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DARTFORD BOROUGH COUNCIL

CRIME AND DISORDER (OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY) COMMITTEE

MINUTES of the meeting of the Crime and Disorder (Overview and Scrutiny) 
Committee held on Wednesday 22 July 2015.

PRESENT: Councillor R J Wells (Chairman)
Councillor S R Jarnell
Councillor Mrs. M B Kelly
Councillor M A Maddison
Councillor C S McLean

ABSENT: Councillor A S Sandhu, MBE
Councillor R Lees
Councillor D J Mote

Dartford Borough Council Officers:-

Sheri Green – Strategic Director (External 
Services)

Mark Salisbury – Enforcement & Regulatory Services 
and Community Safety Unit 
Manager

Matt Roberts – Community Safety Manager

CABINET MEMBERS: Councillor Chris Shippam, Deputy Leader, 
Councillor Mrs Ann Allen MBE, Portfolio Holder for 
Community Development

PRESENT TO RESPOND TO ISSUES RAISED BY THE SCRUTINY COMMITTEE:

Chief Supt. Adrian 
Futers

– Divisional Commander, Kent Police

Insp. Gary Woodward – Dartford CSU Inspector, Kent Police

1. CHAIRMAN'S WELCOME AND UPDATE 

The Chairman extended a particular welcome to Kent Police Divisional 
Commander, Chief Supt. Adrian Futers and Insp. Gary Woodward, Dartford’s 
Community Safety Unit Inspector. He also welcomed the Deputy Leader of 
the Council Councillor Chris Shippam to his first Crime & Disorder meeting as 
Dartford’s representative on the Kent Police and Crime Panel (PCP), renewed 
his welcome to Councillor Ann Allen (Cabinet Portfolio Holder for Community 
Development) in addition to welcoming all new Members to the Committee. 

The presence of the Strategic Director (External Services), the Enforcement, 
Regulatory Services and Community Safety Unit Manager and the Community 
Safety Manager was also noted and welcomed. Given the number of new 
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Members to the Committee, the Chairman asked the Strategic Director to give 
a brief overview of the Committee’s work.

The SD (ES) advised Members that the role of the Crime & Disorder 
Committee and its operating parameters were set out in full in the 
Committee’s Protocol and Terms of Reference (ToRs) documents, attached to 
the Committee’s Annual Report for 2014/15 due for consideration later in the 
Agenda [Item 12]. The Annual Report gave a good flavour of how the 
Committee operated and the topics it considered, on both a statutory and non-
statutory basis.

In brief, the primary role of the Committee was to review and scrutinise the 
impact on the Borough of the policies of the joint Dartford and Gravesham 
Community Safety Partnership (CSP) and its constituent statutory bodies: 
Dartford Borough Council, Gravesham Borough Council, Kent Police, Kent 
County Council, Kent Fire and Rescue Service, Kent Surrey and Sussex 
Community Rehabilitation Company and the Dartford, Gravesham and 
Swanley Clinical Commissioning Group. Whilst the CSP was a joint body, 
Dartford and Gravesham Councils had separate Crime and Disorder 
(Overview & Scrutiny) Committees, each concentrating on the CSP’s policies 
as they impacted on their respective Boroughs. 

The Committee’s current Work Programme due to be discussed later in the 
Agenda [Item 11] contained two statutory elements. The Committee was 
required to consider the CSP’s Annual Strategic Assessment (SA) document 
at its February meeting and the consequent CSP Community Safety Action 
Plan for the next 12 month period at its July meeting.  The Committee had 
scrutinised in rotation, the contributions made by the CSP’s constituent 
statutory bodies to the objectives of the Partnership as a whole. However, 
scrutiny by the Committee was subject to agreed parameters. Members could, 
for example, invite Kent Fire & Rescue to make a presentation on how they 
worked (with CSP partners) to tackle the problem of deliberate fires on public 
open spaces such as Dartford Heath. However, it would not be appropriate for 
the Committee to scrutinise the approach, performance and resources 
devoted by Kent Fire and Rescue to fighting fires per se.

The Chairman noted that Colin Newmarch, former Enforcement Manager in 
Dartford’s Community Safety Unit (CSU) had retired since the Committee last 
met in February 2015. He asked that Colin’s significant contribution as 
Enforcement Manager for the Council and his contribution to the Committee 
and Members understanding of Enforcement issues, be recorded in the 
Minutes.

2. APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE 

Apologies for absence were received from Councillors R Lees, D J Mote and 
A Sandhu MBE.

3. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 
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There were no declarations of interest from Members.

4. CONFIRMATION OF THE MINUTES OF THE MEETING HELD ON 11 
FEBRUARY 2015 

The Chairman noted that, given changes to the Committee’s compliment and 
the absence of Councillors that evening, he was the only Member present 
able to confirm the Minutes of 11 February 2015. He was content that the 
Minutes were accurate and proposed that the Committee approve them on 
that basis. 

RESOLVED:

1. That the Minutes of the Committee’s meeting held on 11 February 
2015 be confirmed as an accurate account of those proceedings.

5. URGENT ITEMS 

The Chairman confirmed that there were no urgent items for the Committee to 
consider.

6. TO CONSIDER REFERENCES FROM OTHER COMMITTEES (IF ANY) 

There were no references from other Committees.

7. REGULATION 9 NOTICE 

RESOLVED: 

That the contents of the Regulation 9 Notice for the period 15 June to 31 
October 2015 be noted.

8. KENT POLICE AND CRIME PANEL (PCP) 

The Committee received an update from the Deputy Leader in his role as 
Dartford representative on the Kent and Medway Police and Crime Panel 
(PCP). 

The Deputy Leader advised the Committee that following his participation in 
the PCP meeting held on 2 June 2015; his first impressions were that the 
Panel appeared to have limited scope in which to properly question the 
performance of Kent’s Police and Crime Commissioner (PCC) Ann Barnes.  
The Panel comprised Councillor Representatives from all Kent District 
Councils, plus two Independent Co-optee members and was politically 
balanced. Mike Hill (Independent) had been re-elected as Chairman for the 
ensuing Parliamentary cycle. 

The PCC had reported her new Chief of Staff to the Panel as Mr Adrian 
Harper, selected from three in-house candidates for appointment on a 
provisional basis, given that the continued role of PCC’s had been uncertain 
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prior to the outcome of the General Election. Subsequent to the Election Mr 
Harper’s appointment had been confirmed on a long-term basis.

The PCC had also presented her Annual Report for 2014/15 to the Panel and 
highlighted the following points:

 Victims were now placed at the heart of all policing processes in Kent 
with Kent Police regarded as leading the country in this new approach;

 The ‘Track my Crime’ initiative had been well received by the public 
and judged a great success;

 Kent Police’s recording of reported crime now stood at 96% accuracy 
following the inspection of the Kent Force by Her Majesty’s 
Inspectorate of Constabulary (HMIC) in 2013/14. She noted that in 
comparison, figures for crime recording accuracy in other Forces were 
as low as 82%;

 Some £300K of the Kent Police budget had been targeted for the 
[selective] use of body worn video cameras to help record crime and 
Police performance; 

 Operation ‘Athena’ an intelligence sharing strategy between Kent 
Police and neighbouring Forces (particularly Essex Police) was due to 
be rolled-out in the Spring of 2016;

 The Kent Youth Commissioner had completed her contract in February 
2015 with a creditable performance in adverse circumstances. 
However, the PCC had decided to widen her youth engagement policy 
and replace the Youth Commissioner post with a new Youth Advisory 
Group (YAG). Representatives from existing youth forums across Kent 
would be invited to participate in YAG which would be funded by the 
monies previously allocated to the Youth Commissioner post. Panel 
Members had encouraged the PCC to widen her proposed 
membership of YAG, to include disaffected and marginalised members 
of the Youth community more at risk of involvement in crime and ASB. 
Engagement with young people from the Gypsy and Traveller 
community had also been advocated by the Panel;

 Only three (3) Complaints against the PCC had been heard by the 
Complaints Sub-committee in the period under review. None had been 
upheld;

 Kent Police represented excellent Value for Money (VfM) returning the 
4th lowest policing cost per head in the country

The Divisional Commander, Chief Supt. Adrian Futers expanded on the VfM 
point in the PCC’s Annual Report. He advised the Committee that Kent Police 
had experienced some £180M in cuts during the course of the last Parliament 
and subject to confirmation in the Chancellor’s Autumn Statement; Kent 
Police could expect to face further cuts of up to 40%, together with those 
Government Departments whose funding was not ring-fenced. Given that 
89% of the current Police budget represented staffing costs, further cuts on 
such a scale would be difficult to achieve. A reduction in the number and 
grades of senior police officers was proposed to protect the number of front-
line officers. Increased use of civilian Police staff in lower salary bands was 
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also being mooted to cover duties which did not require powers of arrest. The 
Divisional Commander believed that the Kent Police budget for 2015/16 would 
be safe from cuts but that the future fiscal picture for Kent and all Forces in 
England and Wales was uncertain.

9. PERFORMANCE 

The Committee received a performance update report from the Community 
Safety Officer (CSO). Enclosed at Appendix A to his update was the 
Performance Report produced by the Community Safety Partnership (CSP) 
detailing performance in relation to levels of crime and anti-social behaviour 
(ASB) recorded in Dartford and Gravesham for the financial year period 1 
April 2014 to 31 March 2015. The CSP report also compared the crime levels 
recorded in the period under review against anticipated levels of crime as 
provided by Kent Police.  The CSP Performance Report had been discussed 
and approved by the Partnership on 11 June 2015 and was presented to the 
Committee for information.

The Community Safety Manager (CSM) reminded Members that, previously, 
performance had been calculated by comparing levels of crime and ASB for a 
twelve month period against those recorded for the previous corresponding 12 
month period. However, this method had led to a target driven culture and 
performance was now calculated by comparing levels of crime and ASB for 
the previous financial year period, against an anticipated level for crime and 
ASB for the same period, as calculated by Kent Police based on the previous 
five years of recorded crime.  Using this new comparative method, levels of 
crime and ASB in Dartford and Gravesham CSP had risen in comparative 
terms in nearly half of all crime types in the 2014-15 period under review. 
Conversely, Dartford & Gravesham’s performance as a CSP had actually 
improved slightly from 14th to 13th position, within its ‘Most Similar Group’ of 
CSPs [Appendix A agenda p. 19).  

The CSP had debated at length, the increases in Dartford’s crime and ASB 
levels and questioned what could be done to improve the Borough’s position 
against other areas in Kent. It was noted that significant changes to the 
recording of crime by Kent Police, allied to changes in crime categorisation by 
the Home Office, in particular for ‘offences of violence’, formed part of the 
explanation if not the solution in the consideration of Dartford’s increased 
levels of crime and ASB in the period under review.

The CSM advised Members that Kent Police now had the highest level of 
accuracy for recording crime in England and Wales at over 96%, following an 
inspection of their previous crime recording procedures by Her Majesty’s 
Inspectorate of Constabulary (HMIC) in 2013/14. As a consequence, 
Dartford’s and Gravesham’s  figures for recorded crime and ASB had 
inevitably risen in the 2014-15 period under review and compared adversely 
with Kent Police’s estimated crime figures for the same period, based on 
crime data recorded in the 5 years prior to the HMIC inspection. However, the 
crime data for 2014-15 would provide an accurate base-line for the future 
calculation of estimated levels of crime and ASB for the CSP going forward. In 
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this context; HMIC had inspected other Forces during 2014 (revealing crime 
recording accuracy levels as low as 82%). As those Forces adopted the same 
higher standard of recording practices as Kent Police (now known as the 
‘Kent Test’) it was likely that similar increases in levels of crime would be 
experienced by those Forces and reflected in the performances of their CSPs, 
including in Dartford & Gravesham’s MSG. 

Changes introduced by the Home Office (HO) to the classifications for certain 
crime types, in particular violence offences, were a further factor to be taken 
into consideration. The HO changes had impacted adversely on the figures for 
Dartford & Gravesham CSP producing significantly higher levels of violent 
crime than anticipated for 2014-15. The majority of violent offences fell in the 
violence against the person category with increases in Dartford ranging 
between 25% - 33% across the category. Domestic Abuse (DA) and violence 
committed during the hours of operation of the Night Time Economy had 
predominated. Positive news was a drop in the number of repeat victims of 
DA. A point to note was that not all newly categorised violent crimes 
necessarily involved violent acts.

The CSM also confirmed that crime figures for the Bluewater shopping 
complex continued to be counted within Dartford’s crime figures and impacted 
adversely on the Borough’s statistics as a whole. Similarly, the Northern 
Gateway transportation links into and through Dartford produced an enormous 
footfall for the Borough, the vast majority of which were not Dartford residents. 
Criminals passing through the Borough were difficult to apprehend and their 
activities equally difficult to predict and combat.

Members were advised that figures recorded for ASB now reflected actual 
reports made to Kent Police, rather than the public’s perception of ASB. 
Reducing levels of reported ASB was a key outcome for the Troubled 
Families programme and a number of the families making up Dartford’s cohort 
had been referred onto the Programme due to concerns over ASB. In 
response, Dartford CSU Officers, the Council’s Housing Services and Kent 
Police had co-operated effectively to address the complex needs of these 
families and combat ASB within the Borough. Dartford was one of the best 
performing areas in Kent in terms of the number of families where the 
Payment by Results (PbR) element of the Programme was successfully 
claimed by the local authority, due to reduced levels of anti-social behaviour in 
participating families.

In concluding his presentation, the CSM noted that the England and Wales 
Crime Survey (CSEW) of residents, conducted by the Office of National 
Statistics [published in October 2014] had shown an overall decrease in crime 
of 7%. Conversely, recording of crime reported to the 43 Police Forces in 
England and Wales plus the British Transport Police and relayed to the Home 
Office, had recorded an overall increase in crime of 3%. 

The Chairman thanked the CSM for presenting the Performance Report and 
explaining the significant additional background to the subject matter for the 
Committee. 
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In response to specific questions from Members, the Strategic Director and 
the CSM, together with the Kent Police Divisional Commander and CSU 
Inspector, confirmed the following points:

 A comprehensive picture for ASB in Dartford was difficult to establish 
given the differing casework platforms employed to combat the issue 
by the Council and Kent Police and the risk of double counting cases 
across CSP partner agencies;

 Troubled Families Scheme: Phase I of the Scheme had identified 4,000 
troubled families in Kent with 95 initially identified in Dartford. 
Subsequent CSU investigations had identified a total of 168 Troubled 
Families in Dartford of which 125 had been helped to successfully 
overcome their complex problems. There was no breakdown for 
incidents of ASB committed by members of Troubled Families. Phase II 
of the TF Scheme would concentrate on broader outcomes identifying 
between ‘Troubled’ and ‘Troublesome’ families with the latter more 
inclined to acts of ASB, including offences committed by adult 
members, which fell under the remit of the newly formed Community 
Rehabilitation Company (CRC) for Kent, Surrey and Sussex. Demand 
for the Scheme in Dartford was estimated at some 300 families in the 
next 5 year period. There was no set time-scale for a family to become 
‘Troubled’ and assessment was evidence based;

 The assessment and reporting of Violent Crime was a complex issue 
influenced by changes in Home Office re-classification for violence 
offenses and past Kent Police practices for recording crime which had 
all contributed to skewing the numbers in the period under review. 
Drilling down into the figures for Domestic Abuse (DA) and focussing 
on serious violence were identified priorities, with efforts concentrated 
in particular on the victims of such crime. No marked increase in street 
crime had been identified by Kent Police. However, in Dartford, the 
increasing number of patients with mental health issues prone to 
violence had impacted disproportionately on Dartford’s figures for 
incidents of violence against the person. The example was given of 
one such patient interacting ‘violently’ with a five nurse team resulting 
in 5 separate acts of violence being recorded in Dartford’s figures;

 Domestic Abuse (DA): There was a discussion about whether 
increased volume of domestic abuse was down to an increase in 
reporting or due to the ‘Kent Test’ being applied where incidents 
previously reported as violence against the person were reclassified as 
a domestic incident. The CSP view was that increased reporting 
equated to success, that people had more confidence in the Police and 
were thus more willing to report an incident. Two important indicators in 
this respect were the total of reports of DA, which had risen, and the 
number of repeat victims of DA which was down. This is believed to be 
attributable to the good work and successes of the Independent 
Domestic Violence Advisors (IDVAs) and the Multi-Agency Risk 
Assessment Conferences (MARACs). The Domestic Abuse Forum 
chaired by the Council’s Housing Options Manager, brings together 
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agencies from the statutory and voluntary sectors and coordinates a lot 
of work to tackle domestic abuse across Dartford and Gravesham;

 Police co-operation and intelligence sharing between North Kent and 
Bexley Heath had been formalised by the Divisional Commander in a 
Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) with work being taken forward 
in working groups;

 The Strategic Director noted the significance of Dartford’s geographical 
position as a corridor Borough, situated between the Cinque Ports of 
Kent and the London Metropolitan area, and the continued adverse 
impact that cross-border crime [facilitated by the M25, M20, A2 and 
high-speed rail transport links] had on the Borough’s crime statistics. 
The attractions of the Bluewater complex with an estimated footfall of 
28 million per annum were another significant factor in the Borough’s 
overall crime statistics and if added to the Borough’s population size of 
approximately 98,000 would significantly reduce the ‘crimes per 1,000 
population’ figure for the Borough, especially for shoplifting and theft 
offences.

RESOLVED:

That the Committee note the contents of the Performance Report produced 
for and discussed by Dartford & Gravesham CSP at its meeting on 11 June 
2015 relating to levels of crime and anti-social behaviour (ASB) in Dartford 
and Gravesham for the period 1 April 2014 to 31 March 2015.

10. COMMUNITY SAFETY PLAN 2015-16 

The Committee were asked to consider the Dartford and Gravesham 
Community Safety Plan 2015-16 (attached as Appendix A to the report) and 
comment accordingly.

The covering report reminded Members that the Committee, at its meeting on 
11 February 2015 had considered the CSP’s annual Strategic Assessment 
(SA) 2014 document. The priorities identified in the 2014 SA document, 
together with the views expressed by partner agencies within the CSP and 
elected Members, had been taken forward in to the Community Safety Plan 
for 2015-16. The Plan had been discussed and agreed by the CSP at their 
meeting on 19 March 2015. The Plan guides the work of all CSP partner 
agencies and ensures that the focus upon the Community Safety 
Partnership’s agreed priorities is maintained.

The Community Safety Manager (CSM) confirmed the following points and 
key areas regarding the 2015-16 Plan for Members:

 The Plan was a statutory requirement strategically linked to the CSP’s 
2014 SA document;
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 The Priorities identified in the 2014 SA remained the same as those 
identified in the previous year and had been incorporated into the 
2015-16 Plan as combating - Anti-Social behaviour (ASB), Violent 
crime including domestic abuse (DA), Substance misuse (alcohol and 
drug-related), Property Crime (domestic burglary and theft offences), 
Reducing re-offending, Road Safety;

 Kent Police statistics had been analysed  and distilled for the 2015-16 
Financial Year prior to incorporation into the Plan;

 Preventing Violent Extremism through the delivery of the Government’s 
Prevent Strategy, a key part of the Government’s CONTEST counter-
terrorism strategy responding to the ideological challenge of terrorism 
and those promoting it;

 Safeguarding Children – promoting their welfare and preventing child 
sexual exploitation (CSE) were major challenges which all local 
authorities had to get right;

 Partnership Structures set out in the Plan [Agenda p. 30] were 
designed to ensure the CSP’s Priorities identified in the Plan were 
delivered and the performance and progress of the work undertaken by 
the CSP Sub-Groups effectively monitored;

 Road Safety Group – the Group’s Speed Watch scheme undertaken by 
local resident on a voluntary basis continued to be effective in reducing 
speeding throughout the Borough. The Scheme had no enforcement 
powers but offending drivers were notified by letter sent by Kent Police 
that they had been speeding and persistent repeat offenders could be 
visited by Police Officers and formally warned;

 Reducing Re-offending Group – a success for the Group was the 
voluntary tagging of re-offenders scheme. Funding had been given to 
the Group to enable offenders being released to have appropriate 
documentation to allow them to access services and benefits in an 
effort to reduce the likelihood of reoffending;

 Drug & Alcohol Action Group – the Group had recently produced a 
local Alcohol Strategy following an action from the Health and 
Wellbeing Board, other actions had included the promotion of the  
Needle Exchange programme to tackle the number of discarded 
needles (thankfully few in number) and combating the increased use of 
so-called ‘Legal Highs’.

The Lead Member for Enforcement & Community Safety noted the 
relationship between CSP’s Plan for 2015-16 and the Council’s Corporate 
Plan (CP). With specific reference to the principal theme in the CP for a Safer 
Community and Strategic Objective SC2 – to reduce anti-social behaviour 
(ASB), he asked what CSP partner agencies were doing to address the recent 
influx of unauthorised traveller encampments in the Borough. 

The Divisional Commander, Kent Police gave the Committee an overview of 
recent Traveller incursions into the Borough and the attendant problems 
including instances of anti-social behaviour (ASB) and other infringements 
that had been causing Dartford residents increasing concern.
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He advised Members that whilst a raft of legislation existed to address 
Traveller and Gypsy issues, the Powers were discretionary and all the 
relevant criteria had to be met in each case before the Police could take 
enforcement action. The Powers could only be taken at Inspector level (and 
above) and required the agreement of the relevant landowner in the case of 
encampments or other land use by Traveller groups. Landowners, for a 
variety of reasons did not always give that permission. Not all Traveller 
encampments were unlawful, and even when they were, the safety and 
welfare of the Travellers concerned had to be taken into account by the Police 
and CSP partner agencies. The lack of adequate transit sites for Travellers 
throughout Kent was an added complicating factor in addressing Traveller 
issues and the process of moving new encampments out of the Borough. 
Kent Police and the Council were in the process of finalising a new and 
revised Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) to address traveller issues in 
the Borough going forward, including a greater supporting role for senior 
Police and Council Officers in support of the CSU Police Inspector. 

In response to further specific questions from a Member, the Divisional 
Commander and the EARS/CSU Manager confirmed the following points:

 Kent Police had taken enforcement action against two Traveller sites in 
the Borough in the previous 18 month period Section 61 legislation with 
effective outcomes being achieved within a matter of hours;

 The more recent incursions by Travellers were being addressed jointly 
by Kent Police and CSU Officers with revised procedures being 
formalised in the new MoU, but it remained the case that Section 61 
Powers were discretionary and all criteria had to be met before 
enforcement could be sanctioned;

 The new MoU recognised the rights of both Travellers under the settled 
community and the need to ensure the care and welfare needs of 
Travellers and their families were safeguarded, whilst taking robust 
action against crime and anti-social behaviour;

 Council Officers could in theory seize Traveller vehicles, but the safety 
of those Officers had to be taken into account before contemplating 
such action, given their lack of arresting powers. Acting in conjunction 
with Police Officers was preferable;

 Single Traveller encampments were more difficult to resolve, especially 
if kept clean and didn’t pose an obstruction in road traffic terms;

 Evidence of criminal damage, nuisance, ASB was required by local 
authorities before eviction could take place under Section 77 of the Act, 
but eviction could generally be effected in 3-4 days, provided a Court 
was available to hold the proceedings;

 Senior Police Officers would take a more hands-on role under the new 
MoU arrangements offering guidance and advice to the CSU Inspector 
including acting in his absence.

The EARS and CSU Manager confirmed that he supported a revised MoU 
with Kent Police, which clearly defined the roles of the respective parties and 
the areas for joint working. The problem of loose horses in the Borough had 
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been successfully tackled through joint working with CSP partners and he 
expected the new MoU to produce similar positive outcomes. Kent as a whole 
had experienced unprecedented Traveller and Gypsy activity with seventeen 
(17) Traveller incursions taking place in Dartford alone in 2015. Early 
intervention to combat incidents of Traveller incursion was vital, with good 
multi-agency intelligence sharing essential to ensure problems were solved 
and not just moved on to the next Borough. Members and residents had an 
essential role to play in intelligence gathering to help the CSU and Kent Police 
identify problems in their Wards e.g. fly-tipping hotspots. Passing on these 
details to the CSU would enable the Unit and Kent Police to ‘target harden’ 
and tackle the major and significant problems and help make Dartford a 
‘hostile’ environment for unauthorised encampments in the future.

The Strategic Director advised the Committee that she had been working with 
community safety issues since 2004. A previous cycle of unauthorised 
incursions into the Borough had led firstly to the formation of the Enforcement 
Team and then the expansion into the Community Safety Unit jointly staffed 
by Council and Kent Police Officers. The Council had devoted considerable 
resources into ‘target hardening’ between 2004 and 2014 to address 
unauthorised encampments in the Borough. However, she stressed that in the 
last two months incursions into the Borough were more determined and 
aggressive with the aim of working, not holidaying or socialising. The Authority 
was pushing this message out to the general public and Dartford residents 
who gave temporary and other longer –term work to the Traveller community 
and the implications this held for the Borough. Discussions would also be held 
with landowners who tolerated unauthorised encampments and educate them 
as to the impact that allowing such settlement on their land held for the 
community as a whole. In cases of fly-tipping and other anti-social activity the 
Council would seek to prosecute offenders. The public had a duty of care to 
their community and Members had an important role to play in educating their 
constituents and providing information to the CSU of unauthorised 
encampments, fly-tipping and other ASB activity in their Wards.

RESOLVED:

1. That the Committee notes the contents of the CSP’s Community Safety 
Plan for 2015-16.

11. WORK PROGRAMME 

Members received a report summarising the work undertaken by the 
Committee during the 2014-15 municipal cycle and a draft Work Plan for 
2015-16 (attached as Appendix A to the report).

The Strategic Director advised Members that all the statutory bodies within 
the CSP had now made presentations to the Committee on their work. 
However, given the changes to the responsibilities of the Probation Service 
and the formation of the new Community Rehabilitation Companies (CRCs) a 
presentation from the Kent Surrey and Sussex CRC would be a useful 
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addition to the Work Plan in due course, once the CRC had settled into its 
role.

She suggested that a firm proposal for the next meeting of the Committee in 
February 2016 could be a review of the new Anti- Social Behaviour (ASB) 
powers now in force, following recent legislation changes. The new powers 
would have been in effect for some 18 months by February 2016 and CSU 
Officers would be asked to prepare a report for the Committee on how the 
new measures were helping combat ASB in the Borough.

Other possible topics discussed by the Committee for inclusion in the rolling 
Work Programme were:

(i) A report on the PREVENT agenda to combat terrorism and extremism 
in the community [CSM/CSU];

(ii) Safety Shop facility in Bluewater [Kent Police];

(iii) Neighbourhood Watch – Sharing Best Practice [Kent Police]

RESOLVED:

1. That an updated Work Plan be presented to the Committee  at its next 
meeting in February 2016, reflecting discussion on 22 July 2015;

2. That the Committee receive a report in February 2016 reviewing the 
use and effectiveness of the new powers available to local authorities 
and CSP partner agencies to combat Anti-Social Behaviour (ASB) and 
the outcomes of implementation of the new powers in the Borough.

12. COMMITTEE ANNUAL REPORT FOR THE 2014-15 MUNICIPAL YEAR 

The Committee received the Annual Report on its work during the 2014 - 15 
municipal cycle for consideration and submission to the General Assembly of 
the Council (GAC).

The Chairman thanked the Committee Co-ordinator for compiling the 
document and all Officers for their contributions to the Committee’s 
proceedings in the period under review, with particular thanks to the Strategic 
Director for her continuing guidance and advice.

RESOLVED:

1. That the contents of the Committee’s Annual Report for the 2014-15 
Municipal Year be noted and submitted to the General Assembly of the 
Council.
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The meeting closed at 8.25 pm

Councillor R J Wells
CHAIRMAN


