
1

DARTFORD BOROUGH COUNCIL

CABINET ADVISORY PANEL B

MINUTES of the meeting of the Cabinet Advisory Panel B held on Monday 22 
January 2018 at 7.00 pm.

PRESENT: Councillor M J Davis (Chairman)
Councillor R S L Perfitt (Vice-Chairman)
Councillor I D Armitt JP
Councillor R M Currans
Councillor D A Hammock
Councillor J A Hayes
Councillor J Jones
Councillor P Kelly
Councillor E J Lampkin
Councillor M A Maddison
Councillor D J Mote
Councillor D Page
Councillor A S Sandhu, MBE
Councillor Mrs R F Storey
Councillor R J Wells

ABSENT: Councillor A Bardoe
Councillor J Burrell
Councillor S R Jarnell
Councillor C S McLean

ALSO PRESENT: Councillor D E Hunnisett

1. CHAIRMAN'S INTRODUCTION 

The Chairman welcomed Members and Officers to the meeting.

2. APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE 

Apologies for absence were received from Councillors J Burrell and C S 
McLean.

3. URGENT ITEMS 

There were no urgent items.

4. ITEMS RESERVED FOR DEBATE 

The Chairman advised Members that the following agenda item had been 
drawn down for debate:

11. Parking Consultation: Longfield Ward 
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Accordingly, Members endorsed the Officer recommendations in respect of 
the following items:

9. Review of Discretionary Local Business Rates Relief Scheme 

10. National Non-Domestic Discretionary Rate Relief 2018/19 

12. Calendar of Meetings of the General Assembly of the Council, Cabinet, 
Committees and Boards

5. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST ON ITEMS RESERVED FOR DEBATE 
ONLY 

There were no declarations of interest.

6. REFERENCES FROM COMMITTEES 

There were no references from Committees.

7. CONSULTATION BY MAYOR OF LONDON: DRAFT LONDON PLAN 

This report was produced in response to a consultation on a new London Plan 
by the Mayor of London. This new London Plan had been drafted to introduce 
new strategic planning policies, including targets for increased house building, 
and policies related to the relationship between development and 
infrastructure within Greater London and the surrounding ‘wider south east’ 
regions.

 The Planning Policy Manager drew Members’ attention to the 
background behind the consultation and the fact that it will be used by 
individual London Boroughs to guide the production of their own Local 
Plans. He then noted how its content had implications for Dartford and 
referred to an annual summit, which was due to be held on the 26 
January, where local authorities from the South East and Eastern 
regions of England would be able to raise concerns or formal queries.

 The Planning Policy Manager then referred to the proposed response 
and noted how the need for more clarity on the cross boundary issues 
associated with policies SD2 and SD3 had been requested. He also 
noted the response to the Green Belt related policy (G2) and the fact 
that, as London Boroughs were being given no flexibility to de-
designate Green Belt areas, and were being encouraged to support 
their extension, there may be implications for Green Belt areas outside 
of London if London is unable to meet its housing need. He then noted 
the objection that had been made to Policy H2 and the impact that the 
forced delivery of small development sites in Bexley could have on 
Dartford. He also noted the support that had been expressed for the 
extension of Crossrail but said that help would be required from the 
London Mayor to enable an extension to be delivered.
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 In response to a question the Planning Policy Manager confirmed that 
the consultation was open for anybody to respond.

 Members expressed full support for the objection to Policy H2 due to 
the pressures being places on local schools by developments in 
Bexley. Reference was then made to the response to the Green Belt 
related Policy and the fact that Dartford was already committed to 
protecting its areas of Green Belt. The Planning Policy Manager 
replied that, although the London Mayor’s policy to protect London 
Green Belt land was laudable, as their projected level of housing 
delivery up to 2029 was 1000 less than that needed, and land for 
employment and industrial use was being retained, there may be an 
indirect effect on surrounding authorities, who, as well as trying to meet 
their own housing need, may be required to make allowances for 
London’s need as well. He said that the policies developed in each 
area needed to work together and anticipated that the Planning 
Inspectorate would consider this as the London Plan is progressed. It 
was suggested that the response be enhanced to say that the ability 
for an authority to deliver housing beyond its own identified need 
should be subject to the limitations and conditions defined in its own 
Local Plan.

 Reference was then made to the London Mayor’s ability to comment 
on Local Plans that are developed by neighbouring local authorities 
and the Planning Policy Manager said that there was an increased 
requirement to work with the London Mayor.

 In response to questions on the Annual Summit that was about to be 
held the Planning Policy Manager confirmed that it would bring 
together the 70 to 80 local councils who may be impacted by the Plan 
and allow for the sharing of information and concerns. He also said 
that delegated authority was being sought to allow any additional 
issues raised at the meeting to be included in the proposed response.

 A Member then referred to small developments that were already 
taking place in Bexley and asked whether officers had been speaking 
to their counterparts in Bexley to gauge the impact that such 
developments might have on Dartford. The Planning Policy Manager 
replied that the main meetings currently being held with Bexley officers 
were related to the Crossrail project but confirmed that Dartford was 
aware of their growth strategy as it was in the public domain. Members 
noted that Dartford had no power to stop Bexley from approving 
developments within their own boundaries but it was suggested that 
officers might like to monitor Bexley’s planning portal in order that the 
potential impacts of small developments close to their border with 
Dartford may be assessed.

 The Advisory Panel endorsed the report’s recommendations.
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8. DRAFT BETTER CARE FUND DISCRETIONARY ASSISTANCE POLICY 

The Better Care Fund allows discretionary financial assistance to be provided 
by a local authority to enable residents to leave hospital and return to a 
suitable home environment; thus reducing bed blocking. Dartford Borough 
Council receives Better Care Funding from the Government to enable it to 
assist vulnerable client groups. This report provided examples of real life 
scenarios, and proposed a draft Better Care Fund Discretionary Assistance 
Policy that will assist this client group, by allowing the Council to fully utilise its 
Better Care Funding. The Policy was also aimed at preventing 
admissions/readmissions to hospital by providing funding to eligible 
households for, for example, essential repairs or heating installation, which, if 
not carried out, may have a detrimental impact on their health and wellbeing.

 The Head of Housing noted how an associated report on Better Care 
Funding had been considered by Cabinet in July 2017 and that any 
investments made as a result of this funding would lead to future 
savings. He said that they were looking to work with health care 
stakeholders to establish community contacts which would enable the 
available funding to be spent. He then said that this report specifically 
proposed a Discretionary Assistance Policy and asked that, as it had 
been found that the current £5,000 grant limit was not sufficient for 
much of the specialised work that might be required, the maximum 
grant level be increased to £7,500. He said that, as the existing 
spending rules had been deemed to be too prescriptive, this more 
flexible policy would enable more cases to be addressed and, following 
the spending of relatively small amounts, allow Dartford based 
residents to be released from, or kept out of, hospital.

 Members welcomed the new Policy and asked how eligible cases are 
made known to the Council. The Head of Housing replied that 40% of 
referrals come from Darent Valley Hospital and said that they had also 
been working with pharmacy groups and GPs to make them aware of 
the funding available to support those requiring financial assistance to 
enable them to remain living in their own home. Members suggested 
that health care facilities outside of Dartford, which may be used by 
Dartford residents, such as the Minor Injuries Unit in Gravesham, also 
be made aware of the scheme.

 In response to a question related to improvements that are deemed to 
be a landlord’s responsibility the Head of Housing replied that the 
Council could not force a private landlord to carry out this work and 
that it had to be careful in case increased pressure might put the 
tenancy at risk. In the case of the Council acting as landlord he said 
that the Disabled Adaptations budget could be used to address work 
that was outside the scope of the Better Care Fund.

 Members questioned the £7,500 maximum level that had been 
requested and asked whether authorisation could be delegated to the 
Strategic Director (External Services) to approve higher spending in 
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exceptional circumstances. The Head of Housing replied that they had 
looked at the average case cost and had agreed on a figure higher 
than this. He said that he was confident that this level would enable the 
vast majority of cases to be addressed and noted that delegated 
authority to amend the Policy if required had been included in the 
recommendations.

 Reference was made to means testing and the Head of Housing 
confirmed that legislation meant that it only applied to those receiving 
Disabled Facilities Grants of over £5,000 and that the Council used 
Ferret software when means testing applicants.

 Members noted the underspend that had been recorded to date and 
asked that additional efforts be made to make people aware of this 
funding. The Head of Housing replied that the Council was working 
with Darent Valley Hospital, pharmacies and GPs to promote the 
scheme and said that stakeholder groups would be used to get over 
any barriers that are found. Members also suggested that they be 
supplied with a briefing document to enable them to provide advice to 
their constituents and publicise the scheme on social media. With 
respect to referrals from Councillors the Head of Housing said that 
there would be a phone number that could be called in order that the 
necessary details may be provided.

 In response to further questions the Head of Housing explained that 
the paragraph which stated that the Council may freeze the assistance 
when necessary was a standard clause that was included as part of all 
discretionary funding schemes because mandatory funding 
requirements would always take preference if budgetary issues arose. 
He also advised that he had not been in contact with the Local 
Government Association support officer for Better Care Funding but 
noted how Dartford was leading the way and would be one of the first 
to implement a Discretionary Assistance Policy.

 Reference was then made to the contract that is established between 
the applicant and the contractor and the Council’s role when the 
applicant may be someone who is classed as vulnerable. The Head of 
Housing replied that for privately owned properties a vulnerable 
applicant may appoint an agent to act on their behalf as it is not 
possible for the Council to take out a contract on a property that they 
do not own. He did however note that the Council was involved in the 
sign-off process and would only release the payment to the contractor 
once it was satisfied with the quality of the work that had been carried 
out. He also noted that the Council could provide a list of suitable 
contractors to applicants, depending on the type of work required, but 
would not make a particular recommendation.

 The Advisory Panel endorsed the report’s recommendations.
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9. REVIEW OF DISCRETIONARY LOCAL BUSINESS RATES RELIEF 
SCHEME 

Members endorsed the recommendations in the report.

10. NATIONAL NON-DOMESTIC DISCRETIONARY RATE RELIEF 2018/19 

Members endorsed the recommendations in the report.

11. PARKING CONSULTATION: LONGFIELD WARD 

Some of the residents of Kent Road and Essex Road, Longfield had reported 
numerous parking related issues. The Council therefore undertook a number 
of consultations on proposals for managing the reported issues culminating in 
a statutory consultation. This report summarised the results of the statutory 
consultation and asked that a number of associated traffic regulation orders 
be approved for implementation.

 The Principal Transport Planner explained the process that had been 
followed during consideration of the requests for parking controls that 
Councillors had received from residents. He said that an informal 
workshop had been held to discuss various options before the 
statutory consultation exercise had been carried out. He then outlined 
the parking controls that were being proposed and noted how, 
although the implementation of parking controls in each road usually 
required majority support of all households in that road, some 
discretion had been used when interpreting the consultation results 
received as many households in the area being consulted already had 
access to off-road parking. He also added that the proposed controls 
were aiming to address those who park and then commute to London 
and, in response to comments received through the consultation, were 
therefore only being applied from Monday to Friday.

 One Member referred to the process that needs to be followed when 
establishing parking controls and said that a clear pathway and 
guidance was needed. He noted how, following the submission of a 
petition to the Joint Transportation Board, a previous scheme had only 
been progressed when residents had made a direct approach to the 
Leader and questioned whether there might have been a conflict of 
interest in this case when deciding whether to progress this scheme as 
these parking controls were located within the Leader’s ward. The 
Principal Transport Planner confirmed that there was a documented 
process and said that it had been included as part of the Parking 
Services Annual Report when it had last been presented to Members. 
He also noted how a previous decision to cease the introduction of 
new parking controls had been suspended due to resident demand 
and that each parking management request is considered on a case by 
case basis to see if the concerns being raised are justified, and added 
that an informal online consultation is carried out and assessed before 
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deciding whether to carry out an associated statutory consultation 
exercise.

 In response to a question on the budget required to introduce new 
parking management schemes the Principal Transport Planner 
confirmed that it was included within the overall highways budget. The 
Strategic Director (External Services) added that resourcing limitations 
meant that the number of schemes that could be introduced each year 
had for some time been limited to two and that any requests received 
are added to a list for future consideration. She also noted how 
resourcing priority was now being given to the Town Centre 
regeneration project which would further limit the Council’s ability to 
introduce new parking management schemes in other parts of the 
Borough.

 Reference was made to the implementation threshold and the 
discretion that had been applied to the responses that had been 
received from one of the roads being considered, and the concern that 
this could be used as a precedent when future schemes are being 
considered. The Strategic Director (External Services) confirmed this 
scheme did not set a precedent noting that there had been other 
schemes that had been approved despite the usual threshold of 
support not being met because a significant number of residents in the 
proposed scheme area had off-street parking and had hence not felt 
the need to respond to the consultation, such as in Greenhithe. She 
said that the decision to apply discretion in this case, as in the others, 
had not been taken lightly and said that officers had looked at the 
overall balance before finalising their proposals. Members suggested 
that the proportion of residents in a road with off-street parking be 
included in future reports to help justify the proposals that were being 
made.

 The Advisory Panel endorsed the report’s recommendations.

12. CALENDAR OF MEETINGS OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF THE 
COUNCIL, CABINET, COMMITTEES AND BOARDS 

Members endorsed the recommendations in the report.

The meeting closed at 8.05 pm

Councillor M J Davis
CHAIRMAN


