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1. Purpose of Report 

1.1  Cabinet is asked to consider the following reference from the meeting of 
the Overview & Scrutiny Commission held on 10 January 2013  

 

2. Call-In of Cabinet Decision concerning the Sale of Land at 
Mackenzie Road, Thetford 

2.1 On 16 October 2012, the Executive Member for Assets & Strategic 
Development approved the sale of Council owned land at Mackenzie 
Road under delegated powers. 

2.2 The Decision was published on 18 October 2012 and was subsequently 
‘Called-In’ at the request of the Ward Representative on the following 
grounds:  

 ‘It is a controversial matter and it is important that the proposal to take 
the matter forward is carefully considered – further scrutiny of the options 
would hopefully confirm that this proposal from Council officers is the 
best solution for the problem and that the authority would be acting with 
the wider interests of the local community at the forefront of its 
considerations.’  

2.3 The matter was discussed at the Overview & Scrutiny Commission 
meeting held on 29 November 2012.  Members received a copy of the 
Executive Decision Notice, a copy of the report and Councillor Jermy 
provided additional information and photographs (all attached). 

2.4 After a lengthy debate Members considered that more evidence was 
needed to support the assertion by Mr R that he had used the land for 
parking his vehicles for 20 years, thereby giving him a prescriptive right. 

2.5 Members resolved to defer the decision and delay the sale until the 
matter could be reconsidered at the next meeting of the Commission 
with more evidence on the period of time that the land had been used by 
Mr R. 

2.6 At the following meeting of the Overview & Scrutiny Commission held on 
10 January 2013 the Council’s Land Management Officer gave Members 
a verbal update. 

 



 

2.7 To obtain evidence from Mr R or his solicitors it would be necessary to 
take enforcement action.  The proposal was to write to Mr R and his 
Solicitors advising them that if they did not provide evidence then 
enforcement action would be taken on a specific date.  The action would 
involve the lifting of any vehicles on site on the day, the reinstatement of 
the land (the shingle being removed and replaced by top soil) and the 
erection of 20 bollards. 

2.8 Once the enforcement action was set out in the letter it would be 
necessary for the Council to proceed with the work.  The cost of that 
work was about £2,500 to £3,000.  That amount did not include officer 
time and resources and police attendance (which would be required).  
There was no funding available to take that action.   

2.9 Members supported the proposal to take action to encourage Mr R to 
provide evidence of his right.  If proof was not forthcoming, the action 
would prevent him from continuing to misuse the land. 

 RECOMMEND TO CABINET that funds should be made available to 
enable enforcement action to be taken. 

 


