PLEASE NOTE VENUE

NEIGHBOURHOODS AND
COMMUNITIES PORTFOLIO

DECISION SCHEDULE

HARTLEFOOL
BOROUCGH COUNCIL

Monday 24™ September 2007
at 9.00 am
in Conference Room 3,

Belle Vue Community, Sports and Youth Centre
Kendal Road, Hartlepool

Councillor Jackson, Cabinet Member responsible for Neighbourhoods and
Communities will consider the following items.

1. KEY DECISIONS
None

2. OTHER ITEMS REQUIRING DECISION

2.1 Regeneration and Planning Services Departmental Plan 2007/08 — Quarter 1
Monitoring Report - Director of Regeneration and Planning Services
2.2 Restricted Tender Procedure for Coast Protection Consultancy Services -

Head of Technical Services
2.3 Westmoreland Street Proposed Traffic Regulation Order — Objections - Head
of Technical Services

3. REPORTS FROM OV ERVIEW OF SCRUTINY FORUMS
None

07.09.24 - NEIGHBOURHOODS AND COMMUNITIES PORTFOLIO AGENDA/1
Hartlepool Bor ough Council
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NEIGHBOURHOODS AND COMMUNITIES

PORTFOLIO
. ____-’H-
Report To Portfolio Holder —~——
24 September 2007 HARTLEPGOL

Report of: Director of Regeneration and Planning Services

Subject: REGENERATION AND PLANNING SERVICES
DEPARTMENTAL PLAN 2007/08 — QUARTER 1
MONITORING REPORT

SUMMARY

1.0 PURPOSEOF REPORT
To inform Portfolio Holder of the progress made against Regeneration

and Planning Services Departmental Plan 2007/08 in the first quarter of
the year.

20 SUMMARY OF CONTENTS

The report shows details of progress against Housing Services actions
contained in the Departmental Plan and the first quarter outturn of key
performance indicators.

3.0 RELEVANCE TOPORTFOLIO MEMBER
The Portfolio Holder has responsibility for performance management
issues in relation to Housing functions within the Regeneration and
Planning Services Departmental Plan.

40 TYPEOFDECISION

Non key.

REGEN. & PLAN. SERVICES DEP. PLAN 2007-08 —Q1 MONITORING REPORT — 24.9.2007
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5.0 DECISION MAKING ROUTE

Portfolio Holder only.

6.0 DECISION(S) REQUIRED

Progress against actions and indicators be noted.

REGEN. & PLAN. SERVICES DEP. PLAN 2007-08 —Q1 MONITORING REPORT — 24.9.2007
2 HARTLEPOOL BOROUGH COUNCIL
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Report of: Director of Regeneration and Planning Services

Subject: REGENERATION AND PLANNING SERVICES

DEPARTMENTAL PLAN 2007/08 — QUARTER 1
MONITORING REPORT

11

2.1

2.2

2.3

24

3.1

3.2

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To inform the Portfolio Holder of the progress made against key actions
identified in the Regeneration and Planning Departmental Plan 2007/08
and the progress of relevant performance indicators for the period up to
30 June 2007.

BACKGROUND

The Portfolio Holder for Regeneration and Liveability has responsibility
for Housing Services within the Regeneration and Planning
Departmental Plan.

The Regeneration and Planning Departmental Plan 2007/08 sets out
the key tasks and issues along with an Action Plan to show what is to
be achieved by the departmentin the coming year.

The Council’s electronic performance management database is used
for collecting and analysing performance in relation to both the
Corporate Plan and the five Departmental Plans.

Where appropriate more detailed service plans are also produced
detailing how each individual section contributes to the key tasks and
priorities contained within the Regeneration and Planning Departmental
Plan and ultimately those of the Corporate Plan. These plans are
managed within the department.

FIRST QUARTER PERFORMANCE
This section looks in detail at how Regeneration and Planning Services
has performed in relation to the key actions and performance indicators

that were included within the Departmental Plan for 2007/08.

On a quarterly basis, officers from across the department are asked,
via the Performance Management database, to provide an update on

REGEN. & PLAN. SERVICES DEP. PLAN 2007-08 —Q1 MONITORING REPORT — 24.9.2007
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3.3

3.4

3.5

4.1

progress against every action contained in the performance plan and
where appropriate, every performance indicator.

Officers are asked to provide a short commentary e xplaining progress
made to date and asked to ‘traffic light' each section based on whether
or not the action will be, or has been, completed by the target date set
outin the plans. The traffic light system is:-

RED Action / P1 not expected to meet target
AMBER Action / Pl expected to meet target
GREEN Action / Pl target achieved

Within Regeneration and Planning Services Departmental Plan, there
are a total of 17 actions and 22 performance indicators assigned to this
portfolio. Table 1 below summarises the progress made at 30 June
2007 towards achieving these actions and performance indicators:-

Table 1 — Regeneration and Planning progress summary

Departmental Plan

Actions Pls
Green 3 (17.6%) | 1 (4.5%)
Amber 14 (82.4%) | 13 (59.1%)
Red 0 (0.0%)| O (0.0%)
Annual 0 (0.0%)| 8 (36.4%)
Total 17 (100.0%) | 22 (100.0%)

At this early stage of the year itis anticipated that all actions contained
in the plan will be completed during 2007/08 and all targets will be met.
There are no “red rated” actions or indicators to bring to portfolio
holder’s attention at this time.

RECOMMENDATION

That the progress against key actions and first quarter outturn of
performance indicators is noted.

REGEN. & PLAN. SERVICES DEP. PLAN 2007-08 —Q1 MONITORING REPORT — 24.9.2007
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Report to Portfolio Holder —d .7
24 September 2007 SOMARH Cown
Report of: Head of Technical Services
Subject: RESTRICTED TENDER PROCEDURE FOR COAST

PROTECTION CONSULTANCY SERVICES

SUMMARY

1. PURPOSE OF REPORT

To seek approval to advertise and compile a restricted list of tenderers and
go to tender for consultancy services for two coast protection schemes

detailed in the recent Shoreline Management Plan Review SMP2.

2. SUMMARY OF CONTENTS
Background regarding outputs from SMP2.

3. RELEVANCE TO PORTFOLIO MEMBER

The Portfolio Holder has responsibility for coast protection issues.

4. TYPE OF DECISION
This is a non key decision.
5. DECISION MAKING ROUTE
This is an executive decision made by the Portfolio Holder.

6. DECISION(S) REQUIRED

Portfolio Holder approval to advertise and compile a restricted list of
tenderers and go to tender for individual consultancy services for coast
protection in order to progress the Town Wall Scheme and Seaton Carew

Strategy Study.

Backup of 0924 Restricted Tender Proc edur e for C oast Protection Consultancy Services 1of3
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Report of: Head of Technical Services

Subject: RESTRICTED TENDER PROCEDURE FOR COAST

PROTECTION CONSULTANCY SERVICES

11

2.1

2.2

2.3

24

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To seek approval to advertise and compile a restricted list of tenderers and
go to tender for consultancy services for two coast protection schemes
detailed in the recent Shoreline Management Plan Review SMP2.

BACKGROUND

Following consideration of a report dated 30thApriI 2007, Cabinet approved
that:-

(i) The SMP 2 plan be adopted as Council Policy and the suggested
policies, strategies and schemes be progressed subject to appropriate
financial provision being available.

(i) Thata copy of the plan be displayed in the Central Library

The report detailed that the outcomes which are likely to attract DEFRA
grant funding were:-

() Town Wall:
Detailed Scheme Project Appraisal Report and physical construction of
scheme to protect the Scheduled Ancient Monument Town Walll

(i) Seaton Carew: Strategy study from Newburn Bridge to Tees Estuary

The Project Appraisal Report (application for 100% grant funding) for the
Seaton Carew Strategy Study has been submitted to DEFRA and itis likely
that funding will be made available to commence the strategy this financial
year and this should be confimed shortly.

We are currentlyin a handover period between DEFRA and the Environment
Agency for coast protection and as the Town Wall scheme has not yet been
submitted for consideration, it has been included in the Medium Term Plan
recently submitted to the Environment Agency. Spend has been allocated
against the scheme in this financial year for scheme preparation (design

etc), however itis expected that the outcome of the submission will not be
known until January 2008.

Backup of 0924 Restricted Tender Proc edur e for C oast Protection Consultancy Services 20f3
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2.5

2.6

3.0

3.1

4.0

4.1

In order to progress, itis proposed that a restricted tender procedure (in
accordance with EU and UK procurement law, the Council's Contract
Procedure Rules, the National Procurement Strategy and the e-government
agenda) is followed and tenders are sought for consultancy services for both
the Town Wall Detailed Project Appraisal Report and Seaton Carew Strategy
Study.

For both schemes, a further report will be submitted for consideration once a
preferred consultant is selected and budget provision is known.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The advertising costs and production of tender documents can be funded
through the coast protection revenue budgetin the shortterm, and the
design costs recovered retrospectively once grant approval is received.

RECOMMENDATION

Portfolio Holder approval to advertise and compile a restricted list of
tenderers and go to tender for individual consultancy services for coast
protection in order to progress the Town Wall Scheme and Seaton Carew
Strategy Study.

Backup of 0924 Restricted Tender Proc edur e for C oast Protection Consultancy Services 30f3
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NEIGHBOURHOOD AND COMMUNITIES

PORTFOLIO
Report to Portfolio Holder
24 September 2007 oLy
Report of: Head of Technical Services
Subject: WESTMORELAND STREET PROPOSED

TRAFFIC REGULATION ORDER -
OBJECTIONS

SUMMARY

1. PURPOSE OF REPORT

1.1 To seek approval for the Traffic Regulation following objections to the
above scheme.

2. SUMMARY OF CONTENTS

21 This report details the information collected in relation to the objections
on the following Traffic Regulation Order.

3. RELEVANCE TO PORTFOLIO HOLDER

3.1 The Portfolio Holder has responsibility for traffic and transportation
issues.

4. TYPE OF DECISION

4.1 This is a non-key decision.

5. DECISION MAKING ROUTE

51 This is an executive decision made by the Portfolio Holder.

6. DECISION(S) REQUIRED

That the Traffic Regulation Order outlined in the report be approved.
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Report of: Head of Technical Services

Subject: WESTMORELAND STREET PROPOSED

TRAFFIC REGULATION ORDER -
OBJECTIONS

11

21

2.2

2.3

2.4

2.5

3.1

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To seek approval for the traffic regulation order, following objections ©
the above scheme.

BACKGROUND

Westmoreland Street — PROHIBITION OF WAITING ORDER
(Appendix 1)

3 objections have been made (Appendices 2, 3 and 4) to the section of
lines being extended from Stockton Road into Westmoreland Street.
The complainants have stated that the introduction of the yellow lines
would affect their businesses.

The proposal to extend these lines was agreed because delivery
vehicles and school coaches are having great difficulties in getting to
the school car park. This is having an affect on the running of the
school, especially with school meal deliveries.

These restrictions would also improve child road safety as it has been

identified that the children are sometimes crossing Westmoreland
Street between parked vehicles.

From carrying out a site visit of this location it was also identified that if
vehicles are parking at the abowve location they will cause an
obstruction for any emergency vehicle wishing to enter the car park.

In order to try and address the concems expressed, the businesses
will be contacted along with New Deal for Communities to identify
possible solutions.

OFHCER ADVICE

That the Traffic Regulation Order outlined in the report be approved.
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APPENDIX 1

TITLE

APPENDIE 1
HARTLEPOOL BOROUGH COUNCIL el a-PHEn
DEPT. OF ENVIRONMENT & DEVELOPMENT LK ey O
HEAD OF TECHNICAL BERVICES: A HHITH DRG. NO, REV. |
M50, 524
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APPENDIX 2
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Stranton Business Centre Limited

47 Stockton Rood + Horlepoaol + TS25 1TX Tel: 01429 280444 « Fax Mo 01429 280654

Chief Solicior

Hartlepool Borough Council
Civic Centre

Yictoria Road

Hastlzponl

TS24 BAY

Mr. 1. A, Brown l LHiL. P e | i 3™ July 2007

¢ Jur mm

AT T e e——
GEAT AT ———— ——
FIE M8\ s e

[Dear Sir
Subject Parking Restriction Westmoreland Sireel. Hartlepool Ref 6314
We write to strongly object tno the above restriction of parking in Westmoreland Street,

The Jm:h_ of [:n-lkin; in the area is disgracefisl. Stockton Street in front of our premises has a single
yellow line which prehibits clicnis who visit oar premises 1o conduct business the only place 10
park is Westmoreland Street,

The parking issue has been subject 1o a dispute with the local authority regarding parking for our
stafT and clients who find it very difficult to park and therefore it cost iy business income.

We are a growing business requiring parklag for our clients which has never been a problem in
ihe past. This will cause us a restriction of trade.

Last year a program to improve parking for resident in the area was put forward and we were
asked for our thoughts which we give and made what we thought were pasitive suggestions
-a.:hlr.'h would have helped the sitsation, these were totally ignared by the powers that be and they
did not fieel the need to come back and even discuss the situstion. Is this to be the same outcome?

I can only assume that this restriction has come about because we complained sbout the canstaker
from the school who constantly put out cones on the rosd without permission and we complmined
about the situation 1o the local nuthority and the police who new mothing about the siteation. We
spokie with the headmaster who removed the cones immediately.

Y ours faithflly
o nﬁ
Calin B. Griffiths
Stranton Business Centre Lid




Neighbourhood and Communities Portfolio — 24 September 2007

APPENDIX 3
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Mr J Browen
Chief sclicitor
Harlepool Barough Council
Civic Centra
Wictaria Road
Harliepool
TS24 gAY
xarar

C=ar Sir,
Tha subject of parking restrictions Wesimoreland Stree
Hartlepool, Reference 6314

As & business operating from Stranton Business Centre, which is
siuated adjacent to 'Westmorsland Sirest, may | take this opparunity
fo abject sirangly 1o the proposad resirictions,

Stranton Business Cenire currently holds three buginassas and s in
the thraws of Building wark 1o greatly improve the bullding. Increased
trade for all three businasses in plannad and the footfall through the
pramises will dramatically increase, | have never before put pen o
paper, however leel sirangly thal &s a centre of lecal business, we
are striving to buld and move foneard. This | feed, will ba
compromised by the restrictive parking proposed unless we can
come up with allernatiee parking arrangerments. | am of the
underatanding that a leng runrng, for want of & bettar word
“squabila” exsts around the parking issua in this area. | suggest a
common sense approach, Mamely, any nterested paries and
decigion makers sil down, knee (o kree and come up with & suftabs
galution.

May | ask you 1o pass this on te the relevant depariment and ask tha
said depariment to contact me at their eardkesi conveniance.

Waurs Taithlully

Weill Turner

2.3
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APPENDIX 4
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TE24 BAY 3 July 2007
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Diaar Sir
Proposed Parking Restriction - Westmorsland Strest. Ref 8114
Latiar of Objection

| am wriling b cbject 10 the propesed parking resrchon delaing above

‘Wi havwe made several consiructive suggestions. to the council reganding parking in the ana
which is aimost cerainly causing problems for residenis and businesses in cur building,
particularly when the Sirenion Canire & holding & funclion

Our building is currently baing improved with finandal aesistance from e council This is
clecigned b prcvicks an Improssd working erninonmend, aliracting mone business and craating
mees jobs. Your propesal appears o contradict these objecives.

I mmermis et Thée propoded restricion is desgned o solve 8 probiem el does nol nsally exist, or

& | missing something? A1 the mement {1.30 pm Tuesday] there & only one vehick parked in
ha sreal CRUBING P hindranca 1 ciher vehicles or padesiians. What is e problam?

Sacondly, before going ahead with the proposal | am sure that your 1eam of professionals will
Farve considaned the implications. of the restriction and examined alernatie parking faciflies
Could you el me whare (hesa ara? Wil we be allowed to park in the Sirandon Cenire oo park?

Il ook forsand o your eply.

(?:H"f:a
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