
Minutes

CENTRAL & South Planning Committee

2 May 2019

Meeting held at Committee Room 5 - Civic Centre, High Street, Uxbridge

Committee Members Present: 
Councillors Ian Edwards (Chairman), Shehryar Ahmad-Wallana, Mohinder Birah, 
Nicola Brightman, Roy Chamdal, Alan Chapman, Janet Duncan, John Morse (In place 
of Jazz Dhillon) and Steve Tuckwell (In place of David Yarrow)

Also In Attendance:
Councillor Raymond Graham (Ward Councillor for Uxbridge North)

LBH Officers Present: 
James Rodger (Head of Planning and Enforcement), Meghji Hirani (Planning Contracts 
& Planning Information), Armid Akram (Highways Development Control Officer), Nicole 
Cameron (Legal Advisor) and Neil Fraser (Democratic Services Officer)

238.    APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE  (Agenda Item 1)

Apologies were received from Councillors Dhillon and Yarrow. Councillors Morse and 
Tuckwell were present as their substitutes, respectively.

239.    DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST IN MATTERS COMING BEFORE THIS MEETING  
(Agenda Item 2)

Councillor Chapman declared a non-pecuniary interest in respect of Item 17, in that he 
had reported the matter. Councillor Chapman left the room when the item was 
determined.

240.    TO SIGN AND RECEIVE THE MINUTES OF THE PREVIOUS MEETING  (Agenda 
Item 3)

RESOLVED – That the minutes of the meeting held on 9 April 2019 be approved 
as a correct record.

241.    MATTERS THAT HAVE BEEN NOTIFIED IN ADVANCE OR URGENT  (Agenda Item 
4)

The Chairman advised that a new enforcement item, Item 18, had been added to the 
meeting agenda as an urgent item.

242.    TO CONFIRM THAT THE ITEMS OF BUSINESS MARKED PART I WILL BE 
CONSIDERED IN PUBLIC AND THAT THE ITEMS MARKED PART 2 WILL BE 
CONSIDERED IN PRIVATE  (Agenda Item 5)

It was confirmed that items 1-13 were marked as Part I and would be considered in 
public. Items 14-18 were marked as Part II, and would therefore be considered in 



private.

243.    1A BATH ROAD HEATHROW - 35805/APP/2018/4330  (Agenda Item 6)

Covered external seating area to side

Officers introduced the report and highlighted the addendum, asserting that the 
proposed development would represent inappropriate development within the Green 
Belt, being as it was located within a Nature Conservation Site of Metropolitan or 
Borough Grade I Importance. Concerns remained over the development’s impact on 
nearby residential occupiers, from whom several objections had been received.

The applicant had failed to submit any details of any special circumstances which could 
justify the development within the Green Belt, that the development would assimilate 
into the surrounding area, or that unacceptable levels of noise and disturbance to 
nearby residential occupiers would not occur. For these reasons, the application was 
recommended for refusal.

Officers also recommended that the wording of refusal reason 4 be amended to 
correctly list DMEI policy 7, rather than 6, and that any associated wording be tweaked 
to match that policy.

The Chairman highlighted that a petition in objection to the application had been 
received. However, neither the petitioner nor the agent/applicant were present to 
address the Committee.

Members felt that the proposed development was unacceptable within the Green Belt, 
and moved the officer’s recommendations. These were seconded, and when put to a 
vote, unanimously agreed.

RESOLVED:  That the application be refused, and that the Head of Planning and 
Enforcement be delegated authority to amend refusal reason 4 as set out above.

244.    LAND ADJACENT TO 26 HAWTHORNE CRESCENT - 44222/APP/2019/323  
(Agenda Item 7)

The item was withdrawn prior to the meeting.

245.    51 SWEETCROFT LANE HILLINGDON - 33932/APP/2018/3224  (Agenda Item 8)

4 x two storey, 4-bed, detached dwellings with habitable roofspace,
associated parking and amenity space and installation of vehicular crossovers

Officers introduced the report, and asserted that due to its siting and layout, the 
development would fail to harmonise with the existing local and historic context of the 
surrounding area. For these reasons, the application was recommended for refusal.

A petitioner addressed the Committee in objection to the application. Points highlighted 
included:

 The application was located within an Area of Special Local Character, and was 
not congruent with existing houses.

 The development would result in a cramped development within the application 
site.



 The proposed number of trees to be removed was unacceptable, and there was 
no space for large replacement trees. This would make it difficult for the Council 
to achieve its aim of achieving carbon neutrality.

 There was existing access from Sweetcroft Lane, so there was no need for the 
proposed extension.

 The proposed development did not include a turning circle, which would make it 
difficult for delivery, refuse and emergency service vehicles to manoeuvre, while 
making the area unsafe for pedestrians.

The agent for the application addressed the Committee. Points highlighted included:

 This was still an early planning outline, which could be amended.
 The proposed extension from Portman Gardens was a natural extension.
 Access from Sweetcroft Lane was currently difficult, being tight and with poor 

sightlines.
 An arborilogical report had been commissioned, and many of the trees to be 

removed were diseased or old. The proposal die include some planting. 
 The development would be screened by new trees.

Members sought clarity on a number of points, including what would happen to the 
access road to Sweetcroft Lane, once closed, and why the decision had been made to 
build four houses, rather than two. 

In response, the agent confirmed that the use of the access road was still to be 
determined, though it could potentially be sold to a neighbour. Regarding the decision 
to build four houses, this was due to a demand for smaller houses.

Councillor Raymond Graham addressed the Committee as Ward Councillor for 
Uxbridge North. Points highlighted included:

 The proposed development was bulky and failed to harmonize with the area.
 The removal of trees was a concern.
 The proposed new access was unacceptable.
 Due to its scale, proportion and mass, the development failed to enhance the 

area, and should be refused.

Members asserted that the proposed development site was backland development. 
Officers confirmed that this was the case, but was not referenced within the reasons for 
refusal, which were concerned with issues over the developments’ impact on the local 
area.

Officers recommended that that the wording of refusal reason 1 be amended to include 
reference to ‘cumulative tree loss’. In addition, it was recommended that for clarity, the 
word ‘rear’ and reference to Policy H12 be removed from paragraph 7.01 of the 
officer’s report. 

Members felt that the proposal was out of character with the existing street scene, and 
the officer’s recommendations were moved. These were seconded, and when out to a 
vote, unanimously agreed.

RESOLVED:  That the application be refused, and that the Head of Planning and 
Enforcement be delegated authority to amend refusal reason 1 and the officer 
report, as set out above.



246.    544 UXBRIDGE ROAD HILLINGDON - 44939/APP/2018/4122  (Agenda Item 9)

Change of use from retail/tattoo parlour (A1/Sui Generis) to restaurant/café (Use 
Class A3)

Officers introduced the report, and asserted that the loss of a retail unit would harm the 
shopping provision in the area. Council policies stated that at least 70% of the 
frontages within a primary shopping area should be of retail use. The most recent 
survey conducted showed a current level of just 54%, and so the loss of the retail/tattoo 
parlour was deemed to be unacceptable. Accordingly, the application was 
recommended for refusal.

The officer’s recommendation was moved, seconded, and when put to a vote, 
unanimously agreed.

RESOLVED: That the application be refused.

247.    1380 UXBRIDGE ROAD HILLINGDON - 71035/APP/2018/4401  (Agenda Item 10)

Erection of 3 storey building to provide 5 x 2-bed self contained flats with 
associated parking, cycle and waste storage (Outline planning with some 
matters reserved)

Officers introduced the report, highlighting that the proposal was a minor variation to a 
previously approved application, to increase the size of flats. The proposal was felt to 
have sufficient parking, and did not require the occupants to park off site. The 
application was recommended for approval.

Members suggested that Condition 6 be amended to include one active charging point 
for electric vehicles, together with storage for cycles and waste bins.

The recommendation, inclusive of the suggested amendments to Condition 6, was 
moved, seconded and when put to a vote, unanimously agreed.

RESOLVED: That the application be approved, subject to amendments to 
Condition 6.

248.    64 SEATON ROAD HAYES - 74378/APP/2018/4238  (Agenda Item 11)

The item was withdrawn prior to the meeting.

249.    51 BELMONT ROAD - 34151/APP/2018/4259  (Agenda Item 12)

Creation of third floor level, conversion of undercroft to office and creation of 4 x 
1-bed and 4 x 2-bed self contained flats with associated alterations to elevations

Officers introduced the report, highlighting that there was a prior approval in place at 
the site. There were no changes proposed to the pre-approved 14 residential units, and 
the new proposal was not considered to give rise to disturbance and noise for the 
future occupiers of the proposed residential flats. On this basis, the application was 
recommended for approval.

Members sought clarity regarding potential improvements to the building access. 
Officers advised that this could be addressed via an amendment to the Heads of 
Terms.



The officer’s recommendation, subject to the amendment to the Heads of Terms, was 
moved, seconded, and when put to a vote, unanimously agreed.

RESOLVED: That the application be approved, subject to amendment to the 
Heads of Terms.

250.    106 PORTERS WAY WEST DRAYTON - 72945/APP/2019/430  (Agenda Item 13)

Two storey side/rear extension, single storey rear extension and single storey 
front extension to allow conversion into 2 x studio flats and 1 x 1-bed self-
contained flat, with associated parking and amenity space

Officers introduced the report, highlighting that an extant planning permission for a two 
storey side extension and single storey rear extension was in place at the site. The new 
proposals, including the erection of a new 1.8m fence, were considered to represent a 
visually incongruous addition to the street scene, and furthermore, the proposal was 
considered an overdevelopment on the site given that it would fail to provide amenity 
space of sufficient size and quality. The application was therefore recommended for 
refusal.

Officers further recommended that the wording of Condition 2 be amended to 
emphasise the impact of the fencing on the street scene and amenity space.

Members sought clarity on whether the proposal included an external staircase. 
Officers confirmed that the staircase was enclosed within the building.

The officer’s recommendation, inclusive of the amendments to Condition 2, was 
moved, seconded, and when put to a vote, unanimously agreed.

RESOLVED: That the application be refused, and that the Head of Planning and 
Enforcement be delegated authority to amend the wording of Condition 2.

251.    ENFORCEMENT REPORT  (Agenda Item 14)

RESOLVED:

1. That the enforcement action as recommended in the officer’s report was 
agreed. 

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).

252.    ENFORCEMENT REPORT  (Agenda Item 15)

RESOLVED:



1. That the enforcement action as recommended in the officer’s report was 
agreed. 

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).

253.    ENFORCEMENT REPORT  (Agenda Item 16)

RESOLVED:

1. That the enforcement action as recommended in the officer’s report was 
agreed. 

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).

254.    ENFORCEMENT REPORT  (Agenda Item 17)

RESOLVED:

1. That the enforcement action as recommended in the officer’s report was 
agreed. 

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).



255.    ENFORCEMENT REPORT  (Agenda Item 18)

RESOLVED:

1. That the enforcement action as recommended in the officer’s report was 
agreed. 

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 7.00 pm, closed at 8.20 pm.

These are the minutes of the above meeting.  For more information on any of the 
resolutions please contact Neil Fraser on 01895 250692.  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.


