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Meeting: North Planning Committee

Date: 14th April 2015 
Place: Committee Room 5, Civic Centre, Uxbridge

 
Item: 7  Page: 23 
Amendments/Additional Information:

p.28 External Consultees. Replace second 
paragraph with ‘No responses have been received 
from the properties, which are the closest to the site’

An additional piece of correspondence has been 
received raising the following issues:
 
i) I understand that outside seating has already been 
approved because there were no objections 
not the case. 
 
ii) The planning report refers to a number of
addresses having been the subject of consultation 
and further states that no objections were raised 
this is wrong. The person writing lives at one of the 
address and claims they have not been 
communicated with concerning this proposal. Further 
that they have raised serious concerns re late 
opening and the outside seating as evidenced below.

 

North Planning Committee  
 Time: 7:00pm

Committee Room 5, Civic Centre, Uxbridge  
 

ADDENDUM SHEET 

Location: 1 Eastbury Road

Amendments/Additional Information: Officer Comments:

Consultees. Replace second 
paragraph with ‘No responses have been received 
from the properties, which are the closest to the site’ 

A typographical error in the report 
originally read as stating that no 
objections had been received 
from the preceding list o
addresses. 
 
The consultation on the 
application significantly exceeded 
the statutory requirements 
including people who had 
expressed an interest in the 
application as well as those 
closest to the site. The address in 
question is over 250m from the 
site. 
 
 

An additional piece of correspondence has been 
received raising the following issues: 

i) I understand that outside seating has already been 
approved because there were no objections – this is 

ii) The planning report refers to a number of 
addresses having been the subject of consultation 
and further states that no objections were raised – 
this is wrong. The person writing lives at one of the 
address and claims they have not been 
communicated with concerning this proposal. Further 

have raised serious concerns re late 
opening and the outside seating as evidenced below. 

Issue i) the report indicates that 
the outdoor seating area was 
approved under the previous 
application and does not fall to be 
considered under the current 
proposal which relates solely to 
opening hours. This is accurate.
 
Issue ii) This report is amended 
as set out above.
 
It can be confirmed that the 
person was consulted on the 9th 
February 2015. The consult was 
sent by e-mail to the contact 
details provided by the 
previously. 

:00pm 

Location: 1 Eastbury Road 
Officer Comments: 
A typographical error in the report 
originally read as stating that no 
objections had been received 
from the preceding list of 

The consultation on the 
application significantly exceeded 
the statutory requirements 
including people who had 
expressed an interest in the 
application as well as those 
closest to the site. The address in 
question is over 250m from the 

Issue i) the report indicates that 
the outdoor seating area was 
approved under the previous 
application and does not fall to be 
considered under the current 

which relates solely to 
opening hours. This is accurate. 

Issue ii) This report is amended 
as set out above. 

It can be confirmed that the 
person was consulted on the 9th 
February 2015. The consult was 

mail to the contact 
details provided by the person 



2 
 

 
The comments received from this 
person are included in the 12 
other responses referenced in 
the report. 
 

The issues reference under section 7.22 of the report 
relate to commentary on consultation responses. 
These comments should therefore be featured under 
section 7.19 of the report. 

For clarity. 

 
 


