcity for the 
redents’ waste, then ths Council should- 

(1) Provide large households (1.e those whmh compllse of SIX or more people) with 
an exh-a small grey bin. 

W Introduce a fortnightly collechon of green waste using the mo-st appropriate 
method 

The above to be funded horn the money set aside from the tnal whxh 1s scheduled for Rayleigh. 

(iii) From CotmdUors P F A Webster, K A Gibbs, R Adams, J E Grey, T Livings, 
GA Mockford and Mrs M J Webster. 

The Proper Offker reported on a Notme of Motion receved from the above asmexl Councfflcxs 
relating to the Counml’s pohtical stmcture when declsmm wete made on the leisure contract. 

PnrsuanttoStandingOrder9(11),~wasa~thatthemotlonbedeterrmnedatrheMeeting. 

Dmng conslderatmn some Members made reference to specific statements whmh had been 
made durmg debate at a previous me&ng. Other Members felt it both mappmprmte and agamst 
the spuit of the decision makmg process to make specific refaences tOCXlhMember 
statements on &ons when those Members are not present. 

An amendment to the motion, moved by Coumxllor D E Barnes and secondtxl by Counclllor 
V H Leach WBS agr& and it was:- 

ResOlVtXl 

That Council notes that:- 

1) The granhng of pncing kedom for the ksum contract was agreed at the Coti 
m&mgonl7DecemberlWl. ThepolihcalstruchneoftheCouncilwasthex-

Liberal rkmocrat 19 
c0llsenat1ve 11 
Labour 8 
Hcckley Residents Assoclahon 2 

2) The extension of contracts, mcludmg the lewre contract, was agreed at the meetmg of 
theCouncilheldon13Apnl1993. ThepohtuzalstmctureoftheCouncilwasthenz-

LkJeral Democmt 19 
Cmsemhve 12 
Labour 7 
H&ley Residents Assaration 2 

3) At the Council’s meetings of 17 December 1991 and 13 Aprd 1993 
the letsure contract proposak- 
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(0 The Chief Officer detaded m his coinuuU= “parts the m&ode for the proposals and 
the External Audnom had been consulted. 

(ii) No Councillor present mconled thexr vote against the mxxmm endatmns 

(4) A detatled wntten e@.ar&on regardmg the above dexnons was circulated to all 
cOuncillom on 13 August 1999 following the Extraordinary Councd meetmg held on 
4 August 1999 by the Head of Fiusncml Servmes. T~LS IS appended to these 
Mmutes. 

421. PROTOCOL FOR WORKING GROUPS 

ReXlIved 

That the report of the Head of Adnumstmttve and Member services on protocol for Working 
Groups be refeaxd to a meeting of the Structural and Prcc&mlRevmwworkmlgGlouporthe 
next appmpmue Sub-Committea meeting. (HAMS) 

422. JOINT COUNTY AND DISTRICT COUNCHS STRATEGIC PLANNING LJAISON 
PANEL 

NOTE: The Chmrman admttted &KS km of busmess as urgent m stew of the need to continn 
an appomtee for the meetmg on 23 November 1999. 

(1) That the Chaimmn of the Trans@ation and Fnvu-omnental Services Comnuttee (or hts 
nonunee) be ths Gmml’s appomtee to the Jomt County and Dtstrtct Councils Stmtegc 
Planning Liaison Panel 

(2) That attendance at Liaison Panel meetmgs be an approved duty for the payment of Member 
allowan=. (HCPI) 

423 ENVIRONMENT AGENCY DRAFT REPORT ON TEL% TREATMENT OF SEWAGE 
SLUDGE USING ALRALINF AD-MJXTURES (N-VIRO PROCESS) AT STAMRRIDGE 
SEWAGE TREATMENT WORKS 

NOTE: TheChauman sdrmttd thrs Item of bnsmess at urgent due to the need for a formal 
response to the Envnonment Agency by 25* Oaober 1999 

The Head of Housmg Health and Community Cue reported that the Fnvmxnuent Agency had 
consulted thts Cmmctl on then draft rep& on the treatment of the sewage sludge using alkalme 
ad-mmtures (Kvno pm), Stambndge Sewage Treatment Works. The report was to be sent 
to Michael Meacher MP, Mnuster for the Environment, and comments were mquued by 
25October1999 

In new of the tunescale, OHicem were proposmg that * meetmg of the Stan&ridge Sewage 
Tmatment Works Workmg Party be convened on Thursday 21 October, followed by a meetmg 
of the Urgency Sub-Comnuttea of the Tm I1 slxl Einvlmlmlelltal services collmllue at 
whtch Working Party recommendaltons could be wns~dered. 

Respondmg to Member questmns, Officers con6rmed that _ 

l A request to the Pnvnonm ent Agency that the consultation omescale be extended had 
-ful. 

l Whdst the detmled posttion could be tevtewed, as a non 



l 

statutory ca.mltee asking that appropriate legal achon be taken with the ahn of seekmg to 
extend the period for consultanon 
In&victuals could no doubt rqnmd to the document, although the Envnonment Agency was 
hkely to concentrate on responses horn formal consutteea. 

Dumg debate Council sgraxl that, ndwhtamhg enablmg the Stambridge Sewage Treatment 
Works Working Party to consrder the contents of the drag report, strong qresentatmn should 
be made to the Fnvnomnent Agency regarding the short omsultatmn tnnescale given. It was 
also agreed that the County Council should be requested to t&e appmprrate legal actron whh the 
am of extendmg the time ahowed for consultanon and that local Members of Parhament shonld 
be alerted to the Council’s posrtron as SooIl as possible. 

Following a motion moved by Councillor A Hoskmg and seconded by Ccnmctllor 
MrsHLAGlynnmgardmgreQresentahan totheEnvmmmentAgencyandafurthermotmn 
movedbyCounctUorDEBamesandaecondedbyhirsHLAGlynumganhnganapp~h to 
theCountyC!ounoilitwas-

Resolved 

(1) That the draft Report on the Treatment of Sewage Sludge using Alkaline Ad- 
(N-vim process) at Stambndge Sewage Tmatment Works be referred to a meeting of the 
Stambndge Sewage Treatment Works Working Party to be held on 21 October 1999 
andthatthe recommendations of that Workmg Party be considered by the Urgency Sub- 
f2cmmiUe=eof the Tmnsporktmn and Fdrvnunmental Services Commitk on the same 

&Y 

(2) That the Environment Agency be advised that, whilst thrs Council recognises that the 
District is not a statutory consultee, the Stambrtdge Sewage Treatment Works 1s of 
maJor concern to nesrdenta of the Dtstrict and the short consuhatton peuod given by the 
Agemyls deplored. 

(3) That~onbemadetotheCounty~llasa~consu~askingthat 
Authority to take approprrate legal action wtth the lull of extendmg the psrmd for 
COllSUlWOL 

(4) That Officers forther mvesugate the Councrl’s legal posrtion m this matter 

(5) That the local Members of Parhsment be alerted to the Council’s posmon about this 
matter as soon as possible (HHHCC) 

Meetmg closed at 9.45pm 



ROCHFORD DISTRICX’ COUNCIL 

Minutes of the Corporate Resources Sub-Committee 

At a meeting held on 20* October, 1999. Present Councilhs D E Barnes (Chairman), 
RAdams, (tirn 7.25 p.m.), Mrs. J. M Giles, D. R Helson, Mrs. J. Helson, C. R Mom 
V. H Leach, and P. Webster 

Apologies Cllrs. T. Livmgs, Mrs. W. M. Stevenson and R E. Vingoe 

Substitutes: Ck G A. Mockford 

274. MINUTES 

The Wes of the meeting of 28’ September, 1999, were approved as a conwzt record and 
signed by the chairman. 

275. EXCLUSION OF THE PUBLIC 

That under Section 100 (A)(4) of the Local Government Act 1972, the public be excluded 
fi3m the meeting for the following items of bclsiness on the gromds that they mvolve the 
likely disclosure of Exempt Id-on as defined in paragraph 8A of Schedule 12A of the 
Act 

216. IT YEAR 2000 STRATEGY - INTEJUM REPORT 

The Sub-Committee considered the confidential report of the Chief Ekecutive concerning 
progress to date in respect of the mvestigation takzog place relating to the implementation of 
the IT Year 2000 Strategy. The Sub-Committee noted that a full detailed report would be 
press&d to the next meeting of the Corporate Resources Sul&nnmittez scheduled for 11’ 
November, 1999. 

The Chief Executive responded to questions in respect of:- 

l client side management and momtoring ammgements 

l the budget alloca~ons associated with the project and the capital and revenue 
implications 

l progress on the implementation and mordtormg of the project to date 

The Chief Executive explained$he mptioos behind the entries in the budget book and 
outlind that lb contents represented a position in time, with the half yearly review updating 
matters based on the latest inforxrmtim~ Members asked that an explanation of this process be 
uven to the Budget Monitoring Group. 

Members rquested tb.at the report back of the Chef Executive mclude the cost of the IT 
consultants, currently lwking at the specification for the new IT contract, to examine the IT 
client side arrangements w&m the Council and the vmbllity of an in-house bid. In add&m, 
Members asked that the final report of the &ef Executive should include clarification of the 
VAT position. -
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RFxoMMENDm 

That the interim report of the Chief Executive on the impleme&tion of the IT Year 2OCKl 
‘, strategybenoted. (CEX) 

27;. STAFF APPRAISALS 

Membersconsidered the level of staff within the Council who should be subject to Member 
spa&!, how the appraid prwess should be undertaken, and the number of Members who 
should b-e involved in the pmcesa 

In considering who should be appraised the three options were: 

(1) the Chief Exccuti; 
. (2) the Chief Exeartive and the Cqorate Directors 

(3) the Chief Ex&e, the Corporate Dim&n-s and the Heads of Service. 

Aftermuchdiscussion,amotionwasmovedbythe~Co~~D.E.Barnes,that 
the only officer to be apprakd by Membzs should be the Chief Executive. This was 
seconded by Councillor P. F. A. Webster and agreed by the SuN3mm&~. The other 
officers should be appraised within the management system with the Chief Executive carrying 
outthoseinrespectoftheCorporateDirectorsand~eeefExecutiveandCorporcrte 
Directors undertaking those relating to the Heads of Services. 

As p-t of the process, the Member appra4 of the Chief Executive would in- 
feedback fium Members on the performance oftheCorporateDitw%rsandtheHeadsof 

. Semce In this way, the Chief Executive could take these views on boanl in hu inter&w 
wth the Corprate Ilim%rs and the Heads of Service. Members agreed that the appraisal 
process should take place on a 6 monthly basis with interviews scheduled for 
October/November and &h/April. 

The S&Committee considered at some length wh&er the Member appraisal of the Chief 
Exezutive should iuvolve all the Members of the Corporate Resources Sub-committee or 
whet&r a smaller Member Panel should be formed It was considered that there was merit in 
the~panelbeingassmallaspossiblebutthisneededtobebalancedagainstobtaining 
as wide a Member input as possible. After much discussion, it was moved by Councillor 
P. F. A. We&r and seconded by Cormcillor C. Morgan that tie Member Appraisal Panel 
should comprise 5 Members appointed titi Corporate Resources Sub-Committee, 
consisting of the Cl&man of the Sub-Commi~ and one Member from each Group. Coven 
thenatureoftheappraisal~nosubstituteswouldbepermittedonceMemberswere 
appointedtosaveon~ePpaneL ThiswasagreedbytheSub43mmittee. 

Members then discus& how the Member Panel should operate and it WBS agreed that prior to 
appraising the Chief Executive, the Corporate Resources Subcommittee should meet to 
discussandagreethoseareastobetakennpbytheMemberPanelwiththechiefExecutiveas 
part of the appraisal process. Also, that those Chairmen of the main Service Committees not 
on the Corporate Resources Sub-Commit& should be invited to the SubCommitt~ meeting 
spedically for ti item, To ensore effective feedback, Members agreed that the deta& of 
the Chief Execmve’s appraisal irrteMews with the Corporate Dn&ors and in association 
with the Corporate Llixectors, with the Heads of Service, should be circulti to 
AppmsaI P@, with information on the faturc &gets agreed for each manager 
circulated to all Members of the Corporate Resomces Sub-Committee 
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Toensurethattheapyraisalprocessisimplanentedattheearliest~,~~~ 

‘, 
Committee agreed that an Ur@ncy Sub-Committee of Finance and Geneml Purposes 
Committee should be sought to approve ti rewmntendatons outlined below. 

. )I 
RECOMMENDED 

1. ThattheMemberappraisalofmanagementbeconfinedtotheChiefExecotiveo~, 
withtheChiefExecutive~~oftheCorporateDirectorsandtheChief 
Executive in wociation with the Corporate Directors, under&q the appn&& of&e 
Heads of Service. 

2. That~appraisa~becarriedo~rd6monthly~s,with~e~ 

-. 
programmed fix October/November and MarcWApriL 

3. Thattheappraisalof~ChiefExecntivebeundertakenbyaManberappraisalPanel 
appintd finm Corporate Resources Sub-Committee, comprising the O&man of the 
thai Sub-committee and one nomination fi-om each of the main political groups. In 
addition, once appointed to the Panel, no Member substWion be permit&d during the 
municipal year. 

4. ThataspxialmeethgoftheCorpoiateResowxs Sub-Committee be convened prior to ’ 
the Chief Fxixutive’s appraisal taking place, to discuss and agree those issues to lx. 
taken up by the Memlxr Appmisal Pauel with the Chief Executive as paa of the 
appraisal process, with those Chairmen oftbe main Service committees not aheady on 

I. 
Corporate Resources S&Committee being invited to the Sub-Committeesp&fically 
forthisitem. 

5. That to ensm effective feedback f&m the appraisal pxrxws, the Member Appraisal 
Panel receive details tithe Chief-e ofhis interviews withthe Gqorate 
Directors and in association with the Corporate Dire&m, with the Heads of Service, 
w+tbtbeagreedtargetsforeachoftliemmagers beingcinx&edtoallMembersoftie 
Corporate Resources Su&committee.(CFX) 

-
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APPENDIXROCHFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL 

DLRECTOIUTE OF FINANCE 
BE EXTERNAL SERVICES 

Head of Finan& Servlees 
D D&s, CPFA 

council OfEcq south SW 
My Ref DD/LW Rwhford, Essex SS4 1BW 
Your ReE 

Tele$one. 01702 546366 
Please ask for: MrDDeeks DX 39751 R&ford 
Ext 3100 Facsmule:01702 545737 
mmt Dial: 

Emti DaveD@ochfon?-councilgov.uk Date. 13 August 1999 

Lpear Co-uncikx 

At the Extraordmaty Gxmal Mksang held on 4’Augw.t 1999 Members reqwted details regarding the 
decision to grant pricing freedom to Circa Letsum and the deasion to extend the w&act. Members also 
wsbed to be tided of the pohfical composition at the date of these de&ions 

1. Pncmg Freedom 
Tbls Councd had the objwtive of reducing the reverme cost of ihe lekure contwts in order to deal with 
the threat of capping. A number or prop& m&ding the grzmtmg of pncmg freedom vas agreed at 
theCouncilM&ngon17*Wcember1991. Atthattunethepolitical stmchm of the Council was 

Liberal Democrat 19 
Conservative 11 
Labour 8 
H&&y Reader& Associion 2 

Extension of Conkact 
%s Council was mmdful of the potential impact that i&e l&al Gwanment Review tim@able would 
have on the renewal of contracts’ timetables The Coo&l mvti the major con&a&x3 to bid for 
extensions to the contmcts. The extension of the corttracs by four years, to March 2001, was agreed at 
the meztmg of the Camcll held on 13” April 1993. At that tune the polihcal m of the Ccunc~l 
was 

Liberal Democrat 19 
Conservative 12 
Labour 7 
Hockley Residents Association 2 

To All Memk of the Comlcil 



-2-

At the Extraordinary Camcil held on 4* August 1999 the dxte when the contra& were extended wa requested. 
Ths was given as 1994 which was the year in which the add&ml capital investment was made by CD-XI m hue 
wititheagreedapprovalin1993. 

Head of Financial Services 



ROCEFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL 

Minutes of the Transportation & Environmental Servk Urgenq Sub-Committee 

At a meeting held on 21 October 1999. Presenti Gnmctiors A Hosking (chairman), 
VHLeacbamlDAWen 

3. ENVIRONMJNf AGENCY DRAFT REPORT ON THE TREATB5ZNT OF SEWAGE 
SLUDGE USING ALKAUNE AD- (N-VfRO PROCESS) AT STAMBRIDGJZ 
SEWAGE TRE.&TMENT WORKS 

Members of the Sub-Commitke were orally ioformmed by the Head of Housing, H&b and 
Community Cm of the Stambndge Sewage Treatment Working Party’s -elldatimtium 
the Working Party’s meeting held immediately prior to this Urgency Sub-Ccmm&tee. 

A revised schedule of policies (G7(3)) which set out the District C-ztacil’s pmpossd 
smeodmmts. (Appendix 1 to tie Head of Sewice& report). 

. A rev&i schedule of policies pmdnczd by Essex County CouncitBoutbend Bnuugh 
~omcd (KID). This provided a comparison between the County Comxil’s and Son&end 
l?a-mgh Council’s policies and the Consortium’s venwn of the policies. Members & 
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‘IbeMwtingclowlat7.15pm. 

chmnusn 
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ROCHFORD DISTRlCI COUNCJL 

Mhutes of the Member Budget Monitoring Group 

At a Reconvened Meeting held on 21 October 1999. present: C~llors D E Barnes 
(Chamnsn),CRMorgan,REVmgoeandPFAWebster. 

Apologies.Coundor V H Leach. 

SobstItute Councdlor Mrs I Helson 

53 COMPULSORY PURCHASE OF 35,37 AND 39, WEST STREET 

The Workmg Group gave further cousrderation to the confideuttal joint report of the Head of 
Legal Scrvrces and Head of Corporate Pohcy & Iuttiatrv~ cxmcemmgthefutumof35,37and 
39 West Skeet, Rochford 

Rcqondmg to Member questrous, Officers advrsed that:- 

there was no budgetary provision for expeuditurc by the Council on this project 
ratepaymentsalcbalvcdforemptypropenics 
If the private sector bad been interested m pwhaee, It would have ken possrbte to 
mchtde charges to cover Council costs. 
the Parrsh Council was auxious to see the renovation of West Street. 
the Southend and Drstnct Budding F’remvdon Trust Ltd would apply for sppmpkte 
grant asashce iftbe CounciI confirmed an mterat m Trust proposals. 
some minor repair work bsd been undertaken at the property over the last three years. 
the current owner of the pmperty had prevrously been adwsed that conversron of the 
ground floor to rezwhtd use was a possrble optron 

The Group agreed that, given the Council’s fiusncml posrttoq It would be of value If the 
Soutbenri & Dmtmt Buddmg Pmscrv&on Trust could pmvrde a categoric statement that they 
would take burnedrate msponsiiity for the property should tt be compulsorily purcbascd by the 
Cmmca together wrtb dctarl of thcrr tinaucral capacity to undertake such a project 

It was also agreed that there should be further connnuntcat~on reminding the current owner of 
the property that, subject to compliamx wrth listed buildmg regulauons, conversion of the 
ground floor for rc&entral use could be an option 

54. READMISSION OF THE PUBLIC 

Having dealt wrth the contidential ncms, the Group agreed that the Meetrug be m-open4 to the 
pubbc 

55 CAR PARKING STRATEGY 

Note: Counnllor Mrs J Helson declared a non-pccumary r&rest III this nem by virtue of the 
employment of sn zqmmtancc. 

The Group revrsited the report of the Head of Revenue and Housing Manqemmt on a prupo& 
car parking strategy and chargmg pobcy. Therepatwastobcsubmlttedcntctbe 
Tmnspottsnon Sub-Comnuttee. 

Iu term of budget, the Corporate Director (Fmsnce & External Servrces) wufirmed that, on 
current uxiications, the deficit to cover the effects of he-e parkiug on Saturday aRemoons would 



be nearto f28,OOO.This figure badbeen included in the lmdgetup m&it 31 March 2ONJandany 
future sbmtfaU m mmme as a result of f?ee Slurday parking would need sppropnate 
compensation m the charge structure. The dcfiti could be n&m&d in fulnre years by 
removmg the half hour chargeand intrcducmg a mmnnum stay pencd of 1 hour. This would 
generatean additional E28,CGOw~tboutthe needto revlcw any other chargebands 

Dunngdebate,tbeGroupreco~sedthatw~lnconaefmmcar~gwasanimporbYlt 
source of identifiable income, the subject was very conteutmus from a pohcy perspective 
Financmlly, It wss clear that the Coo& would have to identify fundmg to recover any costs 
associatedwith the co&nnation of fme prkmg. It was noted that some Authonhes bad 
lntroducedanmitialbandofnpto2hoursasfirungtendedtoocnvbelowthispoint The 
chairman remmdexlthe Group that the fix parlang expernnent was assocmt& with Town 
Centre regeneration &Wives. It was noted that the Cound hsd previously discussedthe 
posslbtity of mtrcducmg Pay on Exit arrangementssnd had idcntied a number of problem 
inchlding blgb %stafkg resoume, l&rely vandalis&queuing/s~~~~ty pmblerns and income 
downturn. 

Respondmgto Member questions,Officers advisedthat ,-

a previous tnal mvolving an nuti 2 hour baud had been assanated wrth txket 
swappmge-ctlvlty. 
the Councd had previously lnvestrgated contracting out car park managementto a 
pnvate sectororgarusationand suchan m would not nexzsan ly reducecosts. 

Having dmmsed the budgetary aspectsof tlus item, the Group am to note the repon 

The Meetmg closedat 7.25pm. 

/jjffq$pf$f$,..... 
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ROCEFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL 

bihotes of the Community Safety Sob-Committee 

At a Meeting held on 21 October 1999. Present: Counclllors V D Hutchmgs (Chauman), 
D E Barnes, T G Cutmore, J M D&son, D M Ford, D R H&on, Mm J Helson, R A Pearson, 
MrsMSVmceandMrsMJWebster 

Apologies: Councillots P A Becken, K A Grbbs and Mm W M Stevenson 

Sobstitntes: Cbunc~Uor Mrs H L A Glynn 

130 

During consldemtion of the Minutes of the previous Meeting, Members were advised of the 

l 
following points- 

(1) Primary Objective 7.5.2 -Newspaper coverage for neighbourhood watch 

Members were advised that because of the success of the pubhc awareness campatgn, there 
would be a press &as-e advertismg the fact that up to 8 new neighbourhood watches could be 
formed. An artmle would be wrnten promoting neigbbxuhood watch and thts would be used 
for the next e&on of Rocbford District Matters and would also be sent with the press release to 
all newspapers. An edttorial would also be sent to all Parishes &ii them to include It m their 
Parish magazmes and notice boards 

In mypect of the Authority paying for advertismg for the launch of new neighbourhood watches 
the SubCommtttee were advised that more work needed to be done on the concept and that a 
rep-a-t would be made when that work was complete. 

01) Primary Objective 7.5.3,4 -Neighbourhood Watches 

Members were advised that new housmg estates were actively “ox&d” but that It was not 

l 
shays easy to sell the concept of neighbomhood watch 
would help. 

The extra publicity outlined above 

(ii) Primary Objective 7.7.(d) - Grange & Rawretb 

Members were advised that there were 21 netghbourhood watches in this Ward mcludmg 2 in 
the DownbaU Road area and covering new estates. 

(iv) New Neighbourhood Watches 

The Committee were advised that the next target area for nenghbomlmod watch would be 
Wakenng. 

The Minutes of the Meeting held on 7 Septembx 1999 wem apprwed ss a cone& record and 
stgned by the Chairman 

4 



13 1 POLICE REPORT 

The SubCommittee considered the report of Cmef Inspector Botill, which reported back to 
Members matters ouktandmg t?om the prevtous meeting of thus Sub-CommIttee and outlmed 
ophons for the way forward in i-elation to mobile CCTV Cameras. 

In notmg the deployment statXcs relating to mobde CCTV and the operational dit3?culhes 
relating to external use of mobile CCTV, Members endor the proposal to delay any decision 
on mobile CCTV pending the outcome of the 6 monthly review of requests for CCTV use. It 
was further noted that statisttcs relating to vandalmm and anh social ‘oebavioor were not readily 
available from the Essex Police Computer and would be dt&ult to produce. 

Following Members questions Chref Imp&or B&ill advmed the Sub-Comnnttee of the 
followmg.-

l The Humans Rights Act, which had recently come mtn force, had implicaf~ons on the use of 
mobile CCTV. Copies of the Act could be obbumxl directly flom HMSO. 

l The Crime Prevention Officer had look4 into the possibility of permanent CCTV m 
Rayletgb Town Cenbe. SK potential s1te.s bad been identified for the installation of 
cameras, although It would be for the owners of the srtes to agree the ms+&.ation of 
cameras. 

l There was a scheme to hne Police, the cost was E70 per hour (minimum 2 hours), this 
facdity was mainly used at sporting and other pubbc events Private secunty fvms could 
charge less. 

l Following the r&mane& of Superintendent Paul Stanley, the Pohce were not looking for a 
replacement until after the next Promotion Board. This was likely to be held in the New 
Year. In the meantime DCI Bird, DI King and Cl Both% would be covering the duties of 
the vacant past 

A number of points were ramed during discussion whtch included the following:- 

l The posstbility of a presentation to Committee by Mr Dow&g and Inspector Norton 
speolfically on tie matter of speedmg. 

l The current problems with nutsanc&mgregatron at Golden Cross Parade and Magnolia 
Public Open Space. 

l Whether any of the stgus&mdow stickers relating to ‘mobilo CCTV on patrol” were still 
avatlable and their success. 

l The issue of Rochford Police Stahon not being continuously manned when the civiltan 
member of staff was on leave 

l The Police’s commitment to “rural policing”. 

Concern was expressed by the Sub-Committee on ‘rumours’ concerning the possrble 
reorganisatton of the Police at Divisional Level, given the Partnership arrangements on 
rmportant matters such as the Crime &Disorder Reduction Strategy. In agreeing the 
recommend&on set out m the report on a mohon put by Councillor D E Barnes and seconded 
by Councillor Mm H L A Glynn It was:- 

l 
1125 . 

5 



. ’ 


REcorklMENDm 

(1) That any de&on on the purchase of further CCTV equipment be delayed utml the new 
procedures for momtonag have been in place for a period of SIX months, after wtuch tie a 
better evaluation as to need will be avadable. (Police) 

f2) That R&ford District Council officers commumcate with the Chief Constable of 
Essex Police to seek ti reassuranw that the RayleIgh Police Dr&on will be retained and that 
the vacant supermtendent’s post will be filled BS sown as posable. The commumcation to 
in&ate that thus Council reserves the right to pursue this matter wrtb the Police Authority 
should appropriate l~~ssurance not be forthcoming. (HCPI) 

132 Crime and Disorder St&egg update 2 

The Sub-Committee considered the report of the Head of Corporate Policy and Initiatives tiich 
updated Members on the cmmnt situation with regard to the actions rqnlred by the Crime & 
Disorder Strategy and reported back on certain issues raised by Members at the l&t Meeting of 

l 
the SubCoinmittee In notig the update mformation contained within the report, the following 
pomts were clarified during cbscussion:- 

1. Trolleys 

Mmdfnl of the dficulhes in ovemommg ti problem Members considered that supernuukets 
should be contacted asking what action they were taking on the matter of abandoned trolleys in 
Town Centres. It ~89 also considered appropriate for other Authoties to be approached to see 
how they dealt with the problem. 

2. Crime sad Diiorder A&on S&e&de Update 

7.13 -Identify areaS where damage and disorder is directly relevant to the proximity of 
Iicensod premises. 

Members were advised that the proof of age scheme was due to be launched on the 5 November 
at the Freight House,Rockford. 

l 
7.1.6 -Institute Cost Measurement system aa part of risk management policy for County 
Council owned buildings eg schcmls and Youth Centres. 

The comments outhned m the schedule were noted wltb concern by Members 

7.1.8-Review of Council operated play anss. 

Members expressed concern at the failure to meat bme scales and report on the matter to the 
SubCommIttee It was consIdered appropriate for this matter to be referred to the Commumty 
Services Commrttee for an explauation as tD pmgrea5 to date. 

7.2.7 - Production of leaflets reminding car owners of the law and dangers of illegal 
parking. 

The Issue of abandoned velucles was dIscussed by Members and they were advised that G-OS was 
a complex area of Cmil busmess with both the LXstrlct Council and PO& having 
responsibility for the matter dependent upon vehicle situation Members further considered 
there to be a need to estunate the cost for leaflet pmducXmn for budget purposes 

1 
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l 7.35 - Increased number of people receiving peer education programmes aimed at 
divertmg them from substance mIsu.9. 

Members were pleased to note that the workshop had begun on this day. 

7.6.6 - Complete education pmgramme for Secondary schools. 

It was noted that Fttzwimarc school, wiuch had previously not been mvolved wttbin the 
educatton programme, had recently appointed a new headmaster. Members considered it 
appmprrate for the new headmaster to be approeohed to seek the school’s involvement m the 
programme. Members were further advrsed that the two secondary schools who had previously 
pa$coc$rtnin the pmgmmme, had expressed an Interest m their new year pupils recetving the 

biembem were further advtsed that due to the ill heah% of the domestrc violence project co- 
ordinator, the Police Schools L&son Cfftcer bad stepped in and carried on the work of the 
programme. 

7.7(a). 5 - Act&y engaged in the local community to help identify problems necessary 
aactions and solutions, with particular emphasis on harassment 

Members noted tbat Rochfoni Garden Way was in St Andmws Ward and not Roche Ward as 
stated in the schedule. It was further noted that the gra% project would be known as the Street 
AltPmJect 

7.7(a). 8 -Pursue completion of the St Marks Field skting agreement with Council Policy. 

Members were advtsed that the project to provide a commumty factlity at St Marks Freld was 
pgressmg. 

3. Cold CalI@ 

Whdst consrdermg the matter of cold calling via the telephone, Members considered that the 
details of the 0800 number from the Telephone Preferenoe Servrce, should be subject of a brief 
arttcle withut the next e&on of R&ford District Matters. 

RECOMMENDED 

1 That tbe report be noted. 
2 That Me.mb=en agree the amended schedule format 
3. That update reports IX submitted to firtnre Meetmgs of this SubCommbtee. 
4 That ttem 7.1.8 as outlined m tie schedule be referred to Community Servioes 

Commtttse for the relevant Head of Servtce to pmvide an update report (HCPI) 

133 EASTWOOD WARD - ROCEFORD 

The Sub-Commutee constdered the report of the Head of Corporate Policy and initiatives, 
whtch appraised Members on the current situation regarding the pubhc consultation scheduled 
for Eastwood Ward. In notmg that tt would not be posstble for a joint survey to be ut@eriaken 
v&b Essex County Council Transportation and Operattonal Services Department, Members 
considered It appropriate for the Crime and Disorder leaflet to be undertaken on tts own but with 
the optron of mcludtng a question on trafiic concern 

* 
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That arrangements be made for the Cnme and Disorder survey of Fastwood Ward to be 
undertaken as otttImed above. (HCPI) 

134 ROCEIE AND ST ANDRRWS WARD: WARD PROFILE 

The SubCommmee constdercd the report of the Head of Corporate Policy and initiative, which 
appraised Members of the latest shuatron concerning progress to date on the StAR project 

Noting the background and purpose of the project, Me&em endorsed the action taken to date 
and constdered update reports should b-e submrtted to the Sub-Committee as appropriate. 

RECOMMENTIED 

‘That program on the Roche and St .&hews Ward proJect bs noted and that fin&r update 

l 
I35 

reports be submitted to future MedIngs of this S&Committee. 

ESSEX COUNTY COUNCIL CO- sApETyms 

(HCPI) 

The Sub-Commrttee constdered the report of the Head of Corporate Policy and Initiative which 
Informed Members of funds currently available from Essex County Council and Community 
Safety Department for sllocshon to D~stnct Crime and Dtsorder reduction psrtnemhips and 
sought Members approval for a bid from those funds In noting the detatls of the report, 
Members were further advmed Ibat pledges from the following organisations for the w of 
Community Development Worker for the St4R project. 

l E7,SOOfhn he Primary Cam Group 
l E2,OW fium Essex County Connml Enterprise Department 
l E?,CW from the Traming and Snterpnse Council 

In agreemg the prmciple for a Community Development Worker, Members raised questions as 
to the d&&d job descrrpbon, job speoification, key objectives of the post and who the worker 
would be responsrble to and it was considered appmpnste for the matter to be reported to the 

l Community Smcea committee for consulerat~or~ 

RRCOMMENDED 

That the matter of a Commumty Development worker for the St& project be referred to the 
Community Servtces Committee for consideration of the detarled job descrrption, job 
specific&ton, the key objectives of the post and detailing who the worker would report to 
v-m 

Meeting closed at IO 30pm. 



ROCELJTORDDISTRWI COUNCIL 

Minute of the Planning Policy SnlKommittw 
/ 

At a Meeting held on 26 October 1999. Present CJmmllon DA Weir (Chmrmen~ , 
JMD~ckson,DMFord, MrsJMG~les, CC Langlands, Mrs SJI.emon, MrsMJWYebster 
andMrsMAWeu 

Apologies: Counc~llors CIBlack, KAChbbs, VDHutchmg+ RAPearson and 
Mrs w M stevenscaL 

Sabstitutea Counc~llon J E Grey, R E Vmgoe and P FA Webster 

72. MENUTES 

73 LOCALPLANENYTR0h%mNTALAPPRAISAL 

The SubCommrttee considered the report of the Head of Corporate Policy and Imtmtives which 
proposed a framework for the envi~~mnemtal appraisal of the Local Plan. 

It was noted that the Government, in ‘Plamnng Policy Gmdancsz Note 12 - Development Plans 
and Regional Plaunmg Guidance’, &d stated that envuomn end conoems tld to be 
integrated mto pohcy in all development plan preparahons It was mtended that an 
enviromn~ appraisal would be camed out at an early sage of the plan prepamtmn process, 
and the results mcluded in the draft docment. Members received det& of the methodology to 
be adopted which, based on the Government’s Good Practme Guide, would comqnse tltrez mam 
stages, s.3 follows. 

1. Asses&q the scope of the plan agamst Euqea& national and reBona1 &ce and 
guidance 

2. Testing the compstibilrty and consistency of the pohcies m the Plan with the policies in 
the Essex and Southend Struaure Plan and Regmnal Planning Guidance 

3 Appraisal of the impact of the policies of the plan agamst envnomnental wd 
sustamability c&em T&e were 14 cmtena agamst wbch the policies would be 
~udgeci and these were outhued m the report, @@her wrth detr& of the key questions 
that would be asked of each policy in respea of each enwoumental element. 

It was noted that the pnnnple tool m the appmsal psccss would be the Pohcy EvaluaQon 
Matnx usd to look m broad terms at the overall impacts of pohcies on the envuoma ent. Local 
Plan pohc~es would form one axis of the m&m and the other would comprise the 
14 envuomnent cntena; an sxample of the matnx WBs appended to the reprt. 

In response to Memb=a questions, the Head of service advised as follows - 

l The ioitml apprad, which would examine over 100 phcm, would be undertaken by 
Off~m& the results from which would be reposed to the Sub-Commtttee. 

l A number of Members exprussl concern about the lack of mfrastructure, such aa shops, 
reds, doctors’ surgeries and school places, fbr areas in which extensive new house bmldiug 



was planned. It was corn--lrmd that ways of addmsamg these defiaencles, partlcalarly in 

relatmn to sch&mg, would be a mam component of the revmw of the Local Plan, the 
pnmary purpose of which would be ta allocate and ulentify f&me laud use tbmughout the 
Ihstnct. The Sub-Committee expressed dmpuet abut the apparent lack of Gontml able to 
be exercised by the Couucd over the pmvision of a nnmber of the facihties needed to 
accompany housing developments, many of which were the rqonaiiihty of other bodtes 
such as Essex County Counctl to provide. It was, however, recogmsed that the Authority 
dtd have some power to mfhrence the format and charactenstics of proposed developments 

l It was suggated that, whilst the prmciple of “p!.amtLug gam” should be treated with some 
caution, nevertheless it ought to be possible to requne developers to provtde some 
community facihtms as a condmon of grantmg plannmg consent. The times&e of such 
provmion was regarded as particularly mportant, to ensure that facihtms were in place as 
soon as pmctmable after the oanstrudlon of dwellings, It was confirmed that one of the 
purposes of the Local Plan would be to make explicrt the infmatmctme that the Cauncil 
would expect developers to pmvnle. 

l In reapcct of the provision of a sahsfaotory “cultmal envrmnment”, Muding inErastructure 
such as schools, it was suggested that the Local Plan should be tied m with other strategic 
mittatlves that had been prepared by the Council. It was confiied that the Plan would take 
account of the reoommendattons contained wtthm the Crtme and Disorder Strategy and the 
Sustamabilny Report 

l The heal Plan would, followmg renew, wntam more cross-references to Plannmg Policy 
GmW, to make these more exphctt, and to impmve the document’s ease of use. 

l It was mmgmsed that the Authority’s general plamnng poltnes could not be overiy 
prescriptive, and that phmmng brmfs should be used for specific pro~txts. It was ah noted, 

however, that many Planmng Autbontms were not tmhsing the full range of power that was 
available to them 

RECOMMENDED: 

That the proposed framework for UndertaLing an envdmnmental aemsment of the emerging 
Local Plan be adopted and that a full assessment be repotted back to this Sub-Comtmttee once 
the draft Local Plan pohcms and proposals have been pmpared. (HCPI) 

14. REGIONAL PJANNIN G GUIDANCE FOR THE SOUTH-EAST-PANEL REPORT 

The Sub-Commtttee considered the repoa of the Head of Corporate Pohcy and Inittattves which 
outhued the tindmgs of the Panel whmh had been appomted to examme the draft Regtonal 
Plamnng Guidance prepared by SERPLAN, the London and South East Regromtl Planning 
ConfeTelle 

SEPLAN had been charged with pmducmg updated gutdanoe on planning m the South Past to 
asmt the Serretary of State for Envhonment, Transport and the Regtons m prepanng a new 
versmn of Regional Planning Gmdance (RPG9). The Panel’s report bad been pubhshed in 
September ths year, and a summary of rts recommendattons was appended to the report; a full 
copy of the report bad been placed m the Members’ mom 

It was not4 that the panel had commented acmss a bmad range of the msues covered m the 
SERPLAN stramgy, but the Sub-Conumttee exammed two partmular issues, housmg prowsion 
and the Thames Gateway, m more detal 

n 
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Inrespectofthe~,~~wted~attheSERpLANstrategjhadpmposedthatthe~~ 
Gateway be extended to include the South F&sex Dtstrtcts, mcluding Castle Pomt and Southend 
Bomugh Conncda, and London Southmd Airport wtthm Rochford Dtstrtct However the Panel 
had concluded that them seemed to b-a no immedtate juatrfication for the extension of the current 
boundary. On this me, the Govemnt had decided to undertake forther work and had 
mnmlss~onexi cmsultanta to prcduoe a report to be pubbshed late thus year or early next year 
and an mput to the omsultants’ mveatigattons could be cotibuted by the Council 
Regardmg fntme honsmg provtston, Member; were highly concerned to note that on the bssrs of 
SFiRPL4N’s figures, an addhonai 33,300 mts would need to be provided m Essex between 
2011 and 2016. However, on the basis of the Panel’s recommendahons, thus figure was 
ant~cpted to m- to an additional 71,400 umta in the same five year pert& at an annual 
rate of an addmonal 7,500 dwellings. Clear&, there would be a strong possrbrlity that the 
Rochford Dra’nict Replacement Local Plan would need to consider makmg pmvtaion for a larger 
housmg a&&on than currently mciuded m the draft Structure Plan 

TbeSub-Commrttecexpreasedarangeofanoems about the possrble mrplications of such a 
largemcmasemhousebmldmgaafarastheDrsbtctwas Lx3ncmld as foUows.- 

l The lack of social mfmstructure, the problems assocmted with whtch had been considered m 
more detail under the previous agenda item (Mmute 73) 

l The IikeIy em&m of the Green Belt, thereby reducing the quality of bfe wrthin the Diatrtct 
and creatmg a mom urban& envtronmental appearance Tileseconcanshadalreadybeen 
conveyed to tb3 Panel. 

l The hkely incmase in commuhng to London unless the addmonal dwellmgs were 
accompamed by local employment opportmuties, 

l It would be difftcult to control the type of housmg that was to be pruvided; there was 
considensd the need to ensure, if possible, prowion of reasonably prrced housmg armed at 
young peapIe and the elderly, rather than exauttve dwellings. It was considered that thus 
lack of control, and the inabmty to promote the mtemsts of local people, served to 
undezmme the “raison d’&e” of LKKZLI Govermnent. A posstble method of retammg a 
certain degree of control over the nature of housmg developments would, tt was suggested, 
be to remove parmtted development nghts from planning applmations. 

In respmse to Member qnestions, the Head of Service advmed as follows:- 

* Inapetive of the Panel’s reconmrendations, the Counctl would have to make declsrona 
about further extensive house buildmg proposed for the Drstrtd beyond 2010 

l A planning application for posstble users of Rcehford Business Park was antmmatezi m the 
nearfuture 

l ‘Ike Panel report was cmrently being considered by the County Planner and the results were 
ltkely to be available at meetmgs wrth County Council representatives to be held m late 
November 

In view of the strength of cross-party concern about the rmplmatums of the Panel’s 
recamnendat~ons, partxddy in relation to future embers of housmg mdts, d was, on a 
motion by Cmmcrllor P F A Webster and seconded by Councillor Mm J M Gilt%, agreed 
unammously to recommend that the matter be referred to Council for cor&erat~on. It was 
sumed that a nnmber of orgamsations and mdtvrduals such as the focal Government 
Aasoctatron, County Councdlors and Mps, could be lobbred to support the Counctl’s protest and 
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concerns about the projected housing figures. In order to awst Members m prepanng an 
objection to the proposals, the Head of Serwce undertook to pruwde Group Leaders with the 
SERPLAN strategy and a full copy of the Panel’s report and recommendations. 

RECOMMENDED 

1) That, a! tlus sta& the Panel report on the SFRPJAN strategy be noted. 

2). That Council cons&n its response to the Imphcationa of the Panel’s report. (HCPI) 

Mtxtmg clcsed at 9.1Opm 
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RGCHFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL 

Minutes of the Plaunhg Services Committee 

At a Meeting held on 28’ October 1999. Present:Councillors R E Vmgoe (Cbairmsn), 
RAdsms, DE Barnes, TG Cutmore, JMDrckson, DFFlack, DMFord, Mrs JEFord, 
GFox, Mrs JMGiles, JEGrey, MrsHLAGlyrm, MrsEMHart, D.RHelson, 
Mrs JHelson, CC Langlands, VHLeach, GAM&ord, C RMorgan, RA Pearson, 
P D Stebbing, Mrs M S Vince, Mrs M J Webster, D A Weir, and Mrs MA Weu. 

AppaIaglcs: CounciUors RS Atlen, GC Angus, B R Ayli P ABeckers, Mrs J Hall, 
A Hoskmg, Mrs A R Hut&rigs, V D Hutchmgs, MrsSJLemon, T Lrvings, 
MrsWMStevensonandPFAWebster 

424 MIMJTES’ 

The Minutes of tie Meetmg held on 30 September 1999 were approved as a correct record and 
sgned by the Cbaiian 

425. MEMEiERS IHTEmTs 

Members’ uttereats relatmg to the schedule of development applkxtions and recommendations 
(Minute 428) were received as follows:- 

Pan13 - Chmcillor TG Cutmore declared a non pectmmry interest by vutue of being 
Chairman of Ashingdon Parish Council. 

426. BREACH OF PLANNIN G CONTROL AT BRICK HOUSE, STAhlBRIDGE ROAD, 
GREAT STAMBRlDGE 

The Committee considered the report of the Corporate Director (Law, Plannmg and 
Admmiatratton) concerning the erectron of imitation shutters to a Grade II Lii Building at the 
above site without the beneM of Lusted Bmlding Consent Nohng the property location and 
desrgn, Members consuiered the erection of rmitatron shutters contrary to both PPGl5 (Piannmg 
and the Htstorrc Environment) and Policy UC7 of the Rcchford District Local Plan Fnst Revtew 
and accordingiy it was 

Resolved 

That the Corporate Director (Law, Planning and Admimstranon) be authorised to take all 
nexsssry actron including the issue and servme of notices and action in the C!.omts to secure the 
remedying of the breach of Plarmmg Control now reported (CD(LPA)) 

427. SITE VISIT TO EDL (OPERATIONS), WARE, HERTFORDSm (Minute. 391/99 
(Para 7)) 

The Cotmmttee consrdercd the report of the Head of Admmistratrve and Member Servmes 
whmh sought nommations for Members to attend the srte visit to EDL (Operattons), Ware, 
Hertfordshire m November 1999. ln agreemg the site visrt to be undertaken it was 

Resolved 

(1) That the site visit to EDL (Gperations) be undertaken on the 2 November 1999. 

(2). That two Offcm accompany Members to the site visit The officers to be one Plannmg 



Officer and an Officer from Housing, Health and Community Care, Environmental Pmtect~on 
Unit. 

(3) That Barlmg Magna Pa& Council and Great Wskermg Pansh Council be invited to send 
two represendves each to the site visit. 

(4). That the fbllowmg Members attend the site vi&- 

Councillors R S Allen, I M D&.so~ G Fox, Mrs H L A Gtynn and R A Pearson. (HAMS) 

428. SCElEDUJX OF DEVELOPMENT APPLICATIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

The Head of Plannmg Servxes submrtted a schedule of applicahom for consideration and a list 
of PhMhlg Applnxtions and Budding Regution Applioatmns decclded under delegahon since 
30 Septimber 1999. 

Para RI - 99/%0434/FUL - 5 St Clement3 C!lcq Hockley 

Pmposal - Provision of new #mot with moms in roof space fomkvg iint ilcwr 
accommodation. Provision of fmnt gable and a dormer to fmnt aad mar. 

Mmdful of Officers recommendatmn for appmval Members considered nevertheless tie 
proposal was ovex development, out of keeping and character and detezmmed accordmgly that 
the appiic&on should be refused. 

That the application be refused for the following mn:- 

The pmperty as extended would, by natux of its increased height and a visual bulk, together 
wti the clase knit nature of development wrthm St Clements Close, cofiditute an over 
development of the site and appear as an nnposmg and unduly dommant feature, out of 
obaracter with the other modest bungalows witbm the clase. Furthermore, ff permitted, the 
proposal wuld create a precedent for similar types of development within the closa, the 
accumulabve effect of which would be the fm-&er impairment of the character and vislral 
amenities of the *rea 

Para Rz - 99Bo5I5/cou - 144 Eugh street, Rayleigh, &Jes 

Proposal-change a3e from shop (Al) to A2 (iinandal and professional services) and new 
shop front. 

Whilst mmdful of Officers recommendation for approval and advice, Members considered this 
further reduction m reta on& conflIcted with the Councd’s guidance and would affect the 
viabilii of the remaining retail units m thii area 

Resolved 

That the application be refused for the followmg reason:- 

1). The change of use pmposed would result m the loss of a retad unit falling wtthm Clars Al 
of the Town and Country Planning (Use of Classes Order) 1987. As a resnlt, the proportion of 
shops m Class Al Retail Use would, for the town centre secondq shopping umas colltiveiy, 



fall further below the 50% guidance threshold figum established m the Rochford Distnct Local 
Plan (If other unnnplemented change of use permissions are taken up rt would fall even further 
below this figure). For this mchvidual SecDndarj shopping zone a permission would canse this 
guideline figure to be breached for the Grst time (again if other unimplemented permissions a~ 
taken up). 

2): In addrtlon the ylew of the Local Planning Aud~onty is that the loss of the retalt unit would 
further erode and weaken the appeal of thus part of the retail area of Rayleigh to attract si~oppers 
with a consequent detrimental impact on the econonuc viability of other retail units in the 
immediate vicinrty of the site and this part of the town secondary shopping zone. 

Para 3 - 99/00175/FKL -Land rear (East) of Golden Cmss Road, Ashingdon 

ProposaI - Erect 73 dweIlings with garages, estate roads and associated bSmstmctnm 
including public open spaces 

Offkers presented the report, commended its recommendations and inipressed to Members the 
need for the Commmee to come to a view on the development, which would form the Local 
Plannmg Authority’s response to the appeal. Members were concerned that the non 
determination appeal prevented further negobatkm on the wde ranging aspects emerging from 
the report before them Members agreed unanimously that !&ey would not have been in a 
posmon to determme the application favourably due to:- 

1) The madequacy of the Wddlife survey and its conclusions as identified m the report 
conclusions 

2) The shortfall m the pmvismn of garden areas and separation of dwellmgs in the design of the 
scheme assessed against the guidance contained within appendix 1 of the Rochfard District 
Local Plan First Revlevi and the resultant unaat&ctory cramped form of layout, street 
scene and potential for coal- of dwelhngs. In addrtion the layout is unsatisfactory 
from the Crime Prevenhon viewpoint entailing, a5 it does, a large prop&on of plots where 
~anthoriaed access could be gained to the rear of properties, dnveways whmh are 
unsupervised and poor natural supervision by design, all of which fad to reduce 
0pportunit1e.sfor Cnme Prevention. 

3) The Local Planning Authority czmslder that a legal agreement IS essential to ensure 
provlsion of the necessary mf’rastmctme as detailed m the report and to maintam and 
safeguard the amemiy areas proposed within the development 

The Committee also resolved that the duplicate apphcation should be tie subject of a report to 
the next meetmg of the Planning Services Ccmm&ee. 

Para 4 - 99/0030l/OUT - Land adjacent 4 The Westerings, Hoekley 

Proposal-Erect two Z-storey dwellings 

Resolved 

That the apphcation be refused for the reason set out in the schedule. 



Para 5 99/00582/CM - BarKngLandfill, Barling Magna 

Proposal - Vary Condition3 of Permission ROC/634i90 to allow the deposit of waste 
collected by Southend on Sea Borough Council and Rochford District Council between 
08.30-16.00 hours on 3”d January 2000 

Resolved 

That the County Planrung Authorrty be advised that this Authority has no objectmns to raise to 
the proposal m response to the consultation of this planning application. 

Pam 6 - 991’0047yFIJL - 56 Lower Road, Hullbridge 

Proposal - Retention of existing fence and gate (maximum height Zm) contrary to 
Condition 3 of R0C.611180 

Resolved 

1) That the applicabon be approved unconditionally. 

2) That consent be issued under the terms of the legal agreement for the vehicular and 
pedestnan access onto Cranleigh Gardens 

Para R7 - 99/00245EUL - Willow Pond Farm, Loner Road, Hockley 

Proposal -Retention and alteration of existing onaothorised HanJ Road to serve a8 path 
for equestrian use. 

Mmdful of the 0fIicers recommendaoon for approval Members cons&red this an unacceptable 
development in a Green Belt location and awordmgly It was 

That the application be refused for the followmg reason:- 

The Rochford tict Local Plan Fust Review shows the site to be within the Metropolitan 
Green Belt and the proposal for the retention and adaptation of an existing Haul Road to serve 
the equestrian use of the srte IS considered to he contrary to Policy GBl of the Local Plan and 
Pohcy S9 of the Essex Structure Plan. The development sought 1s not of a type considered 
epproprmte to a Green Belt, or necessary, and represents a fWher urbanising element detracting 
from the unspodt rural character of the site The she is also des~gnsted as a Special Landscape 
Area and a Coastal Pmtecbon Belt and in this regard, the proposal is considered bo be contrary 
to Policres RC7 and RC8 of the Local Plan, agam due to its injurious Impact upon the rural 
character and visual amemties of the area. 

Meeting closed at 10 50pm 
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SCHEDULE OF PLANNING APPLICATIONS TO BE CONSIDERED BY 

PLANNING SERVICES CO- 28 OmOBER 1999 

All plannmg apphcatrons are considered against the background of current Town and 
Country Plsummg legmlatton, rules, orders and circulars, and any development, structure and 
locals plans Issued or made thereunder, In addition, account is taken of any guidanw notes, 
advice and relevant pohcies issued by statutory authontms. 

Each plannmg application included in this Schedule and any attached lrst of apphcatron 
which have been determined under powers delegated ,to the Corpomte Dnector (Law, 
Plmnnng and Administration) is filed with all papers including representatrons received and 
consultation replies as 8 smgle case file. 

All building reguhttmn applications are wnsidered agamst the background of the relevant 
Building Regulatmns and approved documents, the Buddmg Act 1984, together with all 
relevant Brdish Standards. 

The above documents can be made available for inspection as Committee ksckground papers 
at the &ice of Planning Services, Acwa House, East Street, Rochford 



l PLANNING SERVICES COMMITTEE 28th October 1999 

REFERRED ITFMS 

RI 99/00434/FuL Kevm Steptoe PAGE 3 
Pmvislon of New Roof wtth rooms m Roofspace Formmg Fnst 
Floor Acconun c&don Pmvlnon of Front Gable and Dormers 
to Fmnt and Rear 
5 St Clements Close Hockley 

R2 99/oo515/cou Amta Wood PAGE 6 
Change of Use from Shop (Al) to A2 (Fmanclal and 
Professional Services) &New Shop Front. 
144 High Street Rayleigh Essex 

SCHEDULE ITEMS 

99/00175/FuL Kevin Step PAGE 9 
Erect 73 Dwellings With Garages, Estate Roads and Associated 
Infrastructure Including Public Open Spaces 
Land Rear (East) of Golden Cross Road Ashingdon 

99/00301/0UT Kevin Steptoe PAGE 24 
Era% Two 2 Storey Dwelhngs 
Land AdJ 4 The Westermgz Hockley 

99/005WCM Kevtn step& PAGE 28 
Vary Condition 3 of Permlsaon ROC/634/90 to Allow the 
Depcat of Waste Collected by Rcchford and Southend On Sea 
District Councils Between 8 30-16 00 on 3rd Jan 2000 l 
Barling Landfill Church Road Great Wakamg 

6 99m471/Fm MarkMann PAGE 31 
Retention of Bxishng Fence and Gate (Mexunum Height 2m) 
Contrary to Condition 3 of ROCY61 l/80 
56 Lower Road Hullbndge 

l 



Committee Report 
Referred Item 

Rl 

To the meetmg of: PLANNING SERVICES COMMITFEE 

On 28* OCTOBER 1999 

Report of CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNING % ADMtNISTRATION) 

me. PROVISION OF NEW ROOF WITH ROOMS IN ROOFSPACE 
FORMING FIRST FLOOR ACCOMMODATION. PROVISION OF 
FRONT GABLE AND DORMERS TO FRONT AND REAR 
5 ST CLEMENTS CLOSE HOCKLEY 

Author Peter Whitehead 

This application was Included in Weekly Lmt 491 requirmg notification of referrals to the 
Corporate Director (Law, Phummg and Admimstmtion) by 1 OOpm on Wednesday 6 October 
1999, with any applications being referred to this Meetmg of the Commtttee The item was 
referred by Mrs H L A Glyrm and M A Weir 

The hem which was referred is appended as it appeared in the Weekly List together with a plan 

Apphcahon No. 99/00434/F[TL 

Applmautz MR%MRSJHALEY 

Zoning: RESIDENTIAL 

Partsh HAwKwELL. 

1 I Hawk&l Parish Council comment that thts small development was originally approved as low 
pitched bungalows and to mcrease the accommodatmn to thm extent is considered as over- 
development and to be out of keepmg wtth the surrounding propertms 

Referred Report 

1.2 In referring thts rtem the Members asked for clarrficat~on regmdmg the original permtssmn 
ROU379/87 for the 7 dwellmgs on the former Coal and Haulage Yard 

1.3 A Legal Agreement was ooncluded on that permission requiring the dtscontlnuance of the use of 
the site as a Coal and Haulage Yard and the completion of the development as one comprehensive 
scheme. These requuements have been met m full 

I4 This original outline pennisslon included a condition that the dwellmgs shall be of one storey 
bungalow design Tbe dwellmgs were constructed m this form and therefore the requn-ements of 
this condihon have been discharged m full. 



1.5 There are no ongoing mstrmtions controlling the conversmn of the roofspaces to first floor 
accommodation nor wtthdrawmg permitted development rights. Even If there has been, 
applmahons could always be considered on their indtvtdual mertts. 

16 The apphcahon property 1s a bungalow situated in a cul-desac wntammg four other such 
propertms The apphcanon proposes the construction of a new rcof to part of the property and the 
provision of a first floor wrthin the roofspace. The application also proposes that the exlsbng gable 
feature to the front elevation be raised to the ha&t of the extended roof and that three pimh roofed 
dormer windows be inserted m the front elevatton. lhess wmdows all face mto the cul-de-sac A 
further three dormer wmdows are proposed to the rear elevation, facmg onto fields. The pmgosal 
wdl result m approxtmately two-thuds of the pmpstty increasmg m hetght from Sm ta 6m 

I .7 Whilst tfie property vqll accommodate a first floor, the height of the property as extended ~111 be 
less than that of a conventional ‘two storey property’ whmh would normally be in excess of 7m m 
height Whilst the addttional height and other roof extensions mll change the appearance of the 
pmperty, it $ not considered that the modest mcrease m height pmposed wtll render the property 
out of scak wtth the rest of the prop&es in the cul-de-sac. Notwithstanding thus, the applmation 
property is situated on the north side of the cul-desac, whereas the other four properGas am sttuated 
to the south. Thus, from c&am angles the property does not read as part of the same straet scene 

18 The ktters of representatton (see below) raise the concern that the proposed fhst floor windows wtll 
overtook the ground floor front wmdows of other properties m the cul-de-s It IS unusual to place 
much we&t on the overlooking of rooms srtuated on the publto side of pmperties, smce such rooms 
are generally aheady ovarlcoked from the street to some degree. In this pattmular case though, the 
bungalows were designed with bedrooms having front-faomg windows, and It is considered 
reasonable to pay regard to this fact However, having regard to the Cwncrl’s adopted gmdance, the 
+mxtqositton of properties and the separation drstances between them, it is not consIdered that a 
reason for refusal hased upon overlooking could be substmttmted. 

I.9 The County Surveyor considers the proposal to be dsmmimts m highway terms. 

1.10 Four letters of representation have been received Three of these are from resrdents m the cul-de- 
sac The fourth is from the Hawkwell Residents Association. The letters object in the mam on the 
grounds that the pmperty as extended would dominate and overshadow the other bungalows, would 
cause overlookmg pmblems and on the basii that bungalows were approved on thus site because the 
ground is higher than that occupied by the sunmmdmg houses. 

APPROVE 

1 SC4 Tl?.E LIMIT PULL-STANDARD 
2. SC15 MATERIALS TO MATCH (EXTERNALLY) 
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Committee Report 
Referred Item 

R2 

Rdlfmd cwJia cbw1l 

To the meetmg of: PLANNING SERVICFS COhIMITTEE 

On: 28” OCTOBER 1999 

Report of CORPORATF DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNIN G & ADMINISTRATION) 

Tttle : CHARGE OF USE OF SHOP (Al) TO CLASS A2 (FINANCIAL AND 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES) AND NEW SROP FRONT 
144 HIGH STREET RAYLEIGH 

Author : Anna Wood 

This apphtion was mcluded m Weekly Ltst 493 requnmg nottficatton of referrals to the 
Corporate Dnector (Law, Planning and Admnnstmbon) by 1 OOpm on Wednesday 20 October 
1999, with any applications bemg referred to this Meeting of the Commntee. The item was 
referred by Mrs J Helson. 

Tbe item whtch was re.fd is appended as it appeared in the Weekly List together with a plan 

Application No: 99mO515/cou 

Applicant: ROCKDALE 

Zoning. SECONDARY SHOPPING FRONTAGE 

Parish RAYLEIGH TOWN COUNCIL 

Rayleigh Town Council - strongly objects to the change of use. 

m 

21 Thus unit IS located m the secondary shopping zone to the south end of the Hugh Street The shop 
has undergone many changes of traders and the present occupter reports that busmess has been 
slow. The current use of this unit 1s Class Al retail use, In p&y SAT3 of the Local Plan the 
author@ has set out its vtew that any non-retatl uses should reinforce the retail functton of the area, 
should be appmpnate for a retail area and be withm Classes A2 or A3 As a gmde but not part of the 
policy, the author@ has also stated It will seek to retam at least half of the frontage in these zones as 
mtail use and avoid an over-concentration of non-retail uses 

22 Government guidance adv~aes that authonties should seek to dtversify the range of uses available 
withm town centres and seoure investment and Improvement by means of a coordinated and agreed 
strategy If an authority percetves that a change of use applicatton may harmfully affect the cenise, 
then Its case would be strengthened if it had an agreed strategy for the centre’s wellbemg and 
studies momtoring its vttality. 

6 
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23 If this change of use IS allowed it ~11 result m a fmther reduction of the pmportlon of frontage that 
IS in Al usage withm the secondary shapplng zone. Pemuttmg this proposal wdl mean that the l 
percentage of the overall Secondary sbqpmg Ulfle frontage in shoppmg use WII fall approximately 
from 46 5% to 46%. This calculation would reduce to appmxlmately 44% If two other 
unimplemented cOnserRS for non-&ad use were taken up. In this Secondary Shopping Area alone 
these retful percentage figures would be 52% and 48.6% (including ummplemented pemmsions). 

24 The County Surveyor has no objections 

2.5 Head of Corporate Policy and Inihativa refers to government guidance as discussed above, the 
caution that has to be apphed to the percentage figures used by the authority, and the outcome ofthe 
appeal by McCarthy and Stone elsewhere in the Secondary shopping area where the Inspector was 
not convmced by the Councrls ease on loss of retailmg. Also pomts out that an imp&ant 
wnslderatlon IS whether the vita& and viability of the Town Centre would be sustamed and 
enhanced by the proposal. 

2.6 Rayleigh Clvio Society indicates that d is totally opposed to this change as it results in the loss of a 
retail unit 

APPROVE 

1 SC4 Ttme Lim& Full - Standard 
2 SC14 MatenalstobeUsed(Extemally) 
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To the meetmg of PLANNING SERVICES COMMfMXE 

On: 28 OCTOBER 1999 

Report of CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNIN G Br ADMINISTRATION) 

Title : ERECT 73 DWELLINGS WITH GARAGES, ESTATE ROADS AND 
ASSOCIATED INFRASTRUCTURE INCLUDING PUBLIC OPEN 
SPACES 
LAND REAR (EAST) OF GOLDEN CROSS ROAD, ASFIINGDON 

Author . KewnSteptoe 

Apphcahon No: 99/00175mJL 

Applicant : WlLCON HOMES EASTERN LIMITED 

zoning : PROPOSED RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT 

Parish. ASHINGDON PARJSH COUNCIL AREA 

AF%t 2.7Ha(approx) Density 32 dweUiag&a 
(6.lacres approx) 12 dwellings/acre 

3.1 ‘Ik plannmg application to which this report relates was subm&d durmg April of this year 
Discussions have t&en place wtth the applicant which, because of the range of issues raised, have 
taken some tune to carry out In the meantime, as they have a right to do so after a penod of e&t 
weeks, the apphaants have appealed to the %xetary of We with regard to the non-determmation 
of the apphcatlon. A public Inquiry is to be arranged to deal with tie appeal. 

32 As the matter is now before the Secretary of State it is necessary for the authorrty to put fwward it’s 
view as to how the application should be dealt with so that a response to the appeal can be made. 
The Councd.s pre-mquiry statement of case muse be submItt m mid November therefore a 
decision on this matter will not admii delay. 

33 A further applmatron has now been submitted for the same srte and for the same form of 
development That application 1s bemg consldered m the normal way and will be reported to 
Members separatety m due cou%. It may well be however, that the outcome of demslons made in 
relatmn to this report and any mqmry, wdl have an impact on how the second application is dealt 
With 



34 The details of the application are as follows The 73 dwellings proposed by means of this lapplication are to be serviced by two accesses from Golden Cross Road The northern most access 
will involve the demohtion of the existing property at 76 Golden Cross Road. A new access road 
will be creatad which ~111 serve 45 of tie proposed dwellmgs 

35 % southern part of the sfle pnll be serv~~~I by an amas which extends from the cumznt end of 
N+m Road That access wdl serve a further 28 dwellmgs. An emergency lmk wdl be provided 
between the two areas but thus WIII not be avadable to general vehicular traffi bemg closed off by 
bdirds 

3.6 Five of the pro-es will be two b&roomed, 39 will be 3 bedroomed and the rememing 29 wdl b-e 
fohr bed properties. Most of the properties will be of conventional two storey height. Hovrevw, 
one property ~lll be a bungalow and a fiuther six wtll have three storeys i e. first and second floor. 
The properties with a three floors am arranged such thaf at the front the eaves height IS at the top of 
the first floor, with dormer wmdows in the roof, at the rear the eaves sre at the top of the second 
ffwr. The he@ to the ridge of these pmperhes wdl be approx 10 3m. 

37 All of the properties have either garagmg or parking @aces whlph sre locate4 to the side or rear of 
the properties. The arrangement of the properties on the site are such that they form a mixture of lserm-detached properties, terraced properties or detached pmpert~es. 

38 Five separate areas of srnemty open space an to be pmvlded The most substantial IS tocated m the 
centre of the northern part of the srte ?he other sreas are located on the penphery of the no&m 
part of the srta and two blocks withm the housing on the southern part ofthe layout 

3.9 Revised proposals were submttted during the course of the application h are the subject of this 
report and the scheme, as set out above, incnrporates those revisions.. The mam changes from the 
orlgirial scheme are the omission of a surface water belancing lake and minor aheratlons in the road 
layout to introduce i&i% calming meas- and to take account of Highway Authority 
requirements. The number of units proposed and the overall site area are the same 

3.10 As part of the revised submisslon q&s wefe provided m r&&on to the followmg ma&m: 

1. TreeSurvey 
2 Foul and Surface Water Drainage options Report 
3. Preliminary F.cological Report 
4. Access and HIghway Report 

3.11 The mformation submitted m these IS discussed in the issues section below, 

Relevant Planning Htstory 

3.12 None 

3.13 Two rounds of cons&&ton have taken place with regard to this application, the first m relation to 
the ongmaily submItted scheme and the second m relation to the revised proposals that were made 
as a result of dIscusstons dunng the course ofthe application. 

First round consultationa 
(these responses were made before the additional reports, referred to above, were provided by 

IO 
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l The County Surveyor raisez no objectlo& in prmciple to the proposal, but commented m d&d on3.14a number of aspects of the scheme. The areas on which comments were made IS as follows 

-the proposals ~111 require off site road lmpruvements the d&all of which is to be agreed between 
the County Council and the developer but which generally consists of improvements to the 
Junctmns of Brays Lane&olden Cross Road and Brays Lane/ Ashmgdon Road. 
-the County Council is aware that land ownership problems may make the adophon of the mads on 
the sate difficult to a&eve. Although It cannot Insist that roads be adopted, this IS its preferred 
Go- of action 
-the northern and southern accesses to the site need to be pmvlded wltb adequate vlsibibty and 
footway pmvision 
-the configuration and layout of other roads, footways and ~nmtions on the northern part of the site 
was commented on with suggested amendment which would make the arrangements acceptable to 
the Highway Authority, 
-in relation ta the suuthern part of the site, the highway layout was considered to be unsatisfactory 
given the existence and location of the balancing lake in the ongmal submissIon. 
-It wss noted that the mimmum tic-z between the back of the footwzy and any garage door 
should be 6m and that driveway widtbz should accord with the dimensions laid out in the Essex 

l Design Guide. 

3,15 The County Headof Planning does nOr wish to make any strategic plannmg comments. 

3.16 The Director of Learning Services at County Council commented that both schools within the 
catchment area for this development (Halt Fsnn Junior and Infant) are virtually full to capacity and 
would reqmre additional accommodation to meet the additional pup11 product that IS hkely to be 
generated by this development. This WBS ongmally calculated as 25 pupils but subseqltently revised 
to I8 prnnary school agrtd pupils 

3.17 On the m&l assessmentthe County Council would be lwkmg to pmvlde relocatable clasnooms at 
both the Infant and Junior Schools, however, on the basis of the revised assessment ti is considered 
that only one relocatable classroom, at the Infant School, is necessaq 

3.18 The County Council pobcy is to ask for the full cost of addrtlonal provrslon to be met by the 
developers, which would need to be mdex linked and ensured by meam of legal agreement 

3.19 Anghan Water has raised no objechous in prmcrple, subject to the implementation of conditions to 

l any pernussion which require: 

-detarls ofthe surface and foul water systems to be submrttcd, approved and Implemented, 
-that no bullding takes place within 3m of the centreline of a Sewer crossmg the gate 

3.20 The company mdicated that the balaucmg pond shown would not be considered for adoption 

3.21 The Environment Agency raises no objections, m $rinciple, but bakes the followmg comments 

-all surface water from car parking and other hard surfaced areas should be passed through trapped 
gulhes before &charge, 
-foul and surface water should discharge to the man system, 
-there IS an opportunity to make a couservtion feature of the balancmg lake, 
-any culvemng or other works to exiting land drains wluch wdl affect the flow wdl rqmre the 
consent of the Envmmmeut Agency, 
-the Agency has identified a number of environmental enhancements that could be incorporated I&J 
the development 

II 



3 22 Engliirh Nature notes that Badgers a~ suspected, but not confumed, on the site and advises that 
this IS bmught to the attention of tie developer. The agency further comments that if tie site does 0 
contam Badger setts or is an important foraging gmund then It is advised that the developer seeks 
the advice of an ecological consultant. 

3 23 Until a swey of the scte is undertaken English Nature are unable to comment further but it advises 
that the developer will need to satisfy the requirements of tie authority BS set out m PPG9 paras 44 
48. 

3.24 English Nature also advises that, through a survey of the We, the presence of other protected species 
may be ~dentifkd. 

3.25 The Essex Badger Pmtection Gmup comment that a Badger survey has been carried out. There is 
evtdence of Badgers m the area although there no sign of them on the ate could be form& However 
a full survey could not be camed out due to the density of nndergrowtfi on the srte. 

3.26 The Woodlands and Envimamental Sp~iallst advises that a tree and a floralfauna survey is 
required to enable the proposals to be c&de& fully 

a3.27 Tne South F,ast W Amphibian and Reptile Group feel that the site may be home to a variety 
of wildlife and recommend that an ecologtcal survey IS carried out in the spring of next year before 
wy development takes place. 

3.28 Ashiagdoa Parish Conncll abject to the pmposals on the following grounds 

-this proposal, and other developments, result ln massive increases in trafk winoh cannot be’ 
accommodated on existing roads and will exacerbate existing problems, 
density IS consideered to be too lngh, representing overdevelopment, 
-cnncern In relation to the number of ex&ing WXZ~ to be felled, 
-existing sewerage system already suffers from blockages so the additional laad ~111 be 
unacceptable,
-local ametuties are ovemtretcbed, with local doctors and schools unable to accept more patients or 
pupils. 
-pedestrian and cycle access to Canewdon View Road should be consided, 
-pmposals do not take mto account existing amss nghts, 
-the land is marshland and not smtable for development, as shown by the drainage arrangements, 
-footpath ark on the plan is bordered by pmperhes which could present crime problems 

3.29 R&ford Parish Council indmates that it supports all the pomts raised by Ashingdon Push 
Council 

3 30 Hawkwell Parish Council fully suppoti the aspects ran& by the Ashingdon Parish Council. 
Concerned that the infrastructrae servmg the sb is already overloaded and this development will 
exacerbate the situatmn, le traffic, schoolIn& doctors and sewage etc 

3.31 Canewdoa Parish Council is very concerned at the size of the proposed development and the 
effect it ~111 have on infrastructum. This development will mean greater chaos for everybody 
Supports the Ashmgdcm Parish Council. 

3 32 The Rochford Primary Care Group comments that rt IS workmg to lmpmve GP provision but 
agamt a natmnal shortage of GPs ‘Ihe PCG is keen to work m Partnership wrth developers 
particularly in relation to GP premises 

12 
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The Southend Community Health Council ‘the CHC’ and the followmg GPs have responded tc3s33consultations* Southwell House Surgery, Greensward Surgery, the Ashingdon Medical Centre and 
Woodlands Surgery. The following issues are raised: 

-the CHC shares the concerns that local GP facthues are insuft?cnent to be able to cater for extra 
demand and refer to earlier advice m relation to the under-doctoring of the Rochford area. Note 
that tt ISthe responstbthty of the Rochford Prnnary Care Gmup (PCG) to remedy the sit&ton. The 
CHC wtll conbnue to press for tmpmvements and, unhl thts IS fully reso]ved, feel that new 
development wtll place an mtolerable stram on extstmg services. 
-that swgenes have a closed lists and am unable to regtster new p&tents, therefore not clear how me 
development wdl be served, 
-the Rochford PCG IS aware of the lack of factlities and is looking at options to rectify thus, but, 
until these have been explored and implemented the sttuatton will not change, 
-concern that the acczessibiltty to medical and social services m the dts&t rs severely stretched and 
that further development will make the level of provrston unacceptable, 

3.34 The following schools have responded to consuhstmns. Ashingdon School, King Edmund School 
and Hoit Farm County Junior and, in the mam, raise the followmg issues: 

-new development can only add to forecast over auwdmg 
-further development should be opposed or the County Counctl should make early pauvismn of 
additional places 
-Governors at Ashingdon School are keen to increase yearty provision and feel that any additional 
numbers could be accommodated at the school, 
-King Edmund School should, with a building pmgranune at the school underway, be able to 
accommodate secondary school age pupils movmg mto the area, 
-HoIt Farm Jumor currently has a virtuahy full pupil number m each year group 
-further development will add to traflic. whtch 1s already a serious issue outside the entrance to the 
Holt Fsnn Schools If more development is to take place infmstru~ needs should be ad&s&. 

3.35 ‘the Head of Housing, Health and Community Care has no adverse comments, in pnnciple, but 
suggests the addttion of condttions to any pernnsston relatmg to the need for a method statement, a 
scheme for the control and supmsston of dust and the control of any external plant or qnpment. It 
IS also suggested that the standard informauve relating to the control of nuisance IS attaohed to any 
permission 

3xi Leeal Residents.All residents neighbouring the site and on the opposite sides of Golden Crces and 
Canewdon Vtew Roads were notified of the applicatton. A public meetmg was held on 21 April 
1999 at the Ashingdon Memorial Hall and was very well attended. A local residents group has been 
formed called the Golden Cross Road Achon Group. The Actton Group and a further 60 local 
restdents have responded to tie consultations They have, m the main and together with the 
dtscusston that took place at the publtc meetmg, ratsed the following issues’ 

-Golden Cross Road is already tw busy, inadequate and inappropnately used (as a short cut) to be 
able to accommodate the additional tmflic, 
-addruonal traftio ~111 exacerbate the already unsafe nature of the local roads, 
-Ashingdon Road is unable to accommodate any addtional t&Tic, 
-the junctions of Golden Cross Road with Brays Lane and Brays Lane wtth Ashmgdon Road are 
mdquate and unsafe, 
-an alternative access other than the northern access from Golden Cross Road, should be provided, 
tdeally vta Canewdon View Road. This would be as per previous assurances that no further access 
would be created from Golden Cross Reed, 
-access should not be made via Canewdon View Road, 
-development will exacerbate current parking problems m Golden Cross Road, 
-ma&equate provision has been made on stte for car parking 



-traffic calmmg may be required for Golden Cross Road, but should not be mtmduced wnhout 
further occupier consultation, l 
-local surface and foul water sewers are at capacity/ already subject to pmblemsMo&ages and 
would be unable to accommodate any additional flows, 
-there is an inadequate local water supply to serve the development, 
-the surface water dramage system propoxd, mcludmg the balancmg lake [now removed from the 
soheme] is inadequate and potentially unsafe, 
-inadequate education factlitte&chools are avarIable, 
-madequate healtMd&ors factbnes are avadable, 
-mfrastructure improvements generally are requrred, 
-the proposals wtll result m fumes and dust problems for to4 residents, 
-the proposals molude cul-de-sacs which are inappmpnate on the potenhal crime and socud 
ground% 
-the proposals will lead to tbe erosron of the countryside, 
-the stte is an infringement of the Green Belt, 
-the stie sets a precedent for future development, 
-the site supports an abundance of wildhfe, in&ding badgers, which will be harmed or lost, 
nmdquate ecological surveys have been camed out, 
-the site has a substantial number of bees on it, some of which are preserved, development volt 
result in the loss of- and hedges, l 
-garden sizes are madequate, 
-the development will result m a change m the character of the area, 
-development will result in the loss of vtews, 
-existmg pmpertres will be overlooked, 
-the 3 storey houses pmpoeed are inappmpriate tn terms of character and wdl result in overlookiag, 
-plot widths are inadequate, 
-1m separation between dwellings IS not achieved in all appmpnate c~se$ 
-the back to back distance between the propot& housing IS madequate, 
-the ownership of the central area identifmd to be a pubhc open space IS not known and, therefore It 
cannot be guaranteed or the SubjeCa of a legal agreement. 

Second Round Consultations: 
(the response below were made atIer the additional information was provided and the rwiaed 
scheme had been submitted) 

3.31 The County Surveyor raises no objections m princtple He mdicates that the scheme will require 
off stie h&way nnpmvements to be agreed between the developer and the County Council but 
generally consmtmg of unprovements to the ]unctmns of Brays Lane/Golden Cnxa Road and Brays 0 
Lane/Ashingdon Road These are to be secured by a legal agreement. 

3.38 00 the site, the Surveyor, makes comments m relation to: 

-the radms, visibility splays and footways to be provided on the access routes 
-the need for an overhang strip withm the site, 
-the required wrdth for vehicle hardsmndmgs and where the plots shown wdl need to be modified to 
accommodate these, 
-the need for driveways to be at ngtd angles to tie road, and where modtficattons are necessary to 
meet thts tequuemeut, 
-the requirement for sight splays on the junctmns wtthinthe site 

The Surveyor also suggests a number of conditions be. attached to any permtsston wiuch wdl specrfy 
the treatment and construction of roads prior to dwelling occupation, the ttmmg of the provision of 
services and the finishmg of roads, the details of the pmvtston of the emergency access, the 
proviston of drtveway wsrbility splays and requtrement for an adequate length of exh dnveway to 
be ublwd for vehtcle parkmg. l 
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The County Head of Planning (Design Advice) has inspected the plans and makes a number of 
detailed comments about the design and layout proposed, m summary these are. 

-m one situation an adequate back to back separation dtstance is not achieved, 
-m four locations the properties are such that continmty of frontage is not provrded, 
-some properties should he moved closer to the h&way, 
-one of the areas of open space IS likely to be cardommated, 
-some areas of adoptable htghway can be reduced, 
-questions the status of the emergency access, 
-comments in relation to the f&tprin$ layout and appeamnce of a number of tile proposed house 
types for the sate 

3 41 AngIian has cons&red the drainage report submitted by the appbcants and has commented Water 

on the opttons set out It doea not suggest an ideal opbon and the comments are set out more fully 
in the tssues section below. 

3 42 Environment Agency have considered the drainage options report and indicate that two of the 
options suggested in relation to surface water are acceptable to it. ‘fins is disoussed more fully 

l below 

3 43 English Nature refers to the ecological report submitted by the applicants and notes that a 
protected species i.e. Slow Worm has been identtfied on the krte and comment that preservmg such 
species in-situ is preferable to relocation and notes the comment m the report that further survey 
may be requrred It is pointed out that the authority needs to be satisfied of the measure 9 taken ill 
relation to government gutdance 

3.44 The Essex Wildlife Trust feels that the ecologmal report represents the bare minimum of 
Informanon and tt rdentdies further areas to be addressed. It is noted that the survey took place in 
mid-summer not in a more appropriate cooler time of tbe year It is suggested that local groups are 
contacted to enable to collation of mom mformation. When that has been achteved attennon can be 
given to the measures to mtngate any harm the development may cause It is recommended that any 
open space on the stta r.s designed ti the habitat creatton and enhancement m mmd 

3.45 The Essex Badger Protection Group makes no further comments in addition to those made 
previously 

The Woodlands andEnvironmental SpeclaIiit comments that, in r&&on to the on sate trees, most l 3A6of the category A trees am to be retamed along wrth grouped bees and hadgmg. It is unforhmate 
that one of the TPO trees on the stte is to be lost. The replanting proposed is extenstve and if the 
nght species are involved, it will be a comprehensive, meaningful scheme In relatton to the 
wildlife survey this is considered to be inadequate and approved guidelines have not been followed 
It was not spread across a reasonable bme scale and no consultation took place WI& statutory and 
non statutory groups. Generally msuff~c~ent mformation is provtded on the wildhfe~tssue. 

3 41 ‘Ihe Head of Leisure and Client Services has considered the dramage options report and 
comments as follows 

concerned that the on site roads and drainage systems may not be adopted, 
-two of the four dramage options would be acceptable, one is not and the fourth reqmres more 
mformatton to be provided. These comments are dtscussed more fully in the issues section below. 

3 48 The Essex Police Crime Prevention Officer has not commented m relation to thus apphcatton, but 
has tn the last few days made comments m relatton to the second apphcation now recened. The 
comments tecen+ed, m the mam, raise concern in relation to the degree to which unauthorised access 
could be gamed to the rear of properties and driveways may be unsupervised. \I 

e 
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l 3 49 The Rochford Parish CoauciI supports any comments mada by the Ashmgdon Parish Counctl 

3.50Local residents have been consulted on the revised proposals and in the mam and in addition to 
those already set out above, have ratsed the following Issues’ 

dramage systems are inadequate and only one of the options set 014 m the drainage report is 
feasible (discussed below), 
-the plans show the extension to Nelson Road which may lead to pressure for more development in 
the future, 
-some of the plots shown do not have garages provided, if they are provided later this will reduce 
garden sizes, 
-the proposed access results m the demolition of an adequate and sound existmg house, 
-too many houses are b&g located m the site of the demolished house, 
-the ecologmal survey is netther exhausbve or adequate, some of its conclusions are mcomxt, 
-It 19 not olear where financial contnbuhon to be made for educational purposes will go, 
-some aspects of the cn srta highway layout are flawed, 
-object to the off srte mad improvements, 
-all develaperj should be treated equally wuh regard to the policies and guidance in the Local Plan 
and elsewhere, 
-not clear how the open spaces will be maintained, 

3 51 In addttlon to the above letters of objection, 7 letters m support of the proposals have been received 
urging the authonty to make a dectslon to grant approval 

3 52 There IS clearly an extenstve range of issues raised by these p”poti. The starting pomt for the 
consideration of tie proposals must be the fact that the authority has tdentified the land m the Local 
Plan as bemg suitable for regldential development. In principle then, the acceptability of residential 
development IS already estabhshed In addition, the autbortty has not included any further guidance 
in the Local Plan m relation to the form that development should take on the site, where am 
should be, or whether there am partmular requrements to be met on development. In the situahon 
that prevails therefore that author@ must consider whether the proposals made represent an 
acceptable form of development, gtven that tt has not set any prerqtusffes for the site. It shoukl 
not endeavor to set out now, parameters for the development of the site winch would not be evident 
to a potential developer either from the Local Plan or the normal amstderanon of the charactensttcs 
of a sue 

3.53 The key 1~s~ are: 

l Access and Htghway implications 
l On site design Issues I 
l Impact on tree cover on stte 
l Impact on exmtmg wildlife on sue 
l Surface and Foul drainage 
l Rducattonal and Health Service Provision 
l Amenrty open space provtsmn 

l 



l 
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Access and Kighways 

Access via Canewdon View Road 

3 54 Many residents have questioned why Canewdon View Road 1s not being used as an access. This 
has been explored fully with the applicants The road has an mudentified ownership, Them ts a 
process whereby the road could be brought up to adoptable standard and taken over by the County 
Cooncd However this raquires the developer to make up the mad, pubhcise the likely adopt1011 of 
the mad and allow a penod of time during tiich objecbons to the process can be made. This would 
involve considerable expense wrth no guarantee that the road would be adopted or available to 
Wilcon Homes and requres a period of up to two years to elapse. 

3 55 It has been investigated as to whether insurance could be taken out by the developer to cover the 
eventuahty that an owner does come forward and deny access. The developer explams that, whilst 
this ts feasible for a single property, these proposals involve a eonsidembly greater number of 
dwellmgs wtth a considerably higher pmmrum. In add&n any insurance would have to cover the 
marketmg exercise of the company which could not take place unttl a usable access IS estabhshed 
an-3 ths fact that tf access is denied the compaay ts effectively let? with an un-implementable 
pennrsr;ion. It is constdered unlikely that effective insurance could be gamed 

3 56 Takmg into account the points made by the developer u is considered unreasonable to requne the 
developer to further explore the possibility of and gam aocess to tie northern half of the srte via 
Cauewdon View Rod If the Coca1 Plan had specified that such an access should in&d be 
provtdod then the authority would have stronger grounds to ask the developer to do so. In tlus case 
however, no such specification is given in the Local Plan and an altematrve acoess IS pm forward 
whtch is deemed acceptable. For these reasons tt is not considered that access via Canewdon View 
Road should be pet-sued 

off Sltc road iqrnYement3 

3 51 The Highway Authority have mdmated that the junctions of Brays Cane wtth Golden Cross Road 
and Brays Lane with Ashiigdon Road am already inadqtate. Impmvements to these junctmus sre 
already required as a result of the existtng tr&ic levels. 

3.58 The proposals will introduce addiuonal traffic to these junctions. As a result, the Highways 
Authority considers that tt is justifiable to require the developers to, at least parttally, fund the 
required impmvemeets. The developers have agreed, in pnnciple, to provide a fmanaial 
contribution to the County Counctl to assist m thus regard. ‘Ibis would be secured by means of a 
section 106 Legal Agreement 

3 59 Gtven the wilhngness of the developer and the in principle acc-eptabihty of the sate (which will 
generate tmEw which ever way it IS developed) tt is not considered that any objection to the planntxI 
road uupmvements could be su&dr&. 

On site layout issues 

3.60 The Highways Officers and Design Advice Officers have made comments and suggesttons wnh 
regard to the layout In some cases mmor amendment is required to meat speotfie layout stand&s. 
There are instances where the suggestions of bath Officers cannot be achteved. For example, design 
advice ts that dwellings should be located close to the highway edge, this can conflmt with the 
pm&ton of adequate vistbilrty 
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3 61 The developer has indicated that, where the adwm IS not m cdhct, the suggested and reqmred 
changes can be accommodated by minor amendments to the submrtted layout, Ihen provrsion can l 
be ensured by conditions attached to any permission In this case, as a decision on the application is 
not being made, that tiOt’i@’ can indite that It 1s cattent wth ths aSpeCt of the pmpoSa1s sub@ 
to the appropriate amendments. Having considered the layout submitted and the comments of the 
Highway and Design officers rt ts constdered that these can be accommodated without unacceptable 
unplications for the safe layout aspirattons of the Highway Officers whtlst, at the same ttme 
providmg a layout acceptable m design terms. 

On site parking provision 

3 62 The guidelmes lard out in the Local Plan are that two pmking spaces (one of which may be a 
garage) are provided for dwellings with up to and including three bedrooms Over that number 
three spaces are rqumxi, agam one of which may be a garap, These guidelines are achteved on 
the layout shown, with the exceptton of plot 30. Adequate arrangements could be achteved on this 
plot srmply by movmg the garage further hack into the plot It is consIdered that adequate parking 
factlmes are provtded. 

3.63 Actions which could be taken to reduce crime prevention concams would require all parking to take 
place m property frontages and sigmficam realignment of propxtms to achieve adequate parking. 
Such aherations are likely to run directly counter to the advme of ihe County Design Advtsor 
referred to below and have a sngnificant tmpltcatton for the capaoity of the site. Gtven the 
conflicting aims of come preventton and design advice and the fact that come preventton advice has 
not been recetved until some 6 months after origmal submission, during which time layouts have 
been dtxatsxd and amended, it is not constdered -nable to resist the proposals on the basis of 
the cnme prevention a&me. 

DesignIssues 

3.64 The County Design Advisor has, as indmated above, made some comments m relation to the 
appearance of the pmperhes ‘Ihe context of the site has to be taken into consideration This srte, if 
develop& wtll form an addttion to extstlng areas of mid and late 2GthC suburban development. 
Whilst there am some aspect4 of the design of tie dwellings whmh could be changed to more 
accurately reflect traclitionally designed Essex dwellings, it is not considered that tie current destgns 
are unacceptable for the location or are a basts on which the proposals should be reststed l 

3.65 The gutdance given by the authority is that It wishes to achreve a separahon die&m-e of Im between 
dwelling buildmgs and the side curtilage boundaries. This apphes to detached dwellmgs and the 
smgie stde boundartes of semi detached or end of terraced pmpertms where these are not attached. 
As the proposals currently stand, this separatron dtstance will not be achieved at 24 I&ons on the 
see 

366 Whtlst mis situation does not accord fully wrth the gutdance, care has to be taken with regard to the 
we&t to be &ached to thts matter gtven the range of other issues that are raised by the proposals 
It is also necessary to be clear as to whether identifiable harm wtll be caused by the fact that this 
gutdance is not met In the l1gh.t of this, tt is considered that the weight to be attached to thrs matter 
should not be so significant that the pmposals are resisted on tins basks. 
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l Garden Areas 

3 61 The Iacal Plan gutdance 1s that rear gardens should be a mmimum size of IOOsqm unless the house 
type IS one where the exceptions to this guidance, set out in Appendix 1 to the plan, apply The 
exceptions are that pmpertres wit+ only one or two bedmums need only have a garden area of 
50sqm and, where dnee bed houses are provided in a terrace, the garden should have a depth of 2 5 
times the property width, to a rnmimum aree of SOsqm. 

3 68 Considering this guidance, there would app% tn be 12 properties on the subnutted layout where the 
garden area to be pvlded is below the gmdeline figure Of those 12, seven have a shortfall of only 
up to 10% The remamdw have more sigmficant shortfalls Amendments could be made to the 
layout requiring the reposttmnmg of garages, the reduction in an area of undeveloped space and the 
change in a house type. Ifthis occurred these more significant shortfalls could be avoided There 
are a number of other proper&es which aze to be developed m a terraced style where the garden area 
IS to be at least the mmimum 5Osqm but the length of garden is not 2.5 times the depth 

3.69 Given that the number of properties with a shortfall IS a small mmority of those to be pmvlded, that 
changes can be made to redress the situation and that atthough mimmum areas are prbvlded even if 
the cmfiguration is not in accordance with the: guidance in all oaz+ care has to ba taken with 
regard to the wmght to be attached to this matter. Again it is not consIderad, on the balance of all 
the relevant matters raised by this pmposal, that they should be resisted on this pomt 

Inter-relationship between properties 

3.70 There are two locations on the layout where the relationship between the proposed pmperties is leas 
than adequate when cornpa& tn the guidance and advice m the Essex Design Guide. The distance 
between the rear elevations of the pmperties on plots 45 and 51 is only 2Om where the Design 
Guide suggests that 25m ts the minimum required. Adequate separation can be achreved by altering 
the l-on of the dwelling on plot 45 (there being ample room to move it) or by changmg the 
house type on plot 51. ‘J%s 1s a pomt raised by the County Design AdvIsor and the developers 
indicate that it Is already bemg addressed. 

3.71 Plot 50 has a dwelling w+uch is located close (1Sm) fromtherearboundary and has a garden area 
to the side, The design is such that only obscure glazed windows will be provided in the rear 
elevation ‘Ihe deign does however, allow -able close overlooking of an existing property 
on Nelson Road As a result an amendment to the de&o or layout should be implemented here. 
This has not yet been explored w!th the developers but it is considered likely that a surtable 
amendment to the form or type of dwellmg muld be achieved here 

3.12 The site dms have s@ficant tree coverage When considering the Impact of the developm~lt on 
the &s the Authority must bear m mind that the site is allocated m the Local Plan for &de&al 
development and when that allocation was made It was clear that a slgmficant change to the 
character of the site would ocour on development Them IS no stipulation or in&cat& m the Local 
Plan that a parhcular form or density development ts required because of the CharactensWs of the 
Site 

3 .I3 A tree smvey has been submrtted. As part of the survey the apphcants have used an assessment 
method to assign value to the trees and hedges md~vrdually. They are characterised m groups 
varying from those whzh are fine and healthy and should be retamed to those which are poor 
specimens which should be removed. The report and the layout submrtted show that the applicants 
have attempted to achieve a sltuatlon where a gmater proportion of the higher quality trees are 
retamed whilst a greater prop&Ion of the lower quality trees are lost 
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3.74 Three trees on the sne am the subject of Tree Pt%mvahon Order 7BO all of which are Oaks of 
athose, the layout pronoses that one 1s lost and two are retamed. Given the overall nature of the site. 

and the lay& &has been designed to achieve maxtmum high quality tree retention, it is 
wnsrdered that the proposals are acceptable on this point. It is not considered, given the overall 
level of tree retention and the scope for sign&ant additional new planting, that the proposals 
should be restied on the basis of the loss of this tree 

3 15 An ecology snrvey has been carried out on the srte and submitted by the applicants It is clarmed 
that ihe aim of the report IS to provide, inter alia, an assessment of the ecologmal impact of the 
proposed development and tdentify mnstramts OT mitigatton measures requtred. 

3 76 It is clear that the assessment undertaken was a preliminary survey, indeed It IS actually quoted as 
such. It is also clear that no statutory and non-statutory b&es wen: contacted by the consultant 
organisatmn in drawmg up the report and that the mspectian of the sue took place on a single day 
in summer of this year. 

3.71 Through the survey process a smgle protected reptile speotes (slow worm) was rdentified. 
aHowever, the consultants recommend addihonal surveying be carried out at other bmes of the year 

The recommended mrhgation measures involve the creation of w&land edge habitat and that a 
clearance exercise be carried out to ensure the removal of protected reptMamphrbmn speo~es. 

3 78 It IS considered that an adequate survey and recording exercise has not yet been carrred out In 
addition whdst national guidanoe, and that of English Nature, IS that the conservation of populations 
m srtu IS the favoured aptton, there ts no justltieation presented as to why this is not a tenable optron 
for tbts sate Tbia together with the recommendations m the report that further surveys be carried 
out, leads to the de&Ion that Inadequate inveshgation of the impact of the proposals on wildhfe has 
been carried out on which to soundly base a determinatton of the application. 

3.19 There are two aspects to the drainage on the site to be considered. The first, which has raised 
considerable local mneern, is tbe queehon of foul water drainage. Local residents Indicate that 
there IS a recent history of blockages and other problems to the foul water system In Golden Cmss 
Road The author& has no records of such nroblems. 

3 80 Consultants who have carried out investigation work for the developers state that there are four 
public foul sewers in the vicinity of the site. This is confirmed by Anghau Water records, Despite 
looal residents concerns, Anglian Water have mdicated that tha adjacent sewers have sufficrent 
capamty to accommodate the foul water discharge from tie stte. Of the avatlable sewers two run m 
Nelson Road and the agrrcultural land to the east of the site L&age to these routes 1s Ilkely m 
avoid addrhonat stram bemg placed on the route in Golden Cross Road. It IS clear that sufficrent 
capacrty is available and, detailed cmmectmn opti- perhaps avoidmg any connechon to the 
Golden Cross Road sewer, could be dealt with by means of conditions on any permtssion. It is 
considered that this IS not a matter on whrch the proposal should be resisted 
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The second aspect IS the m&cd of de&g wrth surface water drainage (the rain water run off from 0 38’ roofs, roads and other hard surfaces) This IS where four optrons have been put forward in a 
consultants report One of these options has been identrfied as the favoured option by the Head of 
L&sum and Chent Services. The developers have explored this further wrtb Anglian Water and 
theu consultants and now expect to use a mix of options In summary It IS ltkely that surface water 
WIII be dealt wrth by a mix of soakaways (where feasrble) and piped gravity dramage to an outlet in 
the Brays Lane ama. The mute will avoid a lmk into Golden Cross Road sewers (which is drfficult 
due to the presence of many extstmg sewers) and vnll avoid some diamphon in the area due to a 
reduced requirement to dig up the road It is considered that an adequate and technically feasible 
option can be achieved 

Educational and Health FaciIities 

3.82 Many residents locally have identified shortcomings in the provision of these facrhtres The 
F&c&on Authority has identified a need, as a direct result of the development proposals, to 
pmvrde addrtional classroom facdttms at a local infant school. The developer has undertaken to 
pmvtde fmcral contributrons acceptable to County Council and thus would be secured by means of 
a Legal Agrexmnt. 

a 3.83 Although the patients and providers of health care have suggested shortcomings rn the servmes, the 
strategm body @unary Cam Gmup) has indicatexi that It IS rts responsibdity to ensure that adequate 
services are pmvrded and it is pursuing G-ns mat& Local Plan pohcy dms not mdmate that inputs 
mto the proviston of these services are reqnrred from developers and neither have the KY.3 been 
able to identtfy specttic service areas where shortfalls could be directly attrtbuted to the proposed 
development. It ls clear that the adequacy or otherwise of health services is a strategic issue, whmh 
the PCG ts addressing It is also clear that any shortcoming is not a matter on which these proposals 
could be resisted, 

Amenity Open Space Provision 

3.84 Various areas of land on the site are proposed to be Iaid out as amemty spaces In the centre of the 
northern part of the site is an area of land for which ownershrp is unknown and which IS to form one 
of those areas of open space. Desptte the unknown ownership of the land, the developers have 
indicated their willingness to treat the land m the way spec~tiwl and to have thus action required of 
them by means of a Legal Agreement. It 1s possrble, despite the lack of ownershrp, for the 
developer to undertake to treat the land m a cer+ain way m a Legal Agreement By this method the 
Author@ retains control of the use of the land as, if a substantiated claim of ownership is made the l Authorrty can then use compulsory purchase powers to control the ownership of the land, with a 
covenant m the Legal Agreement that any costs are met by tie developer. 

Conclusion 

3.85 The range of tssues set out above am considered to be those whrch are the main ones relevant to the 
apphcatron Only one aspect of the proposals, as they currently stand, has not been adequately 
addressed or could not be so addressed by mmor additional mformation. Thus is the question of the 
sufficmncy and therefore the conclusions of the wtldlrfe survey. 

3.86 As set out above however, the Authority 1s not now able to make a dewion on the apphoatron due 
to the non-determinatton appeal, rt must however, resolve what 18 decrsnm would have been had it 
been able to determiu=e the applicatton Tbts does not preclude an indication that a grant of 
permlssron would be appmprmte, mdeed such a course of action has been followed on applmations 
that merit It. In this instance, however it is concluded that the madequacy of the Wildlife survey is 

l the sole issue that would have prevented a sound favourable determinatron of the applic+ho,n. , 

21 



l 3 87 Accordingly, tt is considered that this is the only substantive matter whtch should form the basts of 
the Councils statement on appeal 

3 88 Furthermore, them are a number of aspects of the proposals, that are only satisfactorily addressed If 
the applicants are wdling to enter into a legal agreement to undertake certain actions Agam these 
were set out m the report above and are 

1. Provide an adequate financial contribution to assist m tbe implementanon of off site road 
impmvements, 

2. Provtde an adequate financial contribution to ensme the pmvision of a new relocatable 
classnxm unn at the local mfant school; and 

3. Pmvtsion, management and maintenance of undeveloped spaces and to agree to meet costs of 
compulsory purchase or other a&tons required to retain the undeveloped spaces as such 

In the statement of case the authority will need to make it’s vmw known that these matters must be 
adequately dealt with and by the conclusmn of a legal agreement (or unilataal undertaking) 

3 89 In additton to putthq forward its case, the Planmng Inspectorate reammends ‘hat the Authority 
contmues to negotiate wrth applicants after appeals have bean lodged to rnvestigate whether matters, 
which do not go to the principle of pmposals, can be resolved. As well as that, the Authortiy has l 
received the duphcate applicabon referred to above. 

The other matters, whtch have been identified in this report, whtch are not considered to go to the 
heart of these proposals are as follows: 

I Minor amendments to the roads and layout to meet the requirements of the Htghways Officem 
and County Design Offmers; 

2. Amendment to p&ion of garage on plot 30 to achieve appropriate. parkmg provrsron, 
3. Amendment to layout or house types to reduce the number of plots with shortfalls m garden 

provision; and, 
4. Minor aheratton m layout or house type to avoid inter-relationshtp problems 

It is amstdered that negotsations should oontinne wrth the applicants to resolve these outstanding 
ISSUBS. Any that remain umeaolved, at the discretion of the Head of Planning Services, be mcluded 
in the Councils case on appeal as secondary tssues, albed not reasons for reststing the proposals in 
princrple. ‘Ihe prmciple issue remains as the of madequacy of the Wildhfe Survey. 

Recommendation that this Comnnttee resolves 

3.90 The Corporate Dmxtor (Law, Plannmg and Administrahon) recommends that Members confirm 
that the way forward and the Counc~l’s response on the appeal is as set out in the conclusnms above 

\L, 
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Committee Report 


Rochfmd Dismti Cxndl 

To the meetmg of. P-G SERVICES COMMITTEE 

On: 28 OCTOBER 1999 

Report of. CORPORATJXDIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNING & ADMINISTRATION) 

Title : ERECT TWO, 2 STOREY DWEXLJNGS 
LAND AD.TACENT 4 THE WESTERINGS, ECAWKWELL 

Author : Kevm Steptoe 

Applicahon No 99/00301/0uT 

Applicant. MR M BROWNING 

Zoning : RESIDENTIAL 

. Parish. EUWKWELL PARISH COUNCIL 

We Frontage: 26m 

Plannins Au&&on Details 

4.1 This 1s an outhue apphcation with smng and means of access to be dealt with at this stage ‘Ihe 
pmposal 1s that two new units be created to the west of 4, The Westerings, and in what is currently 
the rear garden area of21 Hrgh Mead. The plot widths wdl be 11 Sm and 13 5m appmx and the 
depths from 15m at the shortest to 24.5m at the Icngest. 

and 4 bed At the i+ont 42 Indicative plans have been submitted showmg the prop-e&s to be 2 sto+-ey 
the eayes level is shown to start at the top of the ground floor. 

Relevant Planning Histoq 

43 Two apphcatlons were made in 1988 wtuch are relevant to thus site Each was for a chalet style 
property, one bemg located on the western most of the plots now pmposed and one on the site of 
v&at IS now 4 The Westmings. Both were refused on the basis of visual amenity, over development 
and pnvacy issues. An appeal was lodged m relation to the property 4 The Westermgs This was 
allowed and subsequently the pmperty built The decision on the other apphcatlon was not 
-led agamst 
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44 The County Surveyor raises no objecttons subject to three parkmg spaces bemg provided to each 
plot, I 5m vrsrbthty splays being created at the front and that driveways are consbucbxi m 
permanent materials to be agreed. 

The Water45 Envtronment Agency and Anghn have no obJec!mns 

4.6 The Head of Housing, Health and Community Care reeommeuds the addrtion of standard 
mformattve SI16 to any permissron. 

4.7 The Head of Corporate Policy and Xaitialives states that the base of the Oak tree that was on the 
frontage of the sue had scars and open heart wood. It would have been unlikely to have wanamed 
TPO status 

4.8 IBawkweU Parish Council has no objectrons subject to the agreement of the Highway Authority 
and that adequate parking spaces am available. I 

49 Five letters have been mcetved from local restdents and, in the main, the following msucs are raised: 0
-the proposals would appear as cramped and represent over development, 
-the houses would unreasonably dominate and overlook existing housing 
-development would exacerbate present traffic and parking problems on the Westenngs, 
-the Oak tree on the sue would be jeopardised, 
-the proposals am out of character with the si-ea. 

Material Plannine. Considemtrons 

4.10 In thus case the mam tssues to be considered are the impact that the proposals wrll have in &tion to 
the character of the area, pnvacy and overlooking and the impact on trees on the site. 

Character 

4 11 The ate is located in a restdenttal area and is one where, in princtple, residential development Is 
acceptable. The proposals do meet the mmimum requirements of the authority, laid down m the 

Local Plan, m terms of parkmg spaces frontage widths, stde separation bchveen properties and 
mmrmum garden areas a 

4.12 In relation to the impact on the vtsual char&u of the area, it IS considered that, given the nature 
scale and type of other existing development m the locality, the proposals are acceptable 

However, rt 1s oonsidercd that the inter-relationship between the proposed pldts and other exmting 
properties IS poor and will lead to resultant problems of lack of privacy and over looking to the 
detriment of exrstmg and future restdents. Guidelmes set out in the Essex Destgn Gmde for 
srtuations simtlar to thts require that the closest distance between the proposed and exlshng housing 
should be 15m. In &ii case the eastern most plot IS wnhm 8 5m of 21 HI&I Mead and apptox 12m 
from 11 Htgh Mead. This proximity wrll lead to unacceptable over looking. 

Trees 

There are some existing trees on the frontage of the plot. Only one of these, an Oak, was of 
suffictent stgnificance to warrant consideratron as part of the applicatton. Unfortunately the tree 
was removed after the submrssmn of the applicahon. It was not protected by TPO and no action to 
prevent removal could be taken. Members will note the comments of the Head of Corporate Policy 
and initiatives who caused the tree to be mspeoted during rts removal l 
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Conclusion 

4 15 Although the proposals are located man area where Ksidenhal development is acceptable m 
prmciple, they have ax unacceptable impact m relation to privacy and ovedookmg axd should be 
resisted on that basts. 

Recommendation that this Corm&tee resolves: 

4.16 That the apphcahon be REFUSED 

1 The eastern most of the two dwellings proposed is located such that it is in close proximity to 
other existing properties to the east and north of the sti As a TBsult the construchon of two 
storey dwellmgz in the location shown would have a dcbxmentai and unacceptably harmful 
Impact on the pnvacy and residential amenity of existing nexJbourmg occupiers and overall 
the proposals would result m a cramped form of development yti a poor relabonship to 
existing pmpe&s. The;residents of the new eastern most prqe~@ will suffer a similar 
reduction in acceptable amen@ standards. 

th 
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5. 

Fahfwd Dlsmct Couwll 

To the meetmg of PLANNING SERVICES COMMITTEE 

On: 2STHOCTOBER 1999 

Report of CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNJN G & .4DMIHISTRATION) 

Title VARY CONDITION 3 OF PERMISSION ROC/634/90 TO ALLOW 
THE DEPOSIT OF WASTE COLLECTED BY SOUTHEND ON SEA 
BOROUGH COUNCX. AND ROCHFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BETWEEN 0830-1600 HOURS ON 3m JANUARY 2000. 
BARLING LANDFILL, BARLING MAGNA 

Author : Hannah Baker 

ApplwtionNo. 99/00582/CM 

Apphcant : CORY ENvlRONMFNkL LTD 

Zoning METROPOLITAN GREEN BELT, ROACH VALLEY NATURE 
CONSERVATION ZONE, COASTAL PROTECTION BELT, SPECIAL 
LANDSCAPEAREA 

Parish BARLING MAGNA PARJSH COUNCIL 

Planmna Aool~cation Details 

5.1 l%s IS a County Matter application on which this Authonty is a consultee, the decwon being made 
by Essex County Council as Mmeral Plannmg Authority. It seeks to vary CondItlon 3 of Plannmg 
Permiwon ROCY634/90 for minaal extraction with landfill at Barling Marsh, which states: 

“The operahan aadrms~ required o? associated (m&ding lorry movements) with 
the aklopment hereby permftted shall &y be cawed out between the following 
times, 

0700 -1800 hours bhahy to Friday 
0700 - I230 hows s-s 

mtd at no other ttme or on Stmdqs rmd Public Hol&w, &es oiherwlre agreed in 
writing with the Mineral Plannmg Authority (%@‘A)). ’ 

52 The w&ion proposed by this application is as follows 

To aflow the departi oj waste collected by Smcthen&onSea Borough Council rmd 
Rodtford Dimct Council behwen 0830 - 1600 on Sti January Zoo0 (New Year Bank 
Holidqv Mondq) 
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Relevant Planning History 

53 There IS planmng permissmn on the site for the extra&on of sand and gravel, the use of the 
resultmg excavations for landfill and for construction of the haul mad, Condition 3 cl&l above in 
Planning Applition Details was part of the ongmai 1990 appmval 

54 Since this de&on a numbsx of apphcations have been made proposrng the varmnce of Condition 3 
to enable the landfill site to be open on Saturday at&noons post public holidays This culmmated 
with permission bemg granted by the County Coun4 m December 1998 to vary Condition 3 so that 
the 1andtilI site can be opened between 1230 - 1630 hours on Sahudays ai% a Public Holiday on 
11 specfio dates, 8 Sahndayx in 1999 and 3 Saturdays in Sanuary 2000, solely for waste collected 
by Essex Dlmct GxmcdsBouthend-on-sea Borough Council the latter dates being the first three 
Saturdays m 2000 after 1’ January. In makmg this decismn, the County Councd accepted this 
Council’s wshes to grant pamission for an additional year only to enable the situahon to be 
motntored and received rather than grant a permanent variance of the condition as sought by the 
applicants. 

Consultations and Represerrtations 

5.5 In this case consultahons have been camed out by the County Council. In addWm this authority has 
consulted the Pansh Council and placed a site notice To date TK) responses have been received, but 
any received will be reported to the Committee. 

Material Planmna Considerations 

5.6 The mam considerahon, m relation to this application IS the impact on the amen@ of local residents 
If the site is permitted to operate on the identified day. The company estimates that vehicle 
movements wdl be a maXlmum of 60 leads (120 two way movements) on that day. Vu5 19 far below 
the normal weekday work rate of 180 lo& (360 two-way movements) as well as the Saturday 
maximum total of 90 loads (180 two way movements). The request clearly 1s to allow the effective 
disposal of waste that will be collected over the holiday permd. Given that the haul mad will be 
used (as in normal operations) it is not cons&red that the proposal WI1 resutt in an unacceptable 
impact on amenity 

Recommendation that this Committee resolves: 

5.1 The followmg comments are forwarded to the County Planning Author@ m response to the 
consultation on tb1.5 plamung apphcation. 

58 The District Planning authority has NO OELJECIXONS to raise to the proposal. 
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6. 

RxhbrdDlrmciGmcU 

To the meetmg of PLANNJNG SERVICES COMMITTEE 

Oil: 28’ OCTOBER 1999 

Repott of. CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNIN G & ADMINISTRA~ON) 

Title * RETENTION OF EXISTING FENCE AND GATE (MAXIMOM 
EIEIGHT 2M) CONTRARY TO CONDITION 3 OF ROC/611/%0 
56 LOWER ROAD HULLBRIDGE 

Author. Mark Maxm 

Apphcation No. 99/00471rMJL 

Applicant. MR & MRS DOBSON 

Zoning : METROPOmAN GREEN BELT, RESIDE= 

Parish. EKJLIXUDGE 

6.1 The applicatton would normally fall to officers to determine under delegated autbonty However, 
as the neighbour objection would trigger a Ward Member consultatmn and one of the Ward 
Members 1s herself a neighbour to both apphwnt and obJector, it IS considered appmpriate to brmg 
to CommIttee for dctenmnatiw. nhe proposals also involve giving consent under the terms of a 
Legal Agreement 

62 This applicatmn relates to the retention of an existmg gate and fencmg that has been recently 
erect%! Followmg the receipt of an obJ&on to the fence from a ne!ghbour, the applicant was 
inwted to submt G-us applwxtion. Normally such a fence would not require plannmg penssion. 
However, m thx instance pent&ion is required because of a planning condition 

Relevant Planning Htstory 

6.3 ROU61 l/80 Plannmg permission was granted to extend ti residential curtilage of No. 56 Lower 
Road into land at the raar of the pmperty This was granted subject to a numberof conditions one of 
which prevented the erection of any fence other than a one metre in height chain link fence or post 
and ml along the southem, eastern and western boundaries of the siti without the pnar cOnsent of 
the Councd Another con&ion restncted the erection of any buildmgs or structures on tbe site, 
agam unless consent was forthcoming. A Legal Agreement was also entered mto as outlind below. 
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Consultations and Reuresentations 

6.4 As a result of the site notlce and the neighbour consultation letters, one letter of ObJtion has been 
received from the occupiers an adjoming prop&y. They object most strongly to the erection of the 
fence and gate on green belt land as it 1s a breach of a plannmg condtion They are also concem~ 
that the submItted plans and photographs do not state in wntmg the number of fences and gates that 
have been erected or their location. Further, in their view the applicants should provide 
documentary evidence of the ownership of thus land. ll~he objectors think that the Council should 
ensure that the applic-xnts have not mfrmged onto any land that they do not Iegally own and re~txt 
the applrcatlon and ensure that the fence IS rehmxd to its ongmal height of a metre, so that the 
community can see over the ‘~IWTTI belt land’ and countryside 

6.5 The County Surveyor raises no obJection. 

Material Planning Considerations 

Retention of fence and gates 

The key Issue m this case IS the question of the or&al Condltmn No 3 on Planning Pemxssi&~ 6.6 

ROC/61 l/SO, the reasonmg for which v& ‘to enable the Local Planning Abthorrty to control the 
appearance of the land m the interests afvisual amenity’. 

6.7 The apphcation propuses the retentmn of elements of feixxng amy are&xl. Two shott lengths on 
the boundary fmntmg Cranleigb Gardens axd a substantial length on the western flank boundary of 
the site which abuts Hullbridge Evangehcal Free Church Clearly, the short long& along Cranleigh 
Gardens are open to the widest public view from tius unmade m&d in this small plotland EUW. The 
fencing here, together WT& the substantial hedging on the remainder of this boundary to the site, Is 
not out of character with the general frontages to tie rear of Lower Road m this plotland area. 
Ltkewise, the contiuuous mn of panelled fencmg on the we-stem boundary IS not mconsistent with a 
number of other fence enclosures in the general locality. 

6.8 Pohcy H24 of the Local Plan which seeks to safeguard the amenities of residential areas by resistmg 
proposals which sre likely to significantly damage the ressldentml amenity of the area. However, 
despite the conoems of the objmtors, tba fencing does not harm their amenities to any significant 
extent as only a small proporhon of the e&ded garden abuts their own property and, Indeed, none 
of the fencing included within this applicatmn relates to comma boundanes betwesn the two 
prop&es concerned. 

6.9 Although, the fencmg hes withm the Green Belt, Policy GBl dces not strictly apply as this relates to 
new buddings, changes of use of buildings, or etiensmns to bulldin@ Policy GB9 relates to the 
extension of domestic gardens into the Green Belt Whereas this hm amy been undertaken with 
planning pcrmlssion, this is only accepted in exeeptmnal circum~es where It wdl not cause harm 
to the visual appearance of the Green Belt Most of the fencing erected can onty be seen from the 
gardens of the adjoining prop-es with only the a little bemg seen from a prwate mad, Cmnleigh 
Gardens The garden areas of the pmpeties that back onto this mad are en&s& by a mixture of 
fencing and high hedgmg and trees. Ihe fencing and g&es do not therefore have a significant 
imp& on the appearance of the Green Belt. Only part of the fencmg IS stained a dark green at the 

moment, the apphxnt stopping work on the fence once not&ied that he was in breach of the 
planning condlhon. It IS the applicants intention to continue to stam the rest of the fence this colour 

6.10 Some longer servmg Members may also recall the questton of garden extensions to nearby 
pmpeties m Lower Road, the other side of Kingsway, was an issue circa 1990 and on Appeal in 
1991 permission was allowed for the retention of garden enclosure, without any conditions 
controllmg fencing or access thereto or, mdeed, removal of any other Permitted Development nghts 
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6 II The apphcants, m support of their application, state &at they were unaware of the pIarming l condttion restricting the erection of fences and gates having just purchasexl the property a year ago 
‘Ihe fence was put up for security and safety reasons followmg pmblems with trespassers and the 
dumping of rubbish and debrm. 

6.12 Nohvtthstandmg , the applicants ignorance of the exmtenca of the condttlon, his ]usMicatton in 
terms of the need for tie fence, or the concerns of the objector; the material considerations remain 
the relevant policies of the Local Plan, any relevant national guidance and the rauonale for 
condition 3 m the fust place, i.e. vumal appearance 

6.13 In Cu-cular 5/94 the Government recognises that the planmng system can be an important factor m a 
successful crime preventton strategy and that crime prevention is a material consideration in the 
determiuation of plannmg applicattons. The applicants pnsh to secure his rear garden is therefore 
material to the considcmtion of thts applnxtion, although of course other measures could also be 
pursued, thus this is not cousidemd a determining issue. 

L,eml Aereemeut eontmlll~ access across the land 
/ 

6 14 In additton to condrtions, a lega agreement was entered mto at the ttme of the above applioation. l ‘Ihrs stated that no buildings shall be erected on the land; that the land should be used solely for a 
purpose mcidental to the enjoyment of the dwellmghouse and that no roadway, footpa& or other 
means of vehmular or pedestrian access shall be constructed on or over any part of the land. When 
the applicants bought the house a year ago an access gateway already existexl onto the prtvate road 

I Apparently this enabled the ptavmus owners to store a caravan on the land Clearly, thts mu.9 have 
been a very mtermtttent use, as no hard surface exists connecting tlm gateway to Cranleigh Gardens, 
the land still appearing as a continuation of the grass verges to the unmade mad. The applicants 
also may wish to use the access for a smular purpose and the legal apment provides that tlus 
may be done if cansent 1s given in writmg by the Local Planning Author@. The applmants now 
request that thus consent be granted to regularma the matter they mherrted from the previous owners 
who had been usmg thrs for some considerable Qme. 

6.l5 That permission be granted for the retention of the fencing and gates as applmd for and also consout 
be gtven for the vehmular and pedestrian access onto Cmnleigh Gardens. 

Recommendation that this Commttte-e resolves: 

6.16 That the Corporate Dnector recommends 

(a) that thts application be APPROVED uncondittonally 

(b) that consent be issued under the terms of the legal agreement for the vehmular and pedestrmn 
access onto Cranleigh Gardens 
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“e Committee Report 

Referred Item 
R7 

To the meehng of: PLANNING SERVICES COMMITTEE 

on. 28” OCTOBER 1999 

Report of. CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNIN G & ADhllMSTRATION) 
-ADDED TO ‘IKE SCHEDULE 

Title , RETROSPECTIVE APPLICATION FOR THE RETENTION OF AN 
EXISTING EAUL. ROAD 
WILLOW POND FARM, LOWER ROAD, HOCKLEY 

Author, Peter Wbttehead 

?he Chamnan to decide whether to adnut the following Item on grounds of urgency 

This apphcnhon was Muded in Weekly List DO. 494 requirmg nohficahon of referrals to the 
Corporate Director (Law, Planning and Admmlshatron) by 1 OVpm on Wednesday 2? October 
1999, with any qpl~cahons being referred to this Me=ehng of the Committee. The rtem was 
referred by Councillor D. Flack. 

The Item whmh was referred is appended as rt appeared m the Weekly List togethw w~tb a plan. 
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Application No . 99/00245/FUL Zomng : Metropohtan Green Belt, Coastal 
Protection Belt, Specnsl Landscape Area 

Hullbridge Parish Council 

Lo&ion Wtllow Pond Farm Lower Road Hockley 

Pr0posal Retentton and Alteration of Existmg Unauthorised Haul Road to Serve as 
Path for Equestrian Use 

Hullbridge Pariah Council objects to the proposal on the grounds that the sue is located wtthm 
the Green Belt and m an area of special restraint The Parrsh Council cot&era that If the haul 
road is allowed to become permanent, the land could possrbly become sub-divided and be the 
subject of further plannmg appbcetmns for development 

NOTES, 

Permtssmn was granted for the construction of a new flocd defence embankment to the north of 
Hockley Mobtle Homes Estate and Wdlow Pond Farm, mf ROC/131/97. The borrow ptt used to 
provtde the raquimd bundmg material was srhrated on Willow Pond Farm. A haul road of simple 
hardcore constnrcbon was provtded across Willow Pond Farm to serve vehicles engaged in this 
construction work, although this dtd not form part of the planmng appbcatron or, ultimately, tie 
pennw.mn. Other land distmbed by the constmctra~ work has now been m-landscaped as part of 
an agreed restorabon scheme, m&ding the removal of another temporary haul mad construoted 
to the north of Hockley Mobile Hcmes Estate. However, the owner of Willow Pond Farm is 
keen to keep the haul road running across his lard, to serve hrs equ&rian use of the srte 
(Penn&ton has been grant& to use the s&z for the breedmg, sale and training of horses). 

The can-rent applicatron, submitted by the Environment Agency (which constructed the haul road 
and canned out the sea defence works), proposes the amendment and permanent retention of part 
the haul road, whmh tuna for some 18Om from east to west across Wallow Pond Farm, A brief 
statement submitted by the Applicant advises, as follows -

“It LS proposed that an emtmg tmprmy had rood, wed for the com~mtion of new flood 
defence emhhnf k I@ inpkzce as apermnmtfeotzm Rmsonsfor thi.s ore to act as a 
cleoq hard weming c~ccem to 6.No po&cks fir horses af the breeding md schooling 
stables at W&w Pond Form The fin&d mess bock will be wzde enough fw tw horses 
and the people lea&g to pm, approx 2.4m between fence posts. The access tmck will be 
resrrrfned wtih crushed lonestone, rolled md compacted to give a level md free&vi&g 
srrrface. Access t-ack also to be crowned m m&e and level with ground at the edges to help 
with water shed All dlshubed oreas mound completed track to be &I& reinstated Any 
surplrrr materIds to be disposed of offsite?’ 

Temporary permission for the retention of three mobde homes on the srte was granted in 1996 to 
enable the owner to establish and prove the viability of me equ&rian uses The path proposed in 
thts appltcatton 1s stated to serve the equesii-tsn uses permmed on the rite. The absence of a 
permanent germ&ion for the restdential use of the sate should not, It IS consrdered, have any 
bearing upon the constdemtion of this application, 

36 

l 



The existmg haul mad is composed of hardcore, scme of which IS currently heaped up towards 
the western side of the srte and is somewhat unsrghtly However, the adaptation of tlus to form a 
modest hard surfaced path for the passage of horses is not considered unreasonable in prmctple, 
grven the permitted use of the sate for the breeding, sale and trammg of horses. Indeed, the 
formation of such a path seems a reasonable requirement. Furthermore, the proposal 1s of a 
minor nature and would not affect the openness or character of the surrcundmg envtronment 
The path would be barely visible from Lower Road. It would also be well concealed from the 
public footpath that runs along the banks of a stream some 5Cm to the west of it, due to the 
existence of a substanbal hedge and trees m between. 

The County Surveyor, Environment Agency and Angtian Water each raise no objectmn 

The County Planner’s Archaecbgieal Advisor notes that this area was investigated as part of 
the crtgmal scheme to strengthen the sea defencq and concludes that no further archaeological 
work 1s requned 

The Head of Housing, Health & Community Care has no adverse ccmments m respect of the 
applicatmn, subject to Standard Informative SIl6 (Control of Numanoes) beiig attached tc any l cow.ent granted. 

The Head of L&ore and Client Services (Engineering Section) has no observation to make 

Seventeen (17) letters of representation have been received from neighboorrng residents 
objeetiug to tbe prcposak These all take the form of the same standard letter and object on the 
followmg grounds. - 

1. that such a development is not in keeping wtth the Green Belt and 1s pieJudicial to an area 
meant to be of Special Landscape Interest and v&in a Coastal Ptouztion Zone; 

2 that the site’s owner has no permsnent authormation to restde there and that, m the event of 
hts ulbmate departme, the road could be used for other purposes, bestdes the ccnveymg of 
horses; and, 

3 the extsting nome from budding sue machinery and lames IS already at an unpleasant level 
wtthout further roads being sanctioned to add to the noise, dust and general ineonveruence 
to others. The site is aheady being used as a tippmg area. 

Many of these letters have been ‘customised by the additmn of further comments whmh in the l main relate to bonfires, smoke, dust and noise on the sue causing a musance to netghbonrmg 
occupiers and the access onto Lower Road being dangerous and unsmtable for use by lorries 
‘Ihe comments regarding the use of the stte for tippmg are also reiterated (‘Ihis aspect is under 
mvestigation by Essex County Council). 

APPROVE 

1 SC4 Time Limrts Full - Standard 
2 The development hereby granti planning perrmsston shall be camed out in strict 

accordance with the submttted plans (moludmg the cross-se&on of the path) and 
aeoompauying descripuon of the pmposal and completed w&n 3 months of the date of 
this permission With the exception cfmatertal to be m-used m the constrnction of the 
path hereby approved all mate& ansmg from the unanthormed haul road shall be 
removed from the site. 
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3 l In the first planting season (October to hkch inclusive) following the removal of 
material ansing from the unanthorlsed haul mad as mqured by Condrtlon 2, above, the 
areas formally forming part of the haul mad shall be spread with topsol to a depth 
consistent with corresponding land levels and be seeded WI& an appropriate mur of wild 
grass seed, to the s&faction of tie Local Plarming Authority. 
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DELEGATED PLANNING DECISIONS - 28 Off OBER 1999 

I have decided the followmg applications m accordance with the pohcy of d&g&on 

Apphcatlon No 98/00365/FUL Decision Apphcation Permitted 
Location Ropers Farm Muckmg Hall Road Great Wakering 
Proposal : Erect Storage Bmldmg 
Apphcant : MrJFLawrence 

Application No . 98/00649nwL Decisfon Application Permitted 
bWlti0” Verge Ad=jacent 73 Ashcombe bhford 
Proposal : Erect Free-Standing Pc& Pouch Box (Single) 
Appluxnt ’ Royal Ms.11 

Application No : 98/00676FUL Dedsioci : Application Permitted 
Location Land Between Hillside Road And Nom Road Leigh-On-Sea 
Proposal Varmtlon of Condition 7 of Planning PermIssion Ref F/O692/97/ROC to 

Allow Provision of 1.8m Hugh Close Boarded Fencing m Place of 
Approved Screen Waiting 
Crest Homes @astern) 

Application No : 99/00073lFuL Decisb” ’ Appticat~on Permitted 
‘Location 12-24 Eastwood Road Rayle~gh Essex 
Proposal. Refurbishment of Store. Provision of New Refrigeration Eqmpment. 
Apphcant : Somerfield Stores 

Application No : 99/0=0088/FuL Decision : Refuse Planning Permission 
LocatlO” 15 Claysprmg Closa Hockley Essex 
Proposal : 2 Storey Extenaon Inclodmg Garage 
Applrcant . Mrs Christine Whan 

The p&xxal is consIdered to be contrary to policy HI1 and the design gmdelmes 
contained wdhm Appends; 1 of the Rmhford Dlstnct Local Plan Frst Review 1995. 
The twc stomy side extension is not harmonmus m character, scale or form to the 
extsting dwell& and as such is consided to have a detimental Impact on the 
amenitxs of the adjoming residents and on the impact of the str& scene There IS 
also a clear loss of symmetry between dus pour of semi-detached properhes and it is 
consIdered dear the proposed garage will be very diffuxlt to use 

Applition No !w/oo 17O/FuL Decision. Application Permitted 
Location 26 Sutton Road Rochford Essex 
Proposal : Formatmn of Vehicular Access 
Applxant Mr S G Adams 



Apphcation No 99/00299/FuL Decision , Application Permitted 
L&cation 5 Pearsons Avenue RayleIgh Essex 
Proposal : Erechon of Smgle Stoiey Extensions to the Sfde and Rear, Together w& 

the Convemon of the Loftspace 
Appbcant : Mr&?&mdcn 

Applicatum No : 99/00369/FUL Deusion 1 Applkation Pet-nutted 
LocstlOll 39-41 H@ Street Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal : Erect Single Storey Part Glazed PItched Roof& Side Extenston to Bar 

Area 
Apphcant . Bass Lmure Relml 

Applic&& No ’ wM137oOBC De&on : Appltcntion Permitted 
htlon 39-41 Htgh SW Ray&h Essex 
Pi-OpoSd Erad Smgle Storey part Glazed Pit&& Roofed Side Extension to Bar 

Am 
Apphcarrt Bass Leisure Retad 

Applic&.m No, 99loo399iFuL Dec1dal: Application Permitted 
L.mat10” 36 West Street Rochford Essex 
Proposal. InstaIlation of Roof Mounted Flw 
Appbcsnt : ROzer 

Apphcatia~ No 99/00409mJL De&on : Application Permitted 
Location 48 Cagefield Road Stambridge Roohford 
Proposal ’ Erechon of a Rear Consewatory 
Apphcarit . Mr Dalton 

Application No 99/00411/FuL Decision : Application Permitted 
LJxatl0”. 1D Eastern Road Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal Erect Flat Roofed Extension to Exting Garage 
Apphcant . Mr & Mrs G McDonald 

Application No 99/00414@uL Dezlslon : Application Permitted 
Location 15 Stunbridge Road Rochford Essex 
Proposal . Rear Krtchen Extension and Carport at &de 
Apphcant . Mrs V Presswell 

Application No 99/ow21/FXJL Decraion : Application Permitted 
Locatlal Brooklands Apton Hall Road Canewdon 
PlQpo%l E&ion of Single Stmq Side Extension (Amendment to Proposal 

Approved Under Ref F/O29W98/ROC) 
Apphcant Ms P Henshaw l 
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Apphcahon No 99/#422/FUL Decision : Application Permitted 
bzation . 5 Spring Gardens Rayle~gh Essex 
Proposal : Erect Smgle Storey Rear Extension with Flat Roof 
Appltcant . Mr P C Griftiths 

Appllcatlon No 99/00423RL Decision . Application PermItted 
LocatIon 22.A Central Avenue Rochford Essex 
hOpod Erechon of Conservatory Without Complymg With Condlhon 2 Imposed 

Upon Permission 98/00722/FUL to Allow the Windows Hatched Black 
to be Frtted With Clear Glass 

Applicant . Jan C Maynard 
, , 

App{jc&on No 99/@3432iFiJL Dewion < Application Permitted 
Location : 5 Clarks Codages Raw& Lane Rmreth 
Proposal: E&on of Frrst Floor Rear Extension and Single Storey Side Extension 
Applicant. M Nufley 

Application No 99/00437/FuL Denston Au~kation Permitted 
Location 89Plumbemw Avenue Hoc&y F&ex ; - - 
Prop& . Smgle Storey Fktensionsto the Front Side and Rear 
Apphcant : MrDJPryor&SPOlney 

Application No 99/00438/FUL Decision Application Permitted 
Locatron 39Mortrmer Road Ray&h Essex 
FYoposal : Erection of a Rear Conservatory and Pitch Roof to Exstmg Two Stomy 

Rear Extension 
Apphcant C F&geraJd 

Application No 99loo44muL Decfslon Apphcation Permitted 
Lozatmn I IA Lascelles Gardens Rochford E&x 
Proposal : Use Garage for Living Accommcdstmn Contrary to Condition 4 of 

Pernussion ROCl51 l/78 
Mr & MrsD HaJpin 

Appbation No 99/00443/FUL Decision Application Permitted 
Lmahon 1 263 High Street Great W&wing Southend-On-Sea 
Proposal. Fn-st Floor Rear Extension with Flat Roof and Creation of Room in 

Roofspace Involvmg Flat Roof Dormer Extension to Rear Roof Slope 
Applicant Mr A John 
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Applmatron No : 
LOCShOll 

Proposal : 
Apphcant 

Application No : 
Lmation 
Proposal * 

Applicant: 

Application Na : 
Location. 
Proposal ’ 

Apphwnt : 

Applicatmn No : 
Lmation : 
Proposal : 

Applmant : 

Applicatmn No j 
L.Gcaion. . 
Proposal: 

Apphcant : 

Apphcaticn Nd : 
Location 
Proposal : 
Applmant ’ 

Applmation No : 
LAcation : 
Proposal : 

Applrcant . 

Applmation No : 
LOWhOll 

Prows-al 
Applmant : 

1179, 

99/00444lFUL Decrsron : Applfcatbn PermItted 
Homelea Canewdon Road Rochfond 
Demolmon and Rehmlding of Existing Kitchen Extension 
Mr D S Newcombe 

99/00447/FwL Decision : Application Permitted 
34 Stambridge Road Rochford Essex 
Ground Floor Rear Utihty Room Exiension and First Floor Rear 
Bedroom Extension 
Mr&MrsHanna 

‘%‘00448/COU Decision : Application Permitted 
21 Mam Road Hockley Essex 
Change of Use of Dental Surgery to Residential Accommodation (1st & 
2nd Floor) and Retail Unit (Ground Floor) Install New Shop Front 
Mane Curie Cancer Care 

99#0449lFUL De&ion : Applfcatmn Permitted 
39 Barhng Road Southe.nd-On-Sea Essex 
Use Flat Roof Over Lounge at Rear as B@cony Not in Accordance wtth 
Condrtion 4 Attached to Penn&on F/O162/98/ROC 
Mr G Stevens 

99/0045 vcou De&on Application Permitted 
55A HI& Street Great Wakermg Southend-On-Sea 
Temporary Change of Use of Resrdential Flat to Doctors Surgery (to be 
Used in Assocratron with AdJacent Hall). 
DrsJFFreel&MASaad 

99/00454FUL Decision Application Permitted 
10 Cedar Walk &w&m Rochfbrd 
Proposed Shower Room and Conservatory a! Rear 
Rmhard Antony Prror 

99/00455/EuL De&on 3 Application Penmtted 
5 Eastcheap Rayletgh Essex 
Alteratton to Previous Approval for Garage at Srde (F/0098/98/ROC) to 
Increase He& to Eaves From 2 1 Sm to 2 68m 
DBmtt 

99lOO456lFUL Decrston : Applicabon Permitted 
The Cottage Bullwood Approach Hockley 
Single Storey Extension to Srde and Rear to Incorporate Conservatory 
Mr & Mrs D Steel 
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Application No I 
bCahon 
Proposal ! 
Applmant 

Application No : 
bXtilM 
Proposal : 
Applunt : 

Application No : 
LoctiOll :Propxd

Appkant’ I 

Appibtion No : 
Loc.¶tion. 
Proposal : I 
Apphcant 

Apphcatlon No : 
tirion: f 
Proposal : 
Apphcant ’ 

Application No’. 
Location. 

Applrcatmn No, 
L&mtllon , 
Propusa’:’ 
Applrcant , 

Apphcatrcm No . 
Lmatlon : 
Proposal: 

Applicant . 

99/00457lFuL Decision Application Permitted 
3 Butts Paddock Canewdon Rochford 
Dmmg Room Extension at &de 
G Holmes 

99/0046c@uL Decision Application Permitted 
35 Langdon Road Rayleigh Essex 
Prowsiofi of Dormer Windows to Fnmt 
Mr&MrsReed 

99/00461/FUL , De&on : Appllcatbn Permitted 
7 Lancaster Road RayleM Essex 
Smgle Storey Rear Extension. ‘-
Mi L% Mrs white 

99MM63iFUL Decisim 1 Application Permitted 
St Nicholas Church New Road GreatWakermg 
ImtalI Two Flocdhgb on 3m Pole. 
Mrs Janice Drawer 

99/oc464lFuL Dmclsion : Application Permitted 
62 High Road Rayleigh Essex 
Two Storey Extensmn to Both Side-3 and Rear of Existmg Dwellmg 
Mr M Bertola 

99/00465/FrJL Decision : Application Permitted 
8 Mount Clcse RayleIgh Essex 
Frst Floor Rear F%ension 
E E Davis 

99/00466@UL Decision , Application Permitted 
I Orchard Avenue Fbqjelgh J?sse_x 
Smgle Stmey Rear Extcnslon E 
Mr & Mrs E Allen 

99M0470/COU Declslon : Application Permitted 
74 High Street Great Wakermg Southend-Or-Sea 
Change of Usaof Exlshng Shop with Assoc~ati Residential Unit to Two 
Residetim Umts 
M Matthews 
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Apphcation No. 99/00472fFuL Decision : Application Pernutted 
Location : 81 Rectory Road Rochford Essex 
Pmposal Two Storey Extension at Rear 
Apphcant R Killick 

Applicabon No. 99foo473lFa DeClSlOtl ’ Apphx*on Permitted 
Location : 17 Holly Tree Gardens Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal Two Storey Side Exlennon Incorporating Garage and New Front Dormer 

and Single Storey Rear Extension 
Apphcant ’ Mr&Mrs J Pme 

‘I 
Application No : 99mo474/ouT De&on . Application Permitted 
Location : 1 Oak Road Rochford Essex 
Proposal : Demohsh One of Existmg Pair of Semi Detached Properbes and Replace 

with New Detached Dwelling. 
Apphcant: M Frtzgerald 

I 

Application No : 99/oc475iFuL Dwlslon : Refuse Planrung Permission 
-Ion : 8 Q&een Arms Gmve Hullbridge HDckley 
Propo?al . Single Storey Rear Extension 
Applicant, N Field Esq 

% Rwhford Distrmt Looal Plan First Review shows the site to be whim the 
Metropolitan Green Belt and the proposal m considered to be contrary to Policy GBl 
of the Lcmzal Plan and to Polmy S9 of the Essex Structure Plan Wltbm the Green Belt, 
as defined m these policies, planning pemussion wdl not be given, except m very 
speo1.4 circumstancas, for the constmct~on of new buil&hgs or for the change of use 
or extenston of existmg buildmgs (other than reasonable extensions to existmg 
bmldmgs, as defined m Policms GBZ. and GB7 ofthe Local Plan) Any development 
whmh is permitted shall be of a scale, design and sltmg, such that the appearance of 
the countryside IS not lmpaued 

Pohc~es GB7 and GB8 of the Local Plan provide that the total size of a Green Belt 
dwellmg as exten$ed, or rep@& by a new dweli$ul&v(lll not normally be allowed to 
exceed the habItable floorspaca of the orIginal dwellmg by more than 35 square 
metres In this case, the floorspace of the replacement dwellmg mcorporates the full 
35 square metres allowed for m these policies Accordmgly, the proposal is 
considered excessive, rather than r-nable, resultmg m a substantial change m the 
apace of the property, contrary to these policies 

Applution No * 99mo47wuL Decision . Apphcation Permitted 
Location . 26 Prrncess Gardens R&ford Essex 
Proposal : Front Dormer Extension 
Apphcant C Nichols 
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Applicatmn No 99/00477lFUL Decision : Application Permitted 
bcahon 5 Rosslyn Close Hockley Essex 
Proposal : Conversion of Attached Garage into Bedroom, Extension to Rear, 

Pitched Roof Over Garage and Extension to Rear Dormer 
Applicant : Mr&MrsGFord 

Appticatim No : 99/00483/FUL DeclSiOll Apphcation Permitted 
LDcatlon 82 Folly Laqe Hockley Essex 
Proposal : Pruvuion ofNew PItched Roof Dormers to Front and Rear and Provlsim 

of Pitched Roof Over Existing Flat Roof &de Dormers 
Applmh : M wragg 

dpplication No : 59/00484/FUL Daz&n : Application Permitted 
Locations. 25 Seaview Dnve Great Wakermg Southend-On-Sea 
Proposal : Single Storey Ra Extension 
Applicalrt : Mr J Thorne 

Applicatioll No. 99lVQ485fFUL DtWSlMl Application Permitted 
Location. 34 Downhall Road Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal ’ Rear Conservatory 
Applmtt Mr&MrsAmbrose 

ApplmtiodNo : 99/00488iFuL Dec1sf0n Application Permitted 
I-Lxatlon I 21 Mac~rrtyres Wak Rochford Essex 
Proposal : Ground Floor Extension at Side 
Appkmt , Mr P Pick&l 

Applmtion No 99/0@491/mL De&on Application PermItted 
LoCatiOn 8 Oakley Avenue Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal : Renewal of Consent for the Erection of Two Storey Extension at the Side 
Appkant J Davis & Sons 

Apphcation No : 99/00493/EuL Demsion I AppIication Permitted 
Location 3 Belvedere Avenue Hmkley Essex 
Proposal I Smgle Storey Rear Extension 
Applunt hfr&M~rsRLamer 

Apphcation No . 99/00496/FUL Decision : Application Permitted 
LDCatlOll 73 Keswick Avenue Hullbndge Hcckley 
Proposal. Front and Rear Dormer Extensions 
Apphcant , M Blackman 
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Apphmhon No 99lOC49llADV Decision Application Perm&xl 
Lombon 97 High Skeet Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal : Alter Fxisbng Signage to Display New Name 
Apphcmt : Travel Choice Retail Ltd 

Application No . 99/00506/FUL Dewion Application Permitted 
bCah0n 49 Plmnherow Avenue Hockley Essex 
PIoposal . PItched Roof Over Exlstmg Flat Roofed Area to Front 
Apphcant : J W&s-Taylor 

Appbtion No : 99/00508/0uT Decision : Application Perm&sd 
Location: : 286Ikshvd Road RayleIgh Essex 
Proposal: Demolish Existing Bungalow and m 5 Bed Two Stnrey Detach4 lHo4lS2 
Apphcant : G A Angerstem 

Apphc&onNo : 99M0510/FuL hision Applicatmn Permitted 
Location The Great W&&g Health Centre High Street Great Wakermg 
Proposal : Demolish of Existmg He&h Centre and Ere&on of a New Health Centre 

(Revised Scheme) 
Apphcarrt: DrsJFFreelgiMASaad 

I 

Appllr&on No. 59/00516/FUL Decision . Application Permitted 
Location. I8 Kilnwood Avenue Ho&by Essex 
Proposal: Rear Conservatory 
Apphcant Mr&MrsTJNewson 

ApphFation No : 99/00517m De&on : Application Permitted 
Location Ad] 11 Goldswortfiy Drive Great Wakermg l 
Proposal : Detached Dwallmg with Attached Garage (Renewal of PermIssion 

F/O450/94JROC) 
Applicant Alan Reason LTD 

Apphcation No I ‘X2/005 18B’LJL Decision Application Permitted 
Lucahon 1 Murels Lane Hockley Essex 
Propsal ’ Horse Exercise Area (Menage) 
Apphcant James Ronald Wilson 

Appl@ion No . 59/0052D/FUL Decision Application PermWed 
LocatIon 35 Eastohq RayleIgh Essex 
Proposal : Front and Rear Dormer Extensions 
Applicant Mr&Mrs Dupuy 

\ 1 
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Appllcatlon No 99/0052VFUL. Dwslon . Application Permitted 
L.OCFitiOll 30 Kings Road Rayiergh Essex 
Proposal : Kitchen and Dining Room Extension at Side 
Apphcati . Mr Jackson 

Apphcation No 99/005241FIJL Decision Application Permitted 
Location 16 North Street Great Wakering Southend-On-Sea 
Pmposal : Erect Two Storey Side Extension Incwporatmg Dormer Window to 

Front and Rear at First Floor and Garage at Ground Floor. 
Appllcarrt Mr & Mrs Penny 

Applitidon No : 99/00531/FIJL Misbn : Application Permitted 
Location. Edgewmbe Lodge Ban-ow Hall Road Great Wakering 
Prdpwal’: Attached Gain& at Side 
Applwant Mr G Clark 

Applrcation No : 59/00545iFuL hisiori : Appltcatmn Permitted 
Location 4 Rochford Hall Close Rochford Essex 
Propsal ‘: Single Storey Rear Extensmn 
Applicant, Mr&MrsMRCliff 

Application No , 99/00547/FUL Deoision : Appllcatlon Permitted 
Location. 26 Trmity Close Rayleigh Essex 
Pmpcwl . Part Smgle Storey, Part Two Storey Fmnt Extension 
Applwtt Mr D Green 



DELEGATED 


Plan Number 

BR 991438 

BR 9911% 

BR 99t219 

BR S-9/411 

BR 991324 

BR 991408 

BR 99/05X 

BR 991439 

BR 99t2.25 

BR 99/371 

BR 991442 

BR WI302 

BR 9914.59 

BR W463 

BUILDING REGULATIONS DECISIONS 

APPROVALS 

28mOctober 1999 

Descnohon 

5 Rosslyo Close Convert Exxtmg Garage & Exteosion 
Hockley To Shower Room 

12 Woodlands Avenue Two Storey SKI.? Extensm 
Rajhgh 

Land Adjacent Mansfield New House 
NlllXllS 
NoreRoad 
Leigh on s@a 

Garage 

2 West Avenue New Howe (plot 1) 
Hullbndge 

235 Ashiogdon Road First Floor Extension 
RochfolTf 

26 Princes Gardens New Front Dormers 
Rochford 

23 Tudbr Way Fii Floor Extension 
Hockley 

Greenacres park Gardens New House & Garage 
Hockley 

82 Folly Lane Pqmed Front & Rear Dormer 
Uockley Extedon & Pitched Rwf To End 

Sunnybank Extend Extstmg Room In Roof Spaoe 
Ellesmere Road 
Roc4lfoi-d 

Elemor Two Iik&oom Detached Bonglow 
Central Averme 
Hullbridge 

28 High Street Reforbtshmant to Form Funeral 
Great Wakeiing Parlour 



BR 99/214 Land Juncdon Ray&h Avenue/ Four How 
DlmAiRosd 
Rf+igil 

BR 99/288 38 The Walk Two Storey Side Extension & Single 
Hullbndge stmy 

BR 99/=4&4 256, Daws Heath Rnad Replawnwt Buyalow 
RaylW 



DELEGATED 


Plan Number 

BR WI426 

BR 99/413 

BR 99/411 

BR 991414 

BR 991424 

BR 991415 

BR 991427 

BR 991428 

BR 991431 

BR 99143 0 

BR 991443 

BUILDING REGULATIONS DECISIONS 

REJECTIONS 

28* October 1999 

Dewriatian 

Ashmgdon School Smgle Storey Extensvx, to form Spaal 
Fambndge Rad Needs Classroom 
R&ford 

12 Itlnwcod Avenue 
Hockley 

225 Baatwood r&Id Proposed Rooms III Roof, Internal 
R&igh Altemtmns and Sde Extension to Sxlc 

32 Leicester Avenue Flcmm in Roof 
Rccbford 

Lmden Lodge 
Church Walk 
Rx&ford 

3OMamRoad 
HO&y 

Detached House and Garage 

7, Lancaster Road Single Storey Rear Extension 
bykkgh 

Two stmy Rear Ext6nsion 

Two Storer Rerrr Extension 

40, Wtndermere Avenue Two &my Rear Extension, Garage 
Hullb&lge and Porch 
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