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DARTFORD BOROUGH COUNCIL

CABINET ADVISORY PANEL B

MINUTES of the meeting of the Cabinet Advisory Panel B held on Monday 3 
December 2018 at 7.00 pm.

PRESENT: Councillor M J Davis (Chairman)
Councillor R S L Perfitt (Vice-Chairman)
Councillor I D Armitt JP
Councillor S R Jarnell
Councillor J Jones
Councillor P Kelly
Councillor E J Lampkin
Councillor M A Maddison
Councillor M I Peters
Councillor Mrs R F Storey
Councillor R J Wells

ABSENT: Councillor A Bardoe
Councillor J Burrell
Councillor R M Currans
Councillor D A Hammock
Councillor J A Hayes
Councillor C S McLean
Councillor D J Mote
Councillor D Page
Councillor A S Sandhu, MBE

ALSO PRESENT: Councillor J M Ozog

1. APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE 

Apologies for absence were submitted on behalf of Councillors Burrell, 
Currans, Hammock, Hayes, Mote, Page and Sandhu.

Councillor Marilyn Peters attended as a substitute for Councillor Mote.

2. URGENT ITEMS 

There were no urgent items.

3. ITEMS RESERVED FOR DEBATE 

The Chairman advised that no items had been drawn down for debate from 
parts B and C of the agenda but that a Member had requested some 
clarification on points relating to the Orchard Theatre Refurbishment and to 
the underspend as a result of staff vacancies contained in the Revenue 
Budget Monitoring Report and any correlation with increased levels of long 
term staff illness. The Chairman agreed that these matters could be raised 
after the substantive items of business had been discussed and that officers 
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would attempt to provide the information requested and note the issues raised 
for consideration by the Cabinet. 

Members endorsed the Officer recommendations in respect of the following 
items:

14 New Build Council Housing Project - Update

15 Joydens Wood Community Centre – Lease Surrender, Grant of a New 
Lease and Grant Funding 

16 Dartford Town Centre Transport and Public Realm Improvements

17 Local Plan Review - Progress

18 Orchard Theatre Auditorium Refurbishment

19 Financial Contributions to Parish and Town Councils

20 Revenue Budget Monitoring 2018/19 – Projected Outturn and 2019/20 
Budget Process

21 Street Naming and Numbering – Eastern Quarry Phase 5, Parcel 1

22 Capital Programme Budget Monitoring 2018/19 – Progress and 
Projected Outturn

23 Corporate Plan – Key Actions and Performance Indicators Monitoring 
Report

4. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST ON ITEMS RESERVED FOR DEBATE 
ONLY 

There were no declarations of interests.

5. REFERENCES FROM OTHER COMMITTEES 

There were no references from other committees.

6. COMMUNITY INFRASTRUCTURE LEVY: GOVERNANCE AND SPENDING 
REVIEW 2018 

The Head of Regeneration introduced a report which set out an updated five 
year programme of potential infrastructure projects that could be supported by 
the Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL), which had partially replaced s106 
funding.  The report outlined the Five Year CIL rolling programme together 
with the CIL Annual Report and details of CIL receipts and forecasts. The 
amount of CIL income distributed to the Parishes and Town Council were 
detailed along with the amounts available to spend on projects in unparished 
areas. Progress to date on mechanisms to release unparished neighbourhood 
funding to locally focused projects was also reported.
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Appendix B to the report detailed the Infrastructure Delivery Plan which was 
divided into three sections. Section 1 described the fully funded projects 
where funding was provided by s106 contributions or funding from the 
Government and other agencies and included public realm and other works to 
Dartford Town Centre, expanded junctions from the A2 at Bean and 
Ebbsfleet, and at St Clements Way and plans for two new primary schools. 
Section 2 described projects with potential to be enabled by CIL funding in 
addition to funding from other agencies. These projects were those that were 
considered to be well defined and where there was confidence that they could 
be delivered. These included the Health and Wellbeing Hub in Dartford Town 
Centre, a pedestrian bridge over the River Darent, a new Primary care facility 
in Stone/Greenhithe the upgrading of the Darenth Valley path, a new school 
at Stone and to provide additional school places in the North West of the 
Borough. Earmarking these projects for CIL funding provided greater certainty 
for partner organisations in making their own funding decisions and supported 
their funding bids. The final section detailed those schemes that were less 
advanced and which required further definition. 

The Chairman asked whether the plans for the Co-Op site were on schedule 
given that the Health and Wellbeing Hub business case would not be 
submitted until next Summer and was advised that it was expected that a 
planning application would be made in Spring 2019 instead of November 
2018. A Member also sought clarification as to why the Cabinet was only 
being asked to give an ‘in principle’ commitment for CIL funding to support the 
two new health hubs and how these projects had been singled out from the 
other projects listed in section 2 of Appendix B. The Head of Regeneration 
explained that the design work on these projects were further advanced and 
feasibility studies had been completed and planning applications were 
anticipated. Some of the other projects were still at the feasibility stage or 
required decisions on the identification of final sites.

A Member raised concerns about the operation of the Leader’s Advisory 
Group on CIL in terms of making funding decisions. He said that his Group 
were concerned about a lack of transparency given that these meetings were 
not open to the public and were not minuted. He felt that these meetings 
should be formal public meetings and minuted.  He was particularly 
concerned about the robustness of delivery arrangements for projects in 
unparished areas, given that they would not have the benefit of the 
democratic oversight by the Parish/Town Councils, and how these would be 
managed and monitored. The Head of Regeneration explained that the 
Leader’s Advisory Group had not discussed CIL funding for projects in 
unparished areas and that it was intended to develop a more formal process 
for these bids which would include the involvement of community groups and 
local Ward Members. A Member also expressed concerns about a lack of 
‘master planning’ for CIL works and the potential for disconnect between 
Borough and Parish Council priorities. The Head of Regeneration explained 
that the Council was in contact with the Parishes to ensure that work would be 
joined-up and that this was particularly advanced with Stone Parish Council. 
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The Chairman asked that the Cabinet consider expediting the use of CIL 
funds to deliver infrastructure in the Borough.

Members endorsed the recommendations contained in the report.

7. LOWER THAMES CROSSING - SECOND CONSULTATION 

The Cabinet Advisory Panel considered a report on the Council’s suggested 
response to the second public consultation by Highways England on the 
detailed proposals for the Lower Thames Crossing. 

The Head of Regeneration reminded Members that the Council had 
responded to the initial consultation on the alternative options for the route of 
the crossing in 2016 strongly supporting a new crossing east of Gravesend 
(Option C). Following the consultation the Secretary of State had announced 
that this was the preferred route for the crossing. Since that announcement 
Highways England had been progressing the design of the scheme and 
details of the precise route, carrying out more detailed transport modelling and 
talking to affected authorities and parties. Some details of the routing and 
construction had been amended as a result of this work. The main focus of 
the latest consultation was on the details of the scheme, the routeing, design 
of junctions, structures, connections with the surrounding road network and 
environmental impacts. 

The new crossing was one of the largest single road investment projects in 
the UK since the M25 was completed and would be one of the largest bored 
tunnels in the world. The latest traffic modelling predicted that once the new 
crossing opened there would be a reduction in passenger traffic using the 
Dartford Crossing of 24% and 19% in 2041 in peak hours compared to the 
situation without a new crossing. The proportion of HGV’s using the Dartford 
Crossing was predicted to fall from 18% to 14% once the new crossing 
opened and was projected to remain at this level in 2041. This was an 
improvement from the original traffic modelling which had predicted an overall 
decrease in traffic using the Dartford Crossing of 14% once the new crossing 
opened. The original design for the tunnel had provided for two lane traffic 
each way but the revised design now provided for three lanes each way and 
for an extended approach to the tunnel and a simplified junction from the 
A2/M2. 

The Council’s proposed response to the consultation exercise, which was due 
to end on 20 December 2018, strongly supported the need for the Lower 
Thames Crossing, its proposed location east of Gravesend and some of the 
changes to the preferred route which had been made since the last 
consultation. The proposed location would provide a faster, more reliable 
route to the Midlands and the North from Kent ports but it was disappointing 
that the opportunity was not being taken to provide a link from the Lower 
Thames Crossing onto the A13 westbound towards the Port of Tilbury. The 
proposals would see a genuine improvement in the resilience of the strategic 
and local road network, boost British business and the national economy 
whilst the changes to the design of the route since the first consultation should 
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also be beneficial and help to alleviate some of the negative impacts of the 
scheme on neighbouring authorities. It was however acknowledged that some 
areas would experience increased traffic flows due to other factors such as 
development and the Council’s response urged Highways England to address 
issues on those parts of the network where there would be pressure. The 
Council also supported a free-flowing e-charging system with differential 
charging for the new crossing and urged Highways England to implement the 
new crossing as soon as possible and to bring forward arrangements to 
improve traffic flows at the Dartford Crossing and its approach in the 
meantime.

A Member commended officers in drawing together the response to the 
consultation and stressed the importance of expediting the implementation of 
mitigation works to alleviate the current and increasing stresses on the local 
road network in Dartford. Another Member felt that whilst the new river 
crossing would alleviate some of the pressures in due course it was basically 
a ‘sticking plaster’ and that the additional capacity would soon be exhausted 
by growing demand. 

Members endorsed the recommendations contained in the report.      

8. GOVERNMENT CONSULTATION ON PLANNING REFORM: SUPPORTING 
THE HIGH STREET AND INCREASING THE DELIVERY OF NEW HOMES 

The Cabinet Advisory Panel was informed of the proposals contained in the 
Government consultation paper on ”Planning Reform: Supporting the High 
Street and Increasing the Delivery of New Homes” to extend the range of 
developments that can take place without the need for planning permission 
and to extend local authorities’ freedoms to dispose of surplus land. The 
document was divided into four parts:

 Permitted development rights and use classes;
 Disposal of local authority land;
 Canal and River Trust: Draft listed consent order; and 
 New Town Development Corporations: Draft compulsory purchase 

guidance.

The Planning Policy Manager explained the proposals in respect of changes 
of use and the limits of permitted development and the advantages and 
disadvantages in each case. It was proposed to extend permitted 
development to cover new types of development or where permitted 
development had been granted on a temporary basis to make these rights 
permanent. This reflected the Government’s desire to increase the housing 
supply and to provide greater flexibility in areas such as change of use in the 
High Streets. Permitted development rights were already quite wide but the 
proposals would make the permitted development rights of landowners and 
developers even wider, including the building of additional stories on existing 
buildings and change of use from retail to residential. It was also proposed to 
encourage developers to install electric charging points in developments. The 
proposals also included a provision for reversing legislation which currently 
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allowed permitted development rights to apply to former telephone boxes. The 
Government was also proposing to extend local authorities’ freedoms to 
dispose of surplus land at less than best consideration without the need to 
obtain consent from the Secretary of State thereby providing greater flexibility 
to dispose of surplus land in support of local development objectives and it 
was felt that this should be supported. The proposals relating to the Canal and 
River Trust and draft compulsory purchase guidance for New Town 
Development Corporations set up under the New Town’s Act 1981 would not 
affect Dartford.

The Council’s suggested responses to the consultation exercise, which would 
end on 14 January 2019, were contained in Appendix B to the report. The 
Council welcomed many of the changes such as the greater flexibility to 
dispose of surplus land but also had concerns about more development taking 
place without the need to go through the planning process and the potential 
for development to change the existing mix of uses and character of areas, 
and in particular town centres.

A Member asked whether the proposals would result in a loss of revenue for 
the Council arising from a decrease in planning applications and whether any 
assessment had been made of the possible impact. The Planning Policy 
Manager explained that there was currently no detailed modelling but that the 
Government was now looking at this and that it was a potential concern.

A Member congratulated officers on the report and the proposed response. 
He expressed concerns that an increase in permitted development could 
result in lower quality development which had not been subject to the rigour of 
the planning application process but welcomed the opportunity to dispose of 
surplus land. However he wanted to ensure that any land disposed of would 
meet the Council’s housing objectives to deliver a good mix of housing and 
meet the Council’s policy of 30% of any housing development being 
affordable and that clarification should be sought from the Secretary of State 
on this. He also welcomed the response to question 1.5 in the consultation 
paper regarding other community uses to which a temporary change of use 
should be allowed but felt that reference should also be made to uses such as 
community halls/spaces, Childcare Centres and Sure Start Centres.     

Members endorsed the recommendations contained in the report.      

9. DRAFT LICENSING POLICY 2019-2024 

The Licensing Manager presented the draft Licensing Policy 2019-2024. 
Licensing authorities were required to prepare and publish a statement of their 
licensing policy every five years. The current Statement of Licensing Policy for 
Dartford was adopted on 7 January 2014 and was due to expire on 6 January 
2019. The draft Licensing Policy was approved for consultation purposes by 
the Cabinet on 26 July 2018. Consultation had been carried out in accordance 
with national guidance. The draft policy was made available on the Council’s 
web site, at the Civic Centre and public libraries. It was also sent to all 
“responsible authorities” as defined by the Licensing Act 2003, as well as to 
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numerous trade associations and persons representing licensing businesses 
in the area. A comprehensive review of the draft Licensing policy was also 
undertaken by the Licensing Committee at its meeting on 26 September 2018. 
Although the Licensing Committee did not make a formal response to the 
consultation it felt that the Licensing policy should be supported by an 
additional Code of Good Practice for Licensed Premises to reflect the 
aspirations and visions of the Council as the Licensing Authority. No other 
responses were received to the consultation.

A Member welcomed the recommendations but was disappointed at the lack 
of response to the public consultation.
 
Members endorsed the recommendations contained in the report.

10. DRAFT GAMBLING POLICY 2019-2022 

The Licensing Manager presented the Draft Gambling Policy 2019-2022. 
Licensing authorities were required to prepare and publish a statement of their 
Gambling policy every three years. The existing Gambling Policy for Dartford 
was adopted on 3 January 2016 and was due to expire on 2 January 2019. 
The draft Gambling Policy was approved for consultation purposes by the 
Cabinet on 26 July 2018. Consultation had been carried out in accordance 
with national guidance. The draft policy was made available on the Council’s 
web site, at the Civic Centre and public libraries. It was also sent to all 
“responsible authorities” as defined by the Gambling Act 2005, as well as to 
numerous trade associations and persons representing gambling businesses 
in the area. A comprehensive review of the draft Gambling Policy was also 
undertaken by the Licensing Committee at its meeting on 26 September 2018. 
The Licensing Committee did not make a formal response to the consultation 
but requested that two additional conditions should be added to Appendix 2 of 
the draft Gambling Policy relating to overt advertising and doors remaining 
closed. No other responses were received to the consultation.

A Member recognised that whilst the Council had no remit to regulate online 
gambling he suggested that nevertheless there should be a reference in the 
policy statement to growing concerns about the adverse impact of online 
gambling. The Licensing Manager explained that the content of the Gambling 
Policy was prescribed by the Gambling Commission and the Council’s powers 
related to licensing premises whilst the operators were licensed by the 
Gambling Commission. However the Commission did issue a lot of material 
about online gambling.    

Members endorsed the recommendations contained in the report.

11. LOCAL SCHEME OF SUPPORT FOR COUNCIL TAX 2019/20 

The Benefits Manager presented a report which outlined details of proposed 
changes to the Council Tax Reduction Scheme for 2019/20 and provided 
Members with the detailed results from the recent Council Tax Reduction 
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Scheme consultation process and the findings from the revised Customer 
Access Review that had been carried out.

The need to change the current scheme had arisen as a result of the 
introduction of the Universal Credit Full Service (UCFS) in Dartford and the 
complexities that this would involve in calculating people’s entitlement to 
Council Tax Reduction. The current Scheme for Council Tax Reduction, which 
was completely reactive to any change to a person’s circumstances, would 
become unworkable requiring frequent and confusing adjustment and the re-
issuing of Council Tax bills. The proposed new scheme was designed to 
make the system clearer, simpler and fairer as well as being workable for 
staff. The overall cost of the scheme would be broadly the same as the 
current scheme and the changes would only be made to the scheme for 
working-age applicants as the current scheme for pensioners was prescribed 
by Central Government. The current means tested scheme would be replaced 
by a simple income grid model, which had been revised from the draft 
considered by the Cabinet in July as the ranges had proved to be too narrow 
and had therefore been widened to be as inclusive as possible and to 
minimise the impacts on applicants.  

The main features of the Scheme were outlined in paragraph 1.8 of the report.  
The new scheme included a simplified claiming process and in the case of 
Universal Credit (UC) applicants any UC data received from the Department 
for Work and Pensions (DWP) would be treated as a claim for Council Tax 
Reduction and be processed automatically without the need to request further 
information from the tax payer. This would maximise the entitlement of every 
applicant and maintain collection rates. The new sliding scale income bands 
were sufficiently wide to avoid constant changes in discount and adjustment 
of bills. The new Scheme also contained additional provisions to protect 
individuals who experienced exceptional hardship.

The proposed new Scheme had been widely consulted over an eight week 
period which ended on 30 September 2018. This had included writing to all 
working-age claimants, Registered Social Landlords and third sector 
organisations and the use of a questionnaire on the council’s web site. The 
responses to the consultation were detailed in Appendix A to the report and 
overall were in favour of the proposed changes. The Council had also 
consulted with the major preceptors who had agreed the changes and the 
approach taken by the Council. If agreed by Cabinet and the General 
Assembly of the Council the new scheme would take effect from 1 April 2019.

Under the new Scheme it had been calculated that 71% of existing applicants 
would have no change in their entitlement, whilst 18% would gain, 8% lose 
and 2% would no longer qualify for a reduction due to a proposed change to 
the capital cap, removal of the second adult rebate or due to their level of 
income. Revised ‘exceptional hardship’ arrangements were proposed to help 
to alleviate the impact on those applicants who would no longer qualify. The 
Council would be contacting all existing working age applicants to explain how 
the changes would affect them in the New Year.
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A Member questioned the need to introduce the new Scheme in April 2019 
given that the mass migration to Universal Credit (UC) had now been put back 
to November 2020. He felt that there were currently many uncertainties and 
that by implementing the Scheme now the opportunity to undertake more 
detailed modelling was being lost. He also felt that the proposed income 
bandings were too narrow and would still require frequent recalculations of 
entitlement and that the narrowness of the bandings could also deter those 
people wanting to work additional hours.   

The Benefits Manager explained that although the timing of the mass 
migration to UC had changed, UC claims were already being received and 
that the move to UC had not been the only reason for changing the Scheme. 
One of the drivers behind the revised Scheme was to make it more simple to 
understand and fairer. The income bands had been revised from those 
originally proposed as a result of the consultation and on the basis of 
experience from existing caseloads. It would also be possible to revise the 
Scheme if necessary in light of experience.

A Member recognised the sense of aligning data with the DWP but said that 
the DWP had an unacceptably high error level which would then transfer 
across to applicant’s claims and that this would not be picked up unless all 
entitlements were carefully checked. He was also concerned about limiting 
the number of children used to calculate entitlement to two at a time of 
growing child poverty.  He highlighted responses to the consultation which, he 
said, made it evident that some respondents did not understand what they 
were being asked. Another Member asked what the rationale was behind 
changing the capital limit from £16,000 to £6,000. The Benefits Manager 
explained that under the existing Scheme there was a tapered approach to 
the entitlement of applicants with capital in the range £6,000-16,000 which 
meant that many applicants with savings of c.£10,000-12,000 were having 
their Council tax paid under the Scheme which was not considered to be fair. 
The reduction of the limit to £6,000, below which there would be no effect on 
the applicant’s entitlement and no tapering, was regarded as fairer and 
simpler.

A Member also asked about the arrangements for considering backdated 
entitlement and asked how the proposed ‘general discretion to backdate’ 
would be defined and exercised and how this differed from the current 
requirement to prove ‘good cause’. He felt that it would be a good idea to 
provide clear examples of the circumstances when ‘general discretion’ would 
be applied. He also felt that the Customer Access Review had estimated that 
58 female applicants who were currently entitled would not qualify for discount 
under the new Scheme which raised public sector equality issues which 
should be drawn to the Cabinet’s attention.   

Members of the Labour Group asked for their strong reservations about the 
timing and contents of the proposed Council Tax Reduction Scheme to be 
minuted and brought to the Cabinet’s attention.
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The Cabinet Advisory Panel, notwithstanding the reservations minuted above, 
endorsed the recommendations contained in the report. 

12. ELECTRIC VEHICLE CHARGING POINTS ADVICE NOTE 

The Planning Policy Manager explained that Dartford had had a 
supplementary policy on electric charging points since 2012 but that 
Government Policy was moving toward reductions in numbers of conventional 
combustion engine vehicles and was encouraging a move towards electric 
vehicles which would require more charging points. Accordingly it was logical 
to introduce planning policies to support this. This would help with uptake and 
improve air quality. It was therefore proposed that a Development 
Management Advice Note on Electric Vehicle Charging Points should be 
introduced and for this to be treated as a material consideration for 
development management purposes when considering any relevant planning 
applications. This had been supported by the Development Control Board at 
its meeting on 8 November 2018 when the Board felt that the Advice Note 
should also apply to householders with garages and/or driveway parking who 
submitted applications for large extensions to encourage the inclusion of the 
provision of an electrical vehicle charging point. The Board had also agreed 
that the Cabinet should be asked to request that the Ebbsfleet Development 
Corporation should also treat the Development Management Advice Note as 
a material consideration for development management purposes when 
considering any relevant planning applications in the Borough.

The Advice Note had been produced to provide developers with further 
information regarding the provision of electric vehicle charging points within 
developments whilst recognising that requirements varied between different 
types of development and was designed to provide flexible guidance. It took 
the very brief existing supplementary planning policy further by providing 
practical advice, clear expectations and guidance on suitable provision for 
developments. This reflected Government policy and the need to work with 
partners such as Kent County Council, developers and meeting customer 
demand both currently and in future.

A Member expressed strong concerns about introducing advice when there 
were many technological uncertainties and emerging alternative methods for 
charging vehicles. He felt that there was a strong possibility of the Council 
encouraging the introduction of fixed point charging units which might quickly 
become obsolete or impractical– a ‘Betamax’ solution. He felt that there was 
not enough information available to support a particular approach to this issue 
and that further investigation was required. He felt that instead the Council 
should encourage development which could enable the use of electrical 
charging once the actual needs were known.

The Planning Policy Manager said that the Government had been looking at 
these issues for some time to make sure that the infrastructure was in place 
and that the power networks would be able to meet demand. It was not the 
intention to prescribe the technology or the connectivity requirements and the 
Advice Note did not seek to do this. One of the reasons why electric vehicles 
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were not more popular was the lack of charging points. Developers were best 
place to identify what was required for their particular developments.

Another Member voiced his concerns about the capacity of the national power 
grid and the expected growth in housing. He wondered whether it might be 
possible to contact the power companies to ascertain the implications for 
Dartford and also to seek assurance from Ofgen over whether national 
infrastructure would be able to cope. He also felt that rather than specifying 
the use of the ‘best’ technology available at the time of planning approval the 
use of the ‘smartest’ technology would be more appropriate.

The Planning Policy Manager acknowledged that there were many issues 
around the generation and supply of electricity but that one of the reasons 
why the Government was keen to see an increase in the number of charging 
points was to help to address current imbalances around the timing of 
demand and supply of electricity. Local authorities had limited powers to 
influence these matters which was why the Government had taken the lead 
and the Advice Note seemed the best way to move forward locally to 
encourage take up without being prescriptive.      

Members endorsed the recommendations contained in the report. 

13. NEW BUILD COUNCIL HOUSING PROJECT  - UPDATE 

The Cabinet Advisory Panel endorsed the recommendations contained in the 
report.  

14. JOYDENS WOOD COMMUNITY CENTRE  - LEASE SURRENDER, GRANT 
OF A NEW LEASE AND GRANT FUNDING 

The Cabinet Advisory Panel endorsed the recommendations contained in the 
report. 

15. DARTFORD TOWN CENTRE TRANSPORT AND PUBLIC REALM 
IMPROVEMENTS 

The Cabinet Advisory Panel endorsed the recommendations contained in the 
report.  

16. LOCAL PLAN REVIEW - PROGRESS 

The Cabinet Advisory Panel endorsed the recommendations contained in the 
report.

17. ORCHARD THEATRE AUDITORIUM REFURBISHMENT 

A Member raised concerns over the lack of detail in the report in terms of the 
downward adjustment of the annual management fee to be paid by HQ 
Theatres and the methodology of the anticipated increase in revenue that 
could arise as a result of the refurbishment of the Orchard Theatre and the 
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increase in capacity. The Strategic Director (Internal Services) said that the 
information around the anticipated increase in revenue was not available.

The Cabinet Advisory Panel endorsed the recommendations contained in the 
report.

18. FINANCIAL CONTRIBUTIONS TO PARISH AND TOWN COUNCILS 

The Cabinet Advisory Panel endorsed the recommendations contained in the 
report.

19. REVENUE BUDGET MONITORING 2018/19 - PROJECTED OUTTURN AND 
2019/20 BUDGET PROCESS 

A Member raised concerns about the level of saving as a result of the staffing 
vacancy factor at a time when there had been an increase in the average 
number of staff working days lost due to long term illness reported in the 
Performance Indicator Monitoring Report. He felt that the level of vacancies 
could be placing pressure on remaining staff resulting in more time being lost 
to illness. 

The Strategic Director (Internal Services) informed Members that there was 
no correlation between the two. The staffing vacancy factor arose from the 
practice of holding posts vacant for a period of time following the departure of 
a postholder in order to assess the continuing need for the post which meant 
that there was a time lag between a post becoming vacant and recruitment 
taking place. The Council monitored staff absence carefully and very little 
absence was attributed to work related stress.  

The Cabinet Advisory Panel endorsed the recommendations contained in the 
report.

20. STREET NAMING AND NUMBERING - EASTERN QUARRY PHASE 5, 
PARCEL 1 

The Cabinet Advisory Panel endorsed the recommendations contained in the 
report.  

21. CAPITAL PROGRAMME BUDGET MONITORING 2018/19 - PROGRESS 
AND PROJECTED OUTTURN 

The Cabinet Advisory Panel endorsed the recommendations contained in the 
report. 

22. CORPORATE PLAN - KEY ACTIONS AND PERFORMANCE INDICATORS 
MONITORING REPORT 

The Cabinet Advisory Panel endorsed the recommendations contained in the 
report.
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The meeting closed at 8.35 pm

Councillor M J Davis
CHAIRMAN


