Minutes

NORTH Planning Committee
30 January 2019
Meeting held at Committee Room 5 - Civic Centre, High Street, Uxbridge
Committee Members Present:
Councillors Eddie Lavery (Chairman), Duncan Flynn (Vice-Chairman), Scott Farley,
Becky Haggar, Henry Higgins, John Oswell, Devi Radia, Robin Sansarpuri and
Steve Tuckwell
LBH Officers Present:
Glen Egan (Office Managing Partner - Legal Services), Mandip Malhotra (Strategic and
Major Applications Manager), Richard Michalski, James Rodger (Head of Planning,
Transportation and Regeneration) and Luke Taylor (Democratic Services Officer)
138. APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE (Agenda Item 1)
There were no apologies for absence.
139. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST IN MATTERS COMING BEFORE THIS MEETING
(Agenda Item 2)
There were no declarations of interest.
140. TO SIGN AND RECEIVE THE MINUTES OF THE PREVIOUS MEETING (Agenda
Item 3)
RESOLVED: That the minutes from the meeting held on 9 January 2019 be
approved as a correct record.
141. MATTERS THAT HAVE BEEN NOTIFIED IN ADVANCE OR URGENT (Agenda Item
4)
None.
142. TO CONFIRM THAT THE ITEMS OF BUSINESS MARKED PART 1 WILL BE
CONSIDERED IN PUBLIC AND THAT THE ITEMS MARKED PART 2 WILL BE
CONSIDERED IN PRIVATE (Agenda Item 5)
It was confirmed that all items marked Part I would be considered in public, and all
items marked Part II would be considered in private.
143. 31 FRITHWOOD AVENUE, NORTHWOOD - 8032/APP/2018/4117 (Agenda Item 6)
Change of use of the building from a 12-bedroom bed and breakfast (Use Class
C1) to a seven-bedroom care facility (Use Class C2) for persons with early onset
dementia and dual diagnosis impairments.

Officers introduced the application and noted the addendum, which outlined a
corrected plan.
A petitioner addressed the Committee and noted that two petitions were submitted to
the Council opposing the application. The petitioner stated that there was no objection
to the premise of a care facility, but the location was unacceptable given its close
proximity to Frithwood Primary School and its impact on local roads and residents.
Councillors were informed that there could be a daily chance that school children could
encounter residents of the care facility, some of whom may suffer from serious mental
health issues such as alcohol / drug dependency and schizophrenia. It would therefore
prove difficult to ensure the safety of local children at all times, and the high number of
traffic movements could also lead to incidents. As such, Members were urged to reject
the application at this location.
Councillor Carol Melvin, Ward Councillor for Northwood, provided a written statement
to the Chairman which stated that although the application had been scaled down, it
was in an inappropriate location due to its proximity to residents and school children.
Councillor Melvin suggested that localised criminal behaviour could be possible and the
Police submitted concerns regarding the application. As such, the Committee was
urged to reject the application.
The Committee sympathised with the concerns of local residents, and while the need
for a care facility was understandable, the location was unsuitable, particularly due to
the proximity to a local school.
As such, the officer’s recommendation was moved and seconded, and upon being put
to a vote, was unanimously agreed.
RESOLVED: That the application be refused.
144. R/O 17-21 THE CLOSE, EASTCOTE, PINNER - 11448/APP/2018/2541 (Agenda Item
7)
Two-storey building for use as Class B1 (Business) (Outline Application with all
matters reserved).
Officers introduced the report and noted the addendum, which included an additional
condition. The Committee was informed that the Planning Inspector allowed an appeal
in 2009 on a plan that was almost identical to the plan before the Committee.
A petitioner spoke in objection to the application, and noted that to date, all applications
were refused by Committee and the Planning Inspector, except one that was allowed
by the Inspector in 2009, but permission had lapsed on this application. Members
heard that there were further refusals in both 2012 and 2017, and the current
application was a similar height to that refused in 2012, as the applicant was unable to
screen the second floor due to the height of the building, which led to a loss of local
amenity. Furthermore, in 2005 the Planning Committee noted it was impossible to
screen a dwelling of 5.5m in height. The Committee heard that the application would
lead to overshadowing and overlooking, and was situated between car parks and
drainage for the local homes.
The Committee conceded that it may be constrained by the Planning Inspectorate
decision in 2009, but sought clarification on the differences between the application
and the scheme that was refused by the Inspectorate in 2012. Officers confirmed that
the 2012 plans did differ from the current application, but further information would be

required to demonstrate this to the Committee.
As such, Members moved a motion to defer the application for further information on
2012 plans that were refused by the Planning Inspectorate. The Committee also noted
that it would be helpful to receive further information on the application if possible, but
accepted that this was at outline application with all matters reserved.
The motion to defer the application was seconded and unanimously agreed at a vote.
RESOLVED: That the application be deferred.
145. 1 MANOR HOUSE DRIVE, NORTHWOOD - 27306/APP/2018/3045 (Agenda Item 8)
Two-storey building with habitable roofspace to consist of five two-bed flats with
associated amenity space and parking, involving demolition of existing dwelling.
Officers introduced the report which sought to erect five two-bed flats.
A petitioner spoke in objection to the application, and noted there were 33 signatures
on the petition. The Committee heard that application was an overdevelopment of a
site which is not large, and would lead to the loss of privacy for Nos 2, 3 and 4 Manor
House Drive. The petitioner explained that the road was a cul-de-sac with 17 homes
and was not suitable for flats, which would also have a detrimental impact on local
amenity and parking, as Manor House Drive already had parking issues which would
be exacerbated by this application, and access for large vehicles such as refuse
vehicles could be problematic.
The Head of Planning, Regeneration and Transportation noted that a previous refusal
by the Planning Inspector focussed on the scale and bulk of the application, and not
parking.
The Committee expressed concerns regarding the size and bulk of the application, and
noted it was too large for the site. As such, the officer’s recommendation was moved,
seconded and unanimously agreed.
RESOLVED: That the application be refused.
146. 186 FIELD END ROAD, EASTCOTE - 2294/APP/2018/2832 (Agenda Item 9)
Field End Road
Erection of three-storey building with habitable roof space to include B1 office
space and two two-bed, one one-bed self-contained flats, involving demolition of
existing two-storey B1 offices.
Officers introduced the application and noted the addendum, which clarified Reason for
Refusal 3.
Councillors noted that the report was accurate and moved, seconded and unanimously
agreed the recommendation at a vote.
RESOLVED: That the application be refused.
147. ENFORCEMENT REPORT (Agenda Item 10)

RESOLVED:
1. That the enforcement action as recommended in the officer’s report was
agreed; and,
2. That the Committee resolved to release their decision and the reasons for it
outlined in the report into the public domain, solely for the purposes of it
issuing the formal breach of condition notice to the individual concerned.
This item is included in Part II as it contains information which a) is likely to reveal the
identity of an individual, and b) contains information which reveals that the authority
proposes to give, under an enactment, a notice under or by virtue of which
requirements are imposed on a person. The authority believes that the public interest in
withholding the Information outweighs the public interest in disclosing it (exempt
information under paragraphs 2 and 6(a) of Part 1 of Schedule 12A to the Local
Government (Access to Information) Act 1085 as amended).
The meeting, which commenced at 8.00 pm, closed at 8.46 pm.
These are the minutes of the above meeting. For more information on any of the
resolutions please contact Luke Taylor on 01895 250 693. Circulation of these minutes
is to Councillors, Officers, the Press and Members of the Public.
The public part of this meeting was filmed live on the Council's YouTube
Channel to increase transparency in decision-making, however these minutes
remain the official and definitive record of proceedings.

