
MINUTES OF THE PLANNING COMMITTEE 
Wednesday, 30th June 2004 at 7.00 pm 

 
PRESENT:  Councillor Cribbin (Chair), Councillor Harrod (Vice-Chair) and 
Councillors Fox (alt. McGovern), Freeson, Kansagra, H M Patel, Singh, 
Sengupta and Steel. 
 
Apologies for absence were received from Councillor McGovern. 
 
 
1. Declarations of Personal and Prejudicial Interests 

 
None specific raised at this meeting. 
 

2. Requests for Site Visit at Start of Meeting 
 
None at the start of the meeting. 
 
 

3. Minutes of Previous Meetings 
 
(a) 2nd June 2004 
 

RESOLVED:- 
 

that the minutes of the meeting held on 2nd June 2004 be agreed as 
a true and accurate record subject to the comments made by 
Councillor Freeson for a “joint approach” on Streetbroadcast. 
 

(b) 3rd June 2004 (Special) 
 
RESOLVED:- 

 
that the minutes of the meeting held on 3rd June 2004 be agreed as 
a true and accurate record. 
 

4. Planning Applications 
 

RESOLVED:- 
 
that the Committee’s decisions/observations on the following 
applications for planning permission under the Town and Country 
Planning Act 1990 (as amended), as set out in the decision column 
below, be adopted.   The conditions for approval, the reasons for 
imposing them and the grounds for refusal are contained in the Report 
from the Director of Planning and in the supplementary information 
circulated at the meeting. 
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ITEM 
NO 

APPLICATION 
NO 
(1) 

APPLICATION AND PROPOSED 
DEVELOPMENT 

(2) 

DECISION 
 

(3) 
 

NORTHERN AREA  
 

    
1/01 03/2558 Land rear gardens of 281-283 Preston 

Road, Harrow, HA3 
 
Erection of a two-storey, three-bedroom 
dwellinghouse in the rear garden 
 

Approval, subject 
to conditions 

 
1/02 04/0955 50 Paddock Road, NW2 7DL 

 
Rear and side dormer window to 
dwellinghouse 
 

Approval 

 
SOUTHERN AREA 

 
2/01 04/0212 Land next to 59 Longstone Avenue, NW10 

 
Erection of single storey building to 
provide childcare and training facilities with 
6 vehicular parking spaces, new boundary 
treatment and associated landscaping 
 

Approval, subject 
to conditions and 
referral to the 
Government Office 
for London 

Ms. Kate Lee objected to the proposed development on the grounds that it would 
lead to loss of open space, views and loss of trees.  In addition, there would be 
problems with car parking pollution.  She urged the development be built in a more 
urbanised area instead of on land designated as public open space. 
 
The Southern Area Planning Manager responded that tree preservation orders 
existed to protect the trees and that a condition (7) had been imposed requiring 
details of a defensive planting scheme for approval from the applicant. 
 
Members voted unanimously to approve the application subject to the conditions as 
set out in the main report. 
 
2/02 04/1022 0 Monterey Studios, 239 Kilburn Lane, 

W10 
 
Demolition of existing building and erection 
of new 3 storey building comprising of 10 
B1 office units, formation of new access, 
associated landscaping and provision of 
cycle and bin stores 

Refusal 
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In introducing the report, the Southern Area Planning Manager informed the 
Committee that the applicant’s suggestion that the imposition of a condition limiting 
the use of the site to B1 use would overcome the Council’s principal concern on 
servicing within the site was unfounded.  He did not support the applicant’s 
suggestion for a deferral to allow the submission of a Green Travel Plan as sufficient 
time had already been given to the applicant who had previously failed to cooperate 
with officers for additional information.  He reiterated the recommendation for refusal. 
 
Mr. Iwan Jones, the agent said that the site was within a Local Employment site and 
that if the proposal was refused, the present building would remain unused.   He 
added that the Council’s concerns about servicing arrangements could be overcome 
by the imposition of appropriate conditions and that a loading bay would not be a 
requirement for what he did not consider as a large office building   In response to a 
Members’ question, Mr Jones said that the request for deferral was to enable the 
applicant to submit a Green Travel Plan. 
 
Members voted by a majority with 2 abstentions to refuse the application for reasons 
as set out in the main report. 
 
2/03 04/0554 6C Bayford Road, NW10 5DN 

 
Erection of two-storey extension to studio 
unit 
 

Approval, subject 
to conditions 

 
2/04 04/1106 102 Brondesbury Road, NW6 6RX 

 
Demolition of existing garage and erection 
of detached building comprising 2-
bedroom ground floor flat, 2-bedroom first 
floor flat and 1-bedroom second floor flat 
at land rear of 102 Brondesbury Road and 
land adjacent to 146 Brondesbury Villas 
NW6 
 

Approval, subject 
to conditions 

The Southern Area Planning Manager updated Members that the applicants had 
submitted an additional “parking availability survey” at the request of local residents 
which confirmed that day time parking capacity would be available.  The loss of 
daylight, aspect and outlook had been fully addressed in the main report.  He added 
that the proposal complied with the relevant UDP policies and SPG17 and reiterated 
the recommendation for approval. In response to Members’ query at the site visit, he 
said it was unlikely that this proposal would set a precedent in the area. 
 
Mr. John Owen speaking in objection said that the proposal would cause loss of 
light, outlook, privacy, increased noise levels (vibration from the railway lines) and 
parking problems. In addition, there would be loss of trees and wildlife.  He urged 
Members to refuse the application as it would not enhance or improve the quality of 
the area. 
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Mr. Kevin Barrat speaking on behalf of Kilburn Village Association objected to the 
size and depth of the proposed building which he said did not comply with standards 
for a Conservation Area.  He also raised concerns about parking and loss of trees. 
 
In responding to some of the issues raised, the Planning manager said that a 
condition had been imposed requiring the applicant to submit an appropriate planting 
scheme for approval.  He added that it was not appropriate to protect the trees with a 
section 106 Agreement as this could be adequately covered by conditions.   
 
Members took note of the representations and the contents of the report and decided 
unanimously to endorse officers’ recommendation for approval subject to conditions. 
 
2/05 04/0381 1-7 (inc) Elgar Court, 175 Malvern Road, 

NW6 
 
Erection of part two-storey and part three-
storey building comprising of 6 x one 
bedroom self-contained units with ancillary 
staff accommodation for use as supported 
residential accommodation as amended by 
plans submitted 06/04/04 and 28/05/04 
 

Approval, subject 
to conditions 

 
2/06 04/0860 20A & B The Avenue, NW6 

 
Demolition of garage and erection of single 
storey side and two-storey rear extension 
to lower ground floor and ground floor flats 
as amended by plans submitted 28/05/04 
 

Approval, subject 
to conditions 

 
WESTERN AREA 

 
3/01 03/3727 Land on Elm Road, Wembley, HA9 

 
Erection of part 3-, part 4-, part 5-, part 9- 
and part 11-storey building to provide 42 
affordable flats (20 one-bedroom, 15 two-
bedroom and 7 three-bedroom) and 79 
private flats (25 one-bedroom and 54 two-
bedroom), 4 floors of basement/semi 
basement parking with 249 car parking 
spaces, 60 motorcycle spaces and 122 
bicycle spaces and 194m² of community or 
commercial space within use Classes A1, 
A2, B1 and D2 on ground floor fronting Park 
Lane, provision of landscaping including 
children’s play area and waste storage 
 

Approval, subject 
to conditions and a 
Section 106 
agreement and a 
referral to the 
Mayor of London 
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In his introduction, the West Area Planning Manager corrected the following minor 
errors in the report: (a) commercial/community floor space should be 166 sq. metres; 
(b) 58 motor cycle spaces would be provided (a) a further recommendation that the 
application should be referred to the office of Mayor of London.  He then responded 
to the following queries raised at the members’ site visit.  A sum of £391,000 was 
being sought under the Section 106 agreement towards the improvement of 
education services.  The Primary Care Trust (PCT) had expressed an interest in 
taking the commercial part of the accommodation for use as a doctor’s surgery.  Elm 
Road would not be widened under the proposal as it was of adequate width to cater 
for traffic, although the service road would be widened and upgraded to an adoptable 
standard and be subject to a one way flow from Elm Park to Park Lane to assist the 
flow of traffic.  He reiterated the recommendation subject to the above 
 
Ms. Kira Moran raised objections to the proposed development on the grounds that it 
provided inadequate parking spaces, would lead to increased noise nuisance from 
traffic, increased congestion and constitute an environmental detriment.  She added 
that the local infrastructure in respect of school places, GP facilities and water 
pressure would not be able to cope with the development and hence, the quality of 
life for residents would be adversely affected. 
 
In discussing the application, some Members expressed concerns about the 
development in terms of density, its impact on traffic and the general environment, 
infrastructure and the reduced car parking spaces.  Councillor Singh added that these 
issues would require an extensive consultation with the local residents and urged a 
deferral until the full implications of the proposed development and its relationship 
with other developments within the area had been assessed.  Other members took 
the view that the contribution of £391,000 towards education provision, Brent PCT’s 
interest and intention to use part of it for GP services and the road improvements 
supported the view that the right balance had been struck.  They noted that due to 
economic factors the applicant may not provide the additional 95 car parking spaces 
and asked officers to urge the applicant to provide this facility 
 
The Head of Area Planning clarified that the scale of the proposed development 
would have limited impact.  The density was within policy range for town centres with 
good public transport accessibility and there was scope for the public car park 
provision to exceed current provision, adding to the economic vitality of the Wembley 
area. 
 
Members then voted on the substantive recommendation for approval, subject to 
conditions, a section 106 agreement and a referral to the Mayor of London which was 
put to the vote and declared CARRIED by a majority. 
  
In accordance with the provisions of Standing Order 66(d), voting on this application 
was recorded as follows:- 
 
FOR: Cllrs, Cribbin, Fox, Freeson, Harrod and Sengupta  

 
(5) 
 

AGAINST: Cllrs Kansagra, H M Patel, Singh and Steel  (4) 
 

ABSTENTIONS: None (0)  
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3/02 04/1365 Halls of Residence, University of 
Westminster, Watford Road, Harrow, 
HA1 3TP 
 
Erection of two five-storey linked buildings 
to provide student accommodation (102 
single and 48 double rooms) 

Approval, subject 
to conditions 

 
3/03 04/0135 0 South Way, Wembley, HA9 

 
Details pursuant to condition 2 (ecological 
risk assessment) of full planning 
permission 02/2868 (dated 02/05/03) for 
formation of new vehicular access to 
South way and construction of new bridge 
over Chiltern Railway Line to access 
proposed train-stabling facility 
 

Approval 

 
3/04 04/1149 Almost Big School, Stonebridge 

Community Nursery, 32 Crouch Road, 
NW10 8HR 
 
Erection of prefabricated single storey side 
extension, single storey front canopy 
extension and canopy extension to front of 
nursery building 

Approval, subject 
to conditions 

 
6. Any Other Urgent Business 
 

None raised at this meeting. 
 
 

7. Date of Next Meeting  
 

The next meeting of the Committee, scheduled to take place on 
Wednesday, 7th July 2004 at 7.00 pm, will consider policy issues only.   
The next ordinary meeting to consider planning applications is 
scheduled to take place on Wednesday, 21st July 2004 at 7.00 pm.   
The site visit for that meeting will take place on Saturday, 17th July 
2004 at 9.30 am when the coach leaves from Brent House.    

 
The meeting ended at 8.40 pm. 
 
M CRIBBIN 
Chair 
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