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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL 
 

MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE 
 

HOUSING POLICY DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE 
 

TUESDAY 20 JANUARY, 2008 AT 4.00 P.M. 
 

IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK 
 

PART 1 
 

 
PRESENT:  Councillors 
 

  

Williams, B. (Chairman) 
Bernard, J. (Vice-Chairman) 

 
 Beddows, J. 
 Meaden, R.G. 
 

Morgan, C.W.J. 
Williams, Mrs. P. 

 
 

(Apologies for absence were received from Councillors F.W.C. Allen, D.I. Dixon and Mrs. A.F. Bernard). 
  
23. Minutes 
  
 AGREED: 
  
 That the Minutes of the meeting held on 1 December, 2008 be approved as a correct 

record subject to the following amendments:  
  
 Minute No. 22 – Delivery of Affordable Housing.  

 
Paragraph 5 should read “by 2006/07 with 86 having been achieved this year” and not by 
2010-11 with 80 having been achieved this year. 
 
Paragraph 15 should read “the Chairman stated that 10% of tenants” and not 70% of 
tenants”. 
 
Paragraph 18 should read “£300K” and not £600K. 

   
24. Abandonment of the Right to Buy 
  
 Consideration was given to a Briefing Note of the Head of Housing (Enclosure 4.1 – 4.2 of 

the Official Minutes of the Council). 
  
 The Head of Housing reported that Birmingham City Council currently had no campaign 

and no proposals regarding the Right to Buy.  
  



Housing Policy 
Development Committee-20/01/08 22 

 AGREED: 
  
 That the Briefing Note be noted. 
  
25. Sheltered Housing Accommodation – Allocation to Owner-Occupiers 
  
 Consideration was given to a Briefing Note of the Head of Housing (Enclosure 5.1 – 5.7of 

the Official Minutes of the Council). 
  
 The Head of Housing reported that the five vacancies in respect of sheltered 

accommodation as stated in the report had now increased to eight. Seven of these were at 
Gracemore Court and one at Caxton Court. All the vacancies related to bed-sit 
accommodation with shared bathrooms which did not meet the aspirations of many elderly 
households.  

  
 AGREED: 
  
 That Cabinet be recommended to: 
  
 (A) Remove the equity limit and the requirement for a minimum category two medical 

 priority in respect of the allocation of sheltered housing to owner-occupiers. 
  
 (B) That the revised policy in respect of the eligibility criteria for the allocation of 

 sheltered housing to owner/occupiers be reviewed after 12 months.  
  
26. Allocations Policy 
  
 Consideration was given to a Briefing Note of the Head of Housing (Enclosure 6 of the 

Official Minutes of the Council). 
  
 Members referred to the Ineligibility for Housing Allocation and were keen to know what 

the process involved. Nigel Haywood, Tenancy Services Manager reported on how an 
application for homelessness was assessed to determine the eligibility for the allocation of 
a property. He stated that although a person could have previous convictions it did not 
automatically exclude them from applying from accommodation but in certain specific 
circumstances they could be excluded from the housing register.   

  
 Members asked what would happen if it was found that a tenant was supplying drugs from 

a Council property. Nigel Haywood stated that the Council would seek a possession order 
through the courts, and referred to a recent police raid on a property where drug 
paraphernalia was found, a notice was issued to the tenant due to a breech of the tenancy 
conditions. He stated however that on occasions a suspended possession order rather 
than an immediate possession order had been granted.  

  
 AGREED:  
  
 (A) That the Briefing Note be noted. 
  
 (B) That a copy of the Council’s current Allocations Policy be forwarded to all 

 Members of the Council. 
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27. Second Doors to Bungalows 
  
 Consideration was given to a Briefing Note of the Head of Housing (Enclosure 7.1 – 7.3 of 

the Official Minutes of the Council). 
  
 The Head of Housing reported that based on the results of the tenants survey it was 

estimated some177 tenants would wish to have a second door provided if the second 
doors to bungalows programme was re-introduced. This estimate was based on the 116 
households who had requested a door through the survey together with 50% of those 
tenants who had not responded. The cost of re-introducing the programme in accordance 
with these assumptions was estimated to be £198,240.  

  
 It was reported that a potential option to fund the programme was to cease to provide the 

£100 kitchen floor allowance, which was paid to tenants following kitchen replacement 
works. The cessation of the allowance would result in savings of £184,000 over seven 
years which would enable the second doors to bungalow programme to be implemented 
as part of the external envelope works programme. Over the same period, as previously 
agreed by the Committee on 26 August, 2008. The £14,250 “balance” of the required 
funding then be provided so via virement the minor works programme.    

  
 It was reported that the kitchen floor allowance took a substantial amount of their time to 

process and that a number of tenants expressed dissatisfaction with the amount that was 
paid.  

  
 Members sought clarification on the works that would be provided. The Head of Housing 

reported that tenants would have the choice of a “combination frame” (door and window) 
or a patio door located in the rear bedroom/living room as appropriate in accordance with 
the specifications previously agreed by the Committee on 26 August, 2008. 

  
 A member asked about the low return in relation to the survey undertaken to ascertain 

whether tenants would wish to have a second door on their bungalow. Other Members of 
the Committee were of the opinion that the return for the survey was good although it was 
pointed out that some elderly tenants may have been unable to fill in the survey or that it 
could have been “lost” amongst “junk mail”. The Head of Housing stressed that all tenants 
including those who had refused the work or had failed to reply to the questionnaire would 
be visited as part of the external envelope surveys to ascertain whether or not they wished 
to have a second door provided and if so, whether they wished to have a “combination 
frame” or patio door installed. 

  
 Members asked about the availability of grant funding or other financial assistance for the 

proposed re-introduction of the programme. The Head of Housing reported that no 
sources of external funding were available to assist with the provision of second doors to 
bungalows. However, additional funding had been provided by both Staffordshire County 
Council and the South Staffordshire Primary Care Trust to help provide disabled facilities 
works to Council owned properties. 

  
 The Head of Housing confirmed the previous recommendations of the Housing Policy 

Development Committee on 26 August, 2008 that subject to a second doors to bungalows 
programme being re-introduced: - 
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 (A) That the programme is undertaken as part of the external envelope works 

 programme over a seven year period, in accordance with the external envelope 
 works priority programme. 
 
(B) That the programme is implemented in accordance with the specification as set 
 out in the report. 
 
(C) That tenants are able to refuse the work and that where the work is refused, a 
 second door provided as par of the Council’s “re-let standard” when a bungalow 
 becomes void. 

  
 AGREED: 
  
 That Cabinet be recommended that a second doors to bungalows programme is funded 

by ceasing to provide kitchen floor replacement allowances (£184,000) and through 
virement from the minor works budget (£14,250). 

  
28. Future Strategy for the Council’s Housing Stock 
  
 Consideration was given to a Briefing Note of the Head of Housing (Enclosure 8.1 – 8.2 of 

the Official Minutes of the Council). 
  
 AGREED:  
  
 That the Briefing Note be noted.  
  
  
  
  
  
 CHAIRMAN 
 


