
 

 

T 

Thurrock Strategic Infrastructure Board (TSIB) 

 
Meeting Minutes 
Date: July 16, 2025 
Time: 03:00 pm 
Location: Microsoft Teams 

 

Attendees 

Board Members Present: 

• Priscilla Omede – Planning (Deputised for chair) 
• Navtej Tung – Strategic Transport 
• Peter Wright – Highways and Transport  
• Keith Andrews – Housing Development  
• Christopher Wade – Housing  
• Edward Brotherton – Sport and Environment  
• Christopher Smith – Health and Social Care Transformation  
• Helen Horrocks – Public Health  
• Laura Last – Finance  
• Natalie Smith – Communities  
• Isratu Marah – Planning  

Apologies: 

• Ashley Baldwin – Planning (Chair) 

• Rocchina Raymond – Recreation and Leisure  

• Sarah Williams – Education  

• Christopher Wade – Housing  

• George McCullough – Regeneration  

• Anthony Fletcher – Performance and Intelligence  

• Michele Lucas – Education 

• Gloria Ighodaro – Housing, Economic Development and Regeneration 

• Louise Neilan – Communications 

• Claire Demmel – Place  

• Sharon Stoltz – Public Health  

• Kate Kozlova-Boran – Economic Development and Skills  

• Claire Brown – Legal  

 

Agenda Points  

(PO) presented and referred to Power Point slides of the following agenda points.  
 
Overall S106 Position 
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(PO) provided a general overview of the S106 Programmes’ current position. 
 

• Previous amount available as of June 2025 - £14,699,647.21 

• Amount available as of June 2025 - £14,723,288.38 

• Total Spend for this year - £168,569.08 
 

(PO) explained she has raised to (AB), who will then relay to EDMT, that there exists 
some delays to spending. (PO) noted that she is aware and has further raised what 
the constraints to achieve spending are (workloads, service pressures, other factors 
determining the spending of S106).  
 
(KA) asked for clarification on the sum of money for Affordable Housing under the 
‘Feasible - Service Progressing’ category. (KA) highlighted that this figure has now 
been committed to a project and questioned whether this needed to then be moved to 
a further or different category. (PO) explained that this is the ‘highest’ category, and a 
committed project will remain under same category.  
 
 
Amount Spent in Last Month 
 
(PO) noted successful S106 spending in the last month:  
 

• Highways and Transportation [19/00271/FUL]  
£82,000.00 - Bus Service 22 (of which 50% is recovered from this S106) 
(recovered from previous year).  
 
(PO) noted that since it is now July, this will now be recovered from this financial 
year. This was confirmed by (LL).  

 
Amount Received in Last Month   
 
(PO) noted contributions that have been received in the last month:  
 

• Housing [23/00547/FUL]  
£10,000.00 – 6th payment received.  

 
Recently Completed Projects  
 
(PO) displayed images of the playground and play equipment installed as part of 
improvements to Orsett Heath (sports and recreation). [14/00305/FUL]. (PO) 
highlighted the success of this project  
(EB) added that a few more projects are looking to carry out similar works, but these 
will involve a Multi-Use Games Area (MUGA).  
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Thurrock Association Forum – 15.07.2025  
 
(PO) relayed that she attended the Thurrock Association Forum, where community 
forums came together for their monthly AGM. (PO) noted that there were some key 
points raised during the meeting.  
 
(PO) shared that the Forums had asked for a policy around interest for obligations and 
if this is something that can be added to future applications. (PO) directed this question 
to (LL). Furthermore, Forums enquired where we have requested to vary agreements 
from the signatory, if they (the Forums) can agree how the money can be spent. (PO) 
noted that she responded to the query, saying that funds are to be spent in line with 
the individual legal agreement, and therefore will have to be taken on a case-by-case 
basis.  
 
(KA) questioned whether the Forums are asking for a decision-making role. (PO) 
responded that the decision-making role would be the Forums suggesting ideas for 
spending. (NS) highlighted the similar/supplementary role of the Infrastructure 
Requirement List, which Forums can input into.  
 
In relation to the interest query, (LL) stated that she can get something pulled together, 
but agreed with (PO) that it would depend on the individual legal wording, so a case-
by-case basis would have to be taken.  
 
(PO) then highlighted the next Forum meeting, which will take place in late 
September/October at the Council. (PO) noted that she will confirm a date and 
cascade to teams, as their assistance for this meeting be required. (NS) questioned 
whether the voluntary sector is to be involved. (PO) This will need to be discussed 
further and agreed.  
 
(PO) asked the Group whether there was any input regarding the Forum meeting 
format. No feedback given; consensus was that the format worked well.  
 
(CS) added it may be helpful to have someone from the Integrated Care Board or the 
Thurrock Alliance from a Healthcare perspective.  
 
(PO) noted the final key point raised regarding how much income is held in Escrow 
accounts.  (LL) stated she will enquire. 
 
Action: PO to provide references to LL  
 
Action: PO and LL to work together to produce interest policy for future S106 
agreements.  
 
Board Approval Process 
 
Healthcare – presented by PO – 1 item  

• Board agreed to an allocation of £5000 to the East Tilbury Defibrillator Fund. 
[13/00165/ETL] 
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(PO) noted that typical use involves replacing pads and batteries). The Fund 
requires additional funds to continue.  
 
(NS) asked whether this is for the NHS to use or is it community led. (PO) replied 
that it is community led. (NS) stated she is happy to support the project but the 
person/body that suggested this should be involved.  

 
No objections, taken as agreed.  
 

(NS) enquired on the existence of and emphasised the need to form an agreement 
that will ensure the funds will be spent on this project. (NS) further highlighted having 
an agreed Terms and Conditions, a project monitoring form and a Grant Funding 
Agreement Form. (PO) noted she was aware of the Grant Funding Agreement Form 
but requested that (NS) sends her the Project Management Form.  
 
Action: NS to send PO project management form 
 
AOB  
 
(NS) detailed that she met with Gary Staples and discussed the risk of losing some 
S106 funds due to expiration. Further detailed how the Council is looking at utilising 
these funds for a community integrated hub in East Tilbury. (NS) highlighted how it 
would be good proceed with a business case for this, if funds are at risk of being lost. 
This issue was suggested to be raised here.  
 
(PO) added further information stating: The signatory is open to negotiation but has 
initially rejected the new proposal. 
 
(KA) asked who the developer for this contribution is. (PO) Permission Homes.  
 
(HH) asked for clarification on why the signatory did not agree with the proposal. (PO) 
explained that they did not believe the community hub meets the CIL requirements 
test. (HH) further asked these tests are.  (PO) responded that the proposal must be 
necessary, directly related and relative to the scale of the development. The developer 
thinks the proposal is no longer relative to the scale of the development anymore, as 
this was now over 10 years ago. The briefing note detailed how we think the proposal 
does meet the requirement, but we will have to await further communication.  
 
 

END OF MEETING  
 
 


