
Page 1 of 22 
11/11/2020 

 

NORTHWOOD RESIDENTS’ ASSOCIATION 
 

Extracts from the minutes of Zoom Meetings 13th October 2020, 8pm  

 
Present: Tony Ellis, Valerie Mellor, Trevor Sherling, Ros Plume, Hoda Lacey, Philip Green, Amir Lakha, 

Paul Barker, Peter Lansdown, David Blowers, Andrew Eagan (from 20:25), Miles Gillman (until 20:30) 

 

1. Apologies: Sue Mansfield 
 

 

2. Minutes of September 8th Meeting were approved 

 

 

3. Matters Arising      

a) Remembrance Sunday and Poppy Appeal. 

From RP: Cancellation notice received from Chris Boultbee and posted on NRA 

website, alert sent to members by PB. Poster sent to MG for noticeboards. 

Somewhat disappointing that still only four donations made to the Poppy Appeal 

through Just Giving, perhaps it will perk up nearer to 11th November? 

TE has our wreath which he will lay at the war memorial, probably the weekend 

before Remembrance Day. It was agreed that we donate £100 to the Royal British 

Legion. 

Waitrose will be selling poppies at the tills and separating money taken for the 

Northwood Appeal. 

Chris Boultbee is resigning from the role of Poppy Appeal co-ordinator; TE has used 

a contact at Northwood HQ to find a replacement. A retired naval captain is to be 

approached. 

 

 

 

 

MG 

 

 

DB 

4. Correspondence. From RP: 

• I informed Northwood Methodist Church that we had agreed not to ask for a 

refund and to consider the balance of £360 as a donation. Appreciative emails 

received from the parish administrator and from the minister. 

• Member in Hilliard Road requesting six copies of the Walks leaflet. I delivered 

them with the proviso that she encourages recipients to join NRA. 

• Email from new District Commissioner for Guides introducing herself and 

requesting update to their entry on our website. Also asking for help in 

advertising for volunteers; I suggested she sends news item for website and 

posters for notice boards. 

• Resident wanting to know if we can help with neighbour who has failed to repair 

the fence on their joint border. Replied saying it’s not in our remit but referred 

him to the Citizens Advice Bureau. 

TE reported that he had received more emails and phone calls than usual praising the 

current newsletter. 

 

 

 

5. Autumn Newsletter. From RP: 

• This was a challenging issue to produce as I was determined to dispel some of 

the gloom and doom that is prevalent at the moment; I hope your smiling faces 

on the cover lifted members’ spirits! 

• Early comments received were mostly criticisms, the compliments came later. 

There were comments about the legibility of some of the banners. I’m not 

entirely happy with the colour quality this time, some colours are much darker 

than in previous issues and there is variation between copies. I shall take more 

care with colour tones in future, but will also have a chat with Kevin, the printer. 

• By special arrangement I emailed an electronic version to Dene Road Residents’ 

Association. No acknowledgment. 

• Electronic version also sent to Moor Park & Eastbury councillors. 

PB reported that all newsletters had been collected from him, Dene Road RA ones went 

today. 

The suggestion of placing copies of the newsletter in shops such as hairdressers was 

not appropriate during Covid-19 restrictions.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

RP 
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MG will collect the spares and leaflets from PB, he will place some in the library. He has 

purchased stands for the leaflets to go in estate agents.  

 

MG 

6 IT Future. TE has spoken to James Gibbs of LB Tech Solutions again. James is the 

sales manager and lives in Northwood. He says his company wouldn’t have the 

necessary expertise to update and maintain our Joomla website, but propose a new 

website at an estimate of £1500 plus £30/month maintenance. 

We now need a more technical discussion, TE to ask Stephen Plume to lead this. 

We need to know what they propose re. the database and can they give us an option 

for a link to an online payment system? 

Clause 41. Of the NRA Constitution states: The Treasurer is authorised to make 

payments on direction of the Executive Committee on any matter to the benefit of the 

community in or around the Defined Area as a whole, the amount not to exceed 5% of 

the funds held on deposit in the name of the Association at the time.  ….  For sums 

greater than 5% of relevant funds, authority for such payment is required from the 

members of the Association at an EGM, or at an AGM.  In the event of urgent action 

requiring payment of sums in excess of the 5% ceiling, the Executive Committee may 

authorise payment as long as there is a two-thirds majority in favour of members in 

attendance with the right to vote.  … 

 

 

 

 

 

TE 

 

7. Committee. From RP: As agreed at the last meeting, I informed Lyn Ives of our 

decision. She replied saying that it was a fair decision in the circumstances and looked 

forward to working with us again in the future. 

TE reported that Emma Brown had resigned as she is busy working on a property in 

Dorset and cannot commit time to the NRA until next year.  

TE will draw attention to the vacancies at the virtual AGM. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

TE 

8. AGM 29th October 2020. From SM: So far, we have 18 excluding committee 

members. Of these 17 applied immediately after the first announcement, one after the 

newsletter. None in the last week. 

SM to send the link to all committee members plus Chris Duffy as well as those 

residents who have applied to attend. 

PB will send out another alert nearer the time. 

TE will ask each committee member to introduce themselves in turn. 

 

 

 

 

 

SM 

 

PB 

9. TFL Development. No news at all. 

 

 

10. Leaflet Describing Northwood’s Open Spaces. 

Suggestion that the document be posted on the NRA website. Discussion was 

inconclusive as we need input from MG. MG to look at formatting the document for 

ease of download. 

 

 

 

MG 

11. Comments on Reports in the Appendix  

11a Woods and Open Spaces. No further comments 

 

 

 

11b Environment 

AE reported that rubbish dumped on verges had been dealt with very quickly. 

 

 

11c Health 

From PG: Hillingdon Hospital: Through recent personal experience I feel that the NHS is 

far more chaotic and poorly run than ever.  Covid should not be an excuse for poor 

management and systems.  

AL warned that the number of Covid-19 cases is increasing, more restrictions 

inevitable. 
 

 

11d Planning 

It was noted that there are a lot of applications for tree pruning etc. 

TS most concerned about the application for Ducks Hill Farm for: Change of use of land 

to store wood and agricultural products for biomass energy including installation of 3 
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storage bays, siting of a portable office block and a portable toilet block and addition of 

a fence and gate.  

I am concerned about access as lorries slow to turn into the site. By the third year of 

operation they expect 76 lorries each day coming and therefore leaving as well. That 

seems to me to be a massive number, particularly if they come from the direction of 

Northwood and have to slow down and stop and turn right into the site. 

TS will object to the application but needs 20+ signatures on a petition to enable him 

to speak at the hearing. He will send the petition form to committee members, each to 

obtain at least three signatures and return to TS. 

We should object individually as well. 

RP reported that the Olde Northwood pub at the corner of High Street and Pinner Road 

has been sold with planning permission to replace the pub with a block of 9 flats.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

TS 

 

ALL 

 

 

 

11e Traffic and Highways 

PL had received an enquiry from a resident in Chestnut Avenue regarding double 

parking at weekends caused by football matches etc. PL replied giving a number of 

actions that residents could take.  

TE reported that Rickmansworth Road between Kewferry Road and Dene Road was still 

causing problems when cars are parked on both sides of the road. 

AE observed that parking in Maxwell Road is a problem and many drivers were sitting 

with their engines running which is illegal. It needs the traffic wardens to patrol at 

school pick-up times. PL will follow up. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

PL 

11f Finance 

TE and DB will discuss subs payment methods out of the meeting. 

 

 

TE, 

DB 

11g Police 

TE will invite Cllr Lewis to attend Ward Panel meetings. 

 

 

TE 

11h Membership 

PB reported that Sharman’s is receiving a lot of subs envelopes. 

 

 

 

11i Business 

HL, VM and MG will meet to compare notes now that they have delivered newsletters to 

the businesses. 

Robsons up to date with subs. 

 

 

HL, 

VM, 

MG 

 

11k Communications. From RP: 

Website.  

• 1,797 visits made by 1,730 users during September. I believe this is a record! Here 

is the graph for September: 

 
If you put ‘Northwood Gravel Pits’ in a search engine, you will land on our website, 

hence the peak around 12/13th which was when the attempted rape took place.  

• Posted on website since last report: 

o NRA Virtual AGM 

o Remembrance Parade cancelled 

o Hillingdon Hospital Redevelopment Webinars 

o Local History virtual talks 

o Various virtual charity events 
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12 AOB 

a) PG. A lot of residents are reporting men knocking on the door giving various 

excuses to try to sell things at the door. Once reason is that he has Covid and been 

expelled from homeless shelter, the other is he is just released from prison and 

trying to make his way. etc. They are persistent and rude in many cases and we 

need to offer advice not to open the front door to anyone you do not know, 

recognise or who cannot prove who they are. 

b) PG. The resident who called about a) above is also having a problem with her horse 

chestnut tree. The tree appears dead, she has contacted the council who gave her 

the number of a tree surgeon but when she called he wouldn’t attend due to Covid 

and also without a guarantee of work. Can someone please help her as this morning 

a very large branch fell onto her driveway in Rofant Road and it is too large and 

heavy to move. She needs to get permission to remove the tree from the council 

but the council insist on a report. Catch 22. Perhaps Trevor can contact her or 

whoever else feels this is their domain.  

c) PG is receiving a lot of phone calls from residents who assume that he is a police 

officer. RP will review the contact details given for PG for the next newsletter. 

d) MG. Christmas Lights. The lady who was intending to sponsor the Christmas tree 

has decided she will sponsor it in 2021 instead. Dene Dental declined the offer to 

sponsor it again so MG will approach Robsons, Fruity Fresh and possibly Mobile 

Express. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

RP 

 

MG 

 

 

The meeting ended at 21:00 

 

Next Meeting: Tuesday 10th November (Extra meeting 20th October – see minutes below) 
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NORTHWOOD RESIDENTS’ ASSOCIATION 
 

Minutes of Zoom Meeting on 20th October 2020, 8pm  

 
Present: Tony Ellis, Valerie Mellor, Trevor Sherling, Ros Plume, Hoda Lacey, Amir Lakha, Paul Barker, 

Peter Lansdown, David Blowers, Miles Gillman 

 

1. Apologies: Andrew Eagan, Philip Green 
 

2. Motion: To approve a payment in excess of 5% of NRA funds for updating the NRA IT 

systems, in accordance with Clause 41 of the NRA Constitution. 

In advance of the meeting PG had given TE his proxy vote saying, “I vote in favour of 

spending the required sum to ensure we have a future proof workable website that can 

provide the back office technology required”. 

This sentiment was echoed by all present and the motion was carried UNANIMOUSLY. 

 

 

The meeting ended at 20:10 
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Appendix: REPORTS 
 

Woods and Open Spaces 
As far as the Woods go the private section of woodland opposite the entrance to Holland and Holland 

has now been successfully bought by the Woods Trust and been immediately handed over to Hillingdon 

Council, so now the area will be complete and under one management, free from potential 

development. 

 

A few weeks ago the government announced a very tight application window for a ‘green recovery’ 

fund focussed on environmental job creation.  

 

Groundwork South and Hillingdon have decided to apply jointly.  If the application is successful:  

 

• Hillingdon will be recruiting an education officer focussing on Ruislip woods and woodland 

products 

• Groundwork will be recruiting a ‘green team’ of 5 trainees and a supervisor to work on 

habitat and access improvements across the Colne Valley (including at Ruislip Woods)  

 

 

Environment Report                                                        
Reported to Hillingdon Council since last meeting 
19 Broadwalk  - damaged crossover 
Silverglades,  18 Broadwalk, and 106 Copsewood Way  -  advertising boards re a security firm 
Junction of Linksway & Copsewood Way  - overflowing dog litter bin 
Green Lane by traffic lights/bridge  - broken seat by the oak tree 
4 Elgin Drive  - damaged tarmac pavement and overgrowing shrubs restricting pavement use 
8 Northbrook Drive – rough & ridged tarmac pavement 
 
Being reported Monday 12 October 
The Avenue  -  dumped litter 
Murray Road by ex Police Station  -  general  litter regularly present, cleaning should be scheduled. 
Andrew Egan 

 

 
Health Report 
Mount Vernon Cancer Centre Review 
 The NHS in the East of England and in North London is working together to review the services at Mount Vernon 
Cancer Centre. 

The Mount Vernon Cancer Centre is run by East and North Hertfordshire NHS Trust and delivered from Mount Vernon 
Hospital in Northwood. It is a standalone cancer centre and primarily serves a population of over 2 million people in 
Hertfordshire, south Bedfordshire, North West London and Berkshire.  

The Review started in May 2019. At the end of the first stage a decision was made to appoint University College London 
Hospitals to run the Mount Vernon Cancer Centre from April 2021. This means that future Mount Vernon Cancer 
services will be provided by UCLH. This will be from the Mount Vernon site at least until a decision is made on the long-
term future of Mount Vernon Cancer Centre services. If changes are proposed in future, they will only take place after 
public consultation and will be designed to make access better for patients, not worse. 
 

Hillingdon Hospital 
Minor Injuries Unit is currently closed because of the Covid-19 pandemic. A&E at Hillingdon Hospital is open as usual. 
Inpatient care, day surgery, outpatient clinics and maternity services are being provided. X-Ray and Path Lab facilities 
are available. Visitors are restricted from entry to Wards. 
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Covid-19 Research Studies at Hillingdon Hospital 
Hillingdon Research & Development (R&D) team are participating in a number of national COVID-19 research 
studies. 

Hillingdon Hospitals NHS Foundation Trust 
Hillingdon Hospitals NHS Foundation Trust has an interim Chief Executive. Patricia Wright has agreed to assist the 
Trust by filling the Chief Executive post with effect from 30 November 2020, whilst they make an appointment to the 
substantive post. 

Bushey Spires Hospital 
Virtual (Video- Zoom or telephone) consultations are available with GP or Consultants. 
Support is still being provided to NHS during the Covid Pandemic. Blood Tests and Imaging facilities are available. 
Surgical operations are carried out. 
 
Mount Vernon Hospital 
Visitors are not allowed except under exception circumstances. The Minor Injuries Unit is temporarily closed during 
the Covid-19 pandemic. Blood Tests and X-ray facilities are available. The Cancer Centre is open. Outpatient 
appointments are available. Surgical operations are being conducted although on a smaller scale. Homebirth services 
are now being offered following a temporary suspension of the services. 

Watford General Hospital 
There are no changes from the previous report. In-patient care, Covid-patients care, surgical operations, Pathology 
Tests and X-Ray facilities are available. Visitors are restricted. 

Urgent Treatment Centre - Open 8am to 2am every day 

The Urgent Treatment Centre at Watford General Hospital provides urgent care services for the local community. 

If anyone needs medical advice when the Urgent Treatment Centre is closed, they need to call 111. The NHS 111 
service will get them the treatment they need. In an emergency dial 999. 

Harefield Hospital 
Visitors are not allowed. Very limited service available. There are Coronavirus patients at the Hospital. Elective 
operations are being done but few. Outpatient Appointments–by phone, no face-to-face. ECHO, Pacing, Lung 
Function Tests being done. X-rays service available and Blood Tests service available. 

Bishops Wood Hospital 
In addition to offering support to NHS, provides virtual Outpatient Consultations and Surgical Procedures are 
conducted. Visitors are not allowed except in exceptional circumstances. 

In line with all current requirements, if anyone thinks that he/she may have the symptoms of Covid-19, they are 
advised not to go to hospital or attend their GP. Stay at home and visit the NHS111 website for advice. Do not attend 
A&E, Urgent Care or Walk-in centres. 

COVID-19 
Since the last report, cases of Covid-19 have risen rapidly although, proportionately, there are fewer deaths than 
during the early phase of the pandemic. Also Covid-19 now seems to be affecting younger individuals whereas in the 
past it affected mainly the elderly and those with other medical conditions. Only about 4 countries have escaped the 
Quarantine condition to-date although it is expected 2 of those might lose that exemption. In view of the escalating 
situation and the impending 2nd wave the Government intends to impose heavier restrictions and conditions on 
Monday 12th October 2020.  
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NRA / LBH Northwood Ward Planning Report: October 2020  

 
Planning Applications – No Objection / Comment   
Validation 
Date 

Address Application Detail  

14th 
September 

2020 

20 GATEHILL ROAD 
NORTHWOOD 

Non material amendment to planning permission ref 
32267/APP/2019/1289 dated 03/01/2020 to relocate 

the chimney stack, lower height to main roof ridge 
height, change to rear fascade and replacement of 
hipped roof to gable end design 

 

1st 
September 
2020 

86 DUCKS HILL 
ROAD NORTHWOOD 

Creation of first floor and part two storey, part single 
storey front/side and rear extension and raised 
decking area 

  

27th 
August 
2020 

16 HALLOWELL 
ROAD NORTHWOOD 

Conversion of roofspace to habitable use to include a 
rear dormer, 2 x front rooflights, gable end window 
and porch to front (Application for a Certificate of 
Lawful Development for a Proposed Development) 

 

7th 
September 
2020 

8 LINKSWAY 
NORTHWOOD 

First floor side extension with two dormer windows  

11th 
September 

2020 

139 MYRTLESIDE 
CLOSE NORTHWOOD 

Proposed single storey rear extension with roof light 
to existing property and landscape rear garden 

  

3rd 
September 
2020 

21 THE AVENUE 
NORTHWOOD 

To carry out tree surgery including, a crown 
reduction by 3m from height, 2m from sides and 
back from house to provide 3m clearance to One 
Sycamore (T1 on application), crown reduction by 

4m from height and 1.5-2m from sides to Three 

Limes (T2, T3 and T4 on application) all within Group 
4 on TPO 88 

An Arboricultural 
Report is attached 
to the application
  

17th 

September 
2020 

WINDY RIDGE 

DUCKS HILL ROAD 
NORTHWOOD 

Conservatory to rear involving demolition of existing 

conservatory 

 

22nd 

September 
2020 

81 HILLIARD ROAD 

NORTHWOOD 

Addition of pavement to front driveway and new 

dropped curb vehicular access 

  

17th 
September 
2020 

WINDY RIDGE 
DUCKS HILL ROAD 
NORTHWOOD 

Conservatory to rear involving demolition of existing 
conservatory.(Application for a Certificate of Lawful 
Development for a Proposed Development) 

 

21st 
September 
2020 

2 MANOR HOUSE 
DRIVE NORTHWOOD 

First floor side/rear extension and ground floor infill 
side extension 

 

18th 
September 
2020 

39 CYGNET CLOSE 
NORTHWOOD 

Single storey outbuilding to side for use as a shed 
(Application for a Certificate of Lawful Development 
for a Proposed Development) 

 

23rd 

September 
2020 

37 GREEN LANE 

NORTHWOOD 

Details pursuant to discharge condition No. 2 (Details 

of Panel) of application ref: 12546/ADV/2020/41 
dated 03/07/2020 (Installation of 2 externally 
illuminated fascia signs and 1 externally illuminated 
hanging sign with trough lighting) 

 

23rd 

September 
2020 

114 COPSE WOOD 

WAY NORTHWOOD 

Single storey rear extension, conversion of garage to 

habitable use and conversion of roofspace to 
habitable use to include 2 x rear dormers, 2 x front 
rooflights and a side rooflight with alterations to 
fenestration 
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25th 
September 

2020 

34 RAVENSWOOD 
PARK NORTHWOOD 

Single storey side/rear extension including demolition 
of existing garage/conservatory 

 

25th 
September 
2020 

22 REGINALD ROAD 
NORTHWOOD 

Single storey side/rear extension including demolition 
of existing rear extension 

 

30th 
September 
2020 

38 KNOLL CRESCENT 
NORTHWOOD  

Single storey rear extension and conversion of 
garage to habitable use (Application for a Certificate 
of Lawful Development for a Proposed Development) 

  

11th 
September 
2020 

3 MEZEN CLOSE 
NORTHWOOD 

Application for a non-material amendment to 
planning permission Ref: 73094/APP/2020/700 dated 
10/01/2018 (Single storey rear extension including 
demolition of existing conservatory) to allow for 
amendments to height of windows 

Approved 29th 
September 2020 
Planning Officer 
Report states: “This 
is a modest change 
which will not be 

apparent beyond the 

site and does not 
change the overall 
dimensions of the 
extension and it is 
considered that this 
is non-material” 

28th 
September 
2020 

10 HIGHFIELD ROAD 
NORTHWOOD 

Conversion of roof space to habitable use to include a 
rear dormer and 2 front and 1 side rooflights 
(Application for a Certificate of Lawful Development 
for a Proposed Development) 

Approved 2nd 
October 2020 

2nd 
December 
2020 

5 HALLAND WAY 
NORTHWOOD 

Conversion of roofspace to habitable use to include 6 
x rooflights and porch to front 

 

1st October 

2020 

112 PINNER ROAD 

NORTHWOOD 

Erection of a curved internally illuminated totem sign  

 

Planning Applications – Objections / Comments Made  

 Address Application Detail Comment 

4th 

September 
2020 

31 FRITHWOOD 

AVENUE 
NORTHWOOD 

Variation of Condition 2 (Approved 

Plans) of planning ref: 
8032/APP/2019/2401 dated 11-09-19 
(Conversion of the existing property 
from a bed and breakfast (use Class 
C1) to a single family dwellinghouse 
(Use Class C3)) namely; to allow the 
installation of a lift, conversion of a 

window to a door as shown on the side 

elevation, and the relocation of an en-
suite from one room to another and 
introduction of a wet room. 

See Objection below 

14th August 
2020 

FIRBANK (2) 
ROFANT ROAD 

NORTHWOOD 

To carry out tree surgery including a 
crown reduction by 1.5m to One Oak 

(T3 on application) within area 1 on 
TPO 130 

Whilst there are some notes in the 
application and photos attached, 

there is no detailed Arboricultural 
Report attached to the application 
justifying the proposed work  

24th August 
2020 

12 COPSE WOOD 
WAY NORTHWOOD 

To carry out tree surgery including a 
crown thin by 30% to one group of 

Hornbeams (T1 on application) and to 
reduce overlong lateral branches to 
match upper crown to One Oak (T2 on 
application), all within Area 1 on TPO 
400 

There is no Arboricultural Report 
attached to the application and no 

professional justification given for 
the proposed works. 
 

26th August 

2020 

WYLDEWOODE 25 

THE AVENUE 
NORTHWOOD 

Four x 2-storey, 3-bed terraced 

dwelling with habitable roofspace, 
parking and amenity space, installation 
of vehicular crossover to front and 
demolition of existing dwelling 

See Objection below     
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11th 
September 

2020 

97 COPSE WOOD 
WAY NORTHWOOD 

 

Two storey front 
extension, single storey 

rear extension, first 
floor side extension 
and conversion of 
roofspace to habitable 
use to include 2 x rear 

dormers, 1 x front 
dormer, 4 x side 
rooflights and 
conversion of roof from 
hip to gable end 

There is no Planning Statement or Design & 
Access Statement explaining and justifying the 

proposed works. 
DMHD 1 D) 1) – the proposed front extension is 
not minor and does alter the overall appearance of 
the house. 
DMHD 1 E) ii) – the Council will not support 

proposals to convert an existing roof from hip to 
gable. 
Overlooking – it is hard to gauge from the plans 
whether the proposed side windows cause 
increased overlooking of the neighbours, nor 
whether the depth of the extension will adversely 
affect the neighbours. 

  

10th August 
2020 

48 MURRAY ROAD 
NORTHWOOD 

Demolition of the existing bungalow 
and the erection of 4 x 2-storey 

detached dwellings with habitable roof 
space with parking, amenity, cycle 

provision, refuse and external 
landscaping and associated works. 

Further objection below 

27th August 
2020 

61 DENE ROAD 
NORTHWOOD 

To carry out tree surgery including the 
cutting back of overhanging branches 
to the shared boundary line to One 
Horse Chestnut and one Conifer both 

within Woodland 1 on TPO 738 

Whilst there are photographs and 
a statement the tree is dead, there 
is no Arboricultural Report 
attached to the application and no 

professional justification given for 
the proposed works.  
 

9th 
September 
2020 

3 QUEENS SILVER 
COURT 32 
RICKMANSWORTH 

ROAD NORTHWOOD 

To carry out tree surgery including a 
crown reduction by 2m to One 
Sycamore (T1 on application) within 

Group 3, and reduce branches 

overhanging neighbour's garden by 
1.5-2m to One Sycamore (T3 on 
application) within Group 2 both on 
TPO 443 

Whilst there are some notes in the 
application and photos attached, 
there is no detailed Arboricultural 

Report attached to the application 

justifying the proposed works.  

11th 
September 
2020 

MARCHBANK 
HOUSE 31 DUCKS 
HILL ROAD 
NORTHWOOD 

To carry out tree surgery including the 
removal of the two lowest branches 
over the lawn back to trunk to two 
Cypress (G2 on application) and within 
Group 2 on TPO 41 

Whilst there are some notes in the 
application and photos attached, 
there is no detailed Arboricultural 
Report attached to the application 
justifying the proposed works. 

16th 

September 
2020 

12 LOWSWOOD 

CLOSE 
NORTHWOOD 

To carry out tree surgery including, a 

reduction in height by 6m to Six 
Cypress (T3 and TG4 on application), 
To crown reduce spread by 3m Two 
Hornbeam groups (TG7 and TG9 on 

application), To crown thin garden side 
by 15% One Oak (T8 on application) all 

witin Area 1 on TPO 394 

There is no Arboricultural Report 

attached to the application and no 
professional justification given for 
the proposed works. 
 

9th 
September 
2020 

10 COPSE WOOD 
WAY NORTHWOOD 

To carry out tree surgery including the 
removal of lowest branch over garden 
to One Oak (T2 on application) and a 
crown reduction to previous points 
(approximately 1.5m) to One Oak (T3 

on application) both within Area 1 on 
TPO 400. 

Whilst there are some notes in the 
application and photos attached, 
there is no detailed Arboricultural 
Report attached to the application 
justifying the proposed works  

28th August 
2020 

2 GATEHILL ROAD 
NORTHWOOD 

Part two storey, part single storey side 
extension and part two storey, part 
single storey rear extension and 

conversion of single dwelling to 1 x 1-
bed, 1 x 3-bed and 2 x 2-bed self 

contained flats with associated parking, 
cycle storage and amenity space 
involving demolition of existing 
garage/store 

See Objection below 
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7th August 
2020 

NORTHWOOD 
COLLEGE 

EDUCATIONAL 
FOUNDATION 
MAXWELL ROAD 
NORTHWOOD 

Details pursuant to Conditions 5 
(Tree Protection), 6 

(Landscaping), 9 (Ecological 
Protection), 12 (Energy 
Efficiency), 13 (sustainable water 
management) and 18 (ground 
levels) of planning ref: 

2082/APP/2019/4091 (05-08-20) 
for the erection of a 3-storey 
science block within the existing 
car park; re-surfacing of the play 
space fronting Vincent House to 
facilitate re-located car parking 
spaces and associated works. 

I emailed directly to the Planning Officer, 
Zenab Haji-Ismail, the exchange of 

emails dated 30th Jan 2020 between 
Zenab Haji-Ismail and Amy Petrokova of 
Nexus Planning when Amy Petrikova 
changed from: “.. would like to confirm 
that our preference would be for the 

landscaping along the Maxwell Road 
frontage to include evergreen trees to 
provide maximum screening.” 
To: “... following additional discussions 
with the Northwood Residents 
Association I would like to reiterate that 
our preference would be for the 

landscaping along the Maxwell Road 
frontage to be evergreen trees to 
provide maximum screening.” 

19th 
September 

2020 

1 ASHBOURNE 
SQUARE 

NORTHWOOD 

To carry out tree surgery including a 
reduction house side and a reduction to 

the long limb over road by 3-4m and 
crown life house side by 3m to One 
Maple (T1 on application) within Area 1 
on TPO 130 

There is no Arboricultural Report 
attached to the application and no 

professional justification given for 
the proposed works. 

19th 
September 

2020 

4 ASHBOURNE 
SQUARE 

NORTHWOOD 

To carry out tree surgery including a 
Reduction by 5-6m in height and 4m 

laterally to One Oak (T1 on application) 
and To reduce roadside by 2-3m One 
Purple Plum (T2 on application) both 
within Area 1 on TPO 130. 

There is no Arboricultural Report 
attached to the application and no 

professional justification given for 
the proposed works. 

1st October 
2020 

16 MURRAY ROAD 
NORTHWOOD 

Two storey rear extension and 
enlargement of habitable roofspace to 

include 2 x rear dormers, 3 x side 

rooflights, central roof lantern and 
alterations to elevations 

There is no planning statement yet 
the application has been validated. 

It makes it hard for neighbours to 

follow the detail of the application. 
 
The plans do not note that the 
windows to the side are to be 
obscured and non-opening.  

18th 
September 
2020 

55 NORTHWOOD 
WAY NORTHWOOD 

Single storey outbuilding to rear for 
use as a gym/games room 

See objection below  

6th August 
2020 

18A ELGOOD 
AVENUE, 

NORTHWOOD 

Installation of paved patio with timber 
railings and gates to the south eastern 

side elevation and part two storey, part 
single storey side/rear extension, 
single storey front extension, 
installation of 2 no. rooflights to rear 

and front elevation (Part Retrospective 
Application). 

In our view the objections raised 
to the original application remain 

applicable to this amended 
application. 

16th 
September 
2020 

6 MOOR PARK 
ROAD 
NORTHWOOD  

First floor side extension, dormer to 
front and raising walls of first floor rear 
element to increase head height 

See objection below 

 
 
31 Frithwood Avenue: 

Whilst the application states a series of amendments to the approved plans, the plans continue to describe the 
property as having six bedrooms, but actually the plans show seven bedrooms, given one in the loft is clearly 
stated to be a ‘Sleep In Room,’ with an en-suite bathroom. That room was previously described as a ‘Dresser,’ and 
with access off the 5th bedroom. Now it has been redesigned to have a separate doorway from the hallway with its 
own en-suite bathroom, and in fact as originally laid out when the applicant first applied for C2 use for the 

property in October 2017. So, it is actually laid out as a seven bedroomed house. 

There is therefore the facility for seven residents, and that assumes some of the larger bedrooms are for single 
occupation only rather than shared. 
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The change in the description of the bedrooms from the original plans also shows the intent. It is now known the 
stated intended use is as a care home under C3 (b) for up to six people including staff, so permission for a 

seventh bedroom would facilitate in excess of six people in residence. However they describe the seventh 

bedroom, it is clear it is intended for sleeping in. 

Instead of the spacious living areas in the approved application, common to houses in Northwood of this size, 
there is now a small study, which given the misdescriptions previously may actually be an office, and the 
kitchen/dining room has now had the description of lounge added but the floor area of the room remains the 
same. 

The common facilities as now proposed are cramped for a seven bedroomed house. 

The layout as built is therefore much more like a care home rather than a single family dwelling.  

I walked past the property and a member of the care team came out and we had a discussion about the use of the 
property. I understood from the discussion that the carers will be on a rota/shift basis round the clock seven days 
a week, and, each time I have been past the property since, there has always been one or two cars parked in the 

driveway, although understand there is just one resident at present. 

The applicant has been asked by a resident to explain their intent, but despite chasing no reply has been given. 

We are concerned that might show an underlying intent they are not prepared to explain. I have sent the emailed 
request under separate cover to Applications 

We understand there is already just one a resident, but the neighbour has complained about excessive noise 
causing which has occurred three times a day, and for up to 2 hours a time. The neighbour has submitted an Ant-
Social Behaviour Form, which I have sent under separate cover to Applications. 

We request that the application is rejected and the property is reinstated so laid out as shown in the planning 
approval rather than now shown on this application.  

 

Wyldewoode, 25 The Avenue: 
The objections by the NRA are as follows, referring to the paragraph numbers in the SD1 Planning Statement 
Design & Access Statement: 

1.15 Parking as proposed is cramped. The plan shows nine car spaces in three rows but the turning area seems 
too tight to allow nine cars to manouvre to park.  

The report implies the applicant knows there will be a parking issue by stating there is no Parking Management 

Scheme in The Avenue. However, there is a parking scheme in The Avenue, so that point is incorrectly stated in 
the report. 

2.6: We agree that the overall impact of four houses is that the bulk and closeness to the boundaries will have an 
adversely overbearing impact particularly on the neighbouring property at 21 The Avenue as well as on the street 
scene. 

2.19 The balconies on the two end houses will cause a loss of privacy to the two adjoining properties of No 21 and 

No 29.  

4.7/4.8 rear building line - The report says they have kept the proposed building line with 29, but the back of the 

ground floor of the townhouses is not in line with the bulk of No 29. Also, No. 21 is not as deep a property and so 
is more affected by both the depth of the ground floor, and by the balcony on the first floor.  

Whilst the plan shows the 45 degree position, the report does not clearly state whether the proposed development 
complies with the 45 degree rule. 

5.18 – In our view the site appears cramped if there are four houses, whereas three would be more in keeping 

with the other townhouses in the street. 

Plan SD3 - There are side windows but no statement that they will be obscured and unopenable below 1.8m. This 

needs to be a condition if permitted. 

Now we refer to the Annexe – 
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2.7 - Dene Road - a large gap has been left between the townhouses and the adjacent property, which is not clear 
from the photo nor mentioned in the report. However, given it is being used as an example of what is acceptable, 

to accord with this property it further shows there needs to be a wider gap left between the proposed houses and 

the adjacent properties, particularly No 21, so again shows that 3 houses rather than 4 is more appropriate to the 
site. 

Dene Road is not that close to the subject property, being some half a mile away, and is just a few yards from the 
corner with Green Lane and the shopping centre. 

Merrows Close is directly off and overlooks Rickmansworth Road, opposite Holy Trinity Primary School, and a way 

away from the subject property. In addition, the rest of Merrows Close is made up of 3-storey townhouses almost 
wholly with their own driveways and garages. Indeed, the two-storey house is the exception in Merrows Close, 
which is not something mentioned in the report, and again this is an angled photograph, and as a comparison 
differs from The Avenue. 

Salisbury Court is in Three Rivers and so a different Council area altogether, and outside Greater London. 

So, we request the application is refused and consideration be given to three townhouses. 

48 Murray Road: 

Additional Objection: 

Refuse Collection: the point was made at the last hearing that the roadway leading to Murray Road was 

inadequate for the refuse collection from four houses. The suggestion was to use Lingfield Close with access from 
the rear of the gardens of houses A to C. However, how can it be argued that this is not a cramped development, 
if the only means of dealing with refuse is to carry the bins to the back of the gardens and beyond? 

Safety of pedestrians: how safe will it be for pedestrians walking along the driveway between the site and Murray 
Road? Has the safety of prams and older residents with zimmer frames been considered? Will the lay-by system 
proposed adequately take their safety into account?  

Access: The provision of back gates leading to Lingfield Close could mean visitors will use Lingfield Close to park 

in, and residents to use the back gate to come and go. There is also significant greenery along this boundary 
currently benefitting the residents of Lingfield Close which would need to be removed. Is this a fair impact on the 
residents of Lingfield Close just because of the particularly long driveway to/from Murray Road for four houses, 
whereas it was adequate for the existing single property? Doesn’t this also show the site will be over-developed? 

Backland: We have already expressed the view that this is backland development with a significant loss of garden 
space and we continue to maintain that view. 

 

6 Moor Park Road: 
This is an already enlarged house from its original construction as a bungalow. 
The plan of the present layout is incorrect. There is already a window to the bathroom adjacent to No 8, but it is 
not shown on the plan. 

The location plan shows No 4 Moor Park Road and not No 6. 
We object to the following elements of the proposed alterations: 

Bathroom – if consented to then the window should be conditioned to be obscured glass and non-openable below 
1.8m of the floor finish. However, there is no reason for this window as a window overlooking the rear garden 
would be more appropriate. 
Hip to Gable –The two external walls of the bedroom are proposed to be altered from hip to gable. This is against 
policy DMHD 1 E) 2) and will produce a bulky overbearing structure, given it is already an extension to the original 
structure. 
Hip to Gable – the proposed works fail to respect the original design of the property in accordance with DMDH 1 A) 

iv). 
Overlooking by Two New windows – there are velux windows in place to the side of the bedroom. It is proposed to 
install two full windows looking towards No 8 and reducing the privacy to the patio of No 8 but there is no reason 
for these as there is already a large rear window overlooking the applicants garden. If granted consent, then it 
should be conditioned that these windows are obscured glazing and non-openable below 1.8 m from the finished 
floor level to avoid overlooking in accordance with DMHD 1 B) vi), and as stated on the submitted plans. 

 

2 Gatehill Road: 
Gatehill Estate is an ASLC and this intensification of use would be against policy, and does not reflect the charactor 
of the ASLC and will be harmful to it. 
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The increase of car parking to the front, and potential overflow onto the street, that will follow changing one house 
to four flats will also alter the street scene. 

 

The minimum sizes of some of the flats and minimum car parking goes against the spaciousness of the Gatehill 
Estate. The area of two of the flats is below the minimum stated in Policy. 
 
Conversion to flats would set a precedent for the Gatehill Estate and other ASCL’s like Copse Wood Estate. 
 

The application does not address the flooding issues. 

 

55 Northwood Way: 
 
The outbuilding is just 0.7 metres from the boundary and 3.6 m high and just a few metres from the living room 

of 40 Elgood Avenue, and rather closer than is shown on the location plan attached to the application. Hence there 
is a significant impact on 40 Elgood Avenue. Its bulk will be over dominant and impact on the light and outlook, 
and breaches the 45 degree rule with the measurement taken from the middle of the living room window. Noise 
could also be an issue. 

 
It appears the materials do not comply with the stated intention to match the materials of the house, which is 
supposed to be brickwork.  

 
In our view the proposal breaches DMHB 11 B), DMHB 2 i), and paragraph A1.34 
 

Planning Appeals : 
Planning Appeals : Decisions 

WOOD END LODGE, 5A BUTTSMEAD, NORTHWOOD 

Erection of a new three bedroom dwelling within the residential curtilage of 5A Buttsmead, with associated parking 
and amenity space. 
Decision: Refused 
Reasons: Even accounting for the two-storey height and architectural style which are comparable to the existing 
dwelling at Wood End Lodge, there would be a clear disparity in scale between the dwellings, particularly in terms 
of their bulk and width. The close position of the smaller dwelling with its alternative alignment and angle in 

relation to Wood End Lodge, would sit uncomfortably with the existing dwelling and the wider surroundings. The 

curtailment of the curtilage serving Wood End Lodge would erode the spaciousness which is intrinsic to the 
existing dwelling’s character and would not enhance the ASLC. 

Planning Appeals : Submitted 
5 & 6 FIRS WALK, NORTHWOOD 
Erection of 3 x 4-bed dwellings with associated parking and amenity space and installation of vehicular crossover 
(involving demolition of 5 Firs Walk (Outline Planning Application with Some Matters Reserved) 

 

 

 

Planning Decisions Where Objections / Comments Made: 
96 HILLIARD ROAD NORTHWOOD 

Part two storey, part single storey rear extension, porch to front and conversion of garage to habitable use with 
alterations to front elevation 

Decision: Refused 

Reasons: The proposed part two storey, part single storey rear extension by reason of its size, scale, bulk, depth, 
design, including its flat roof and use of materials, would fail to appear as a subordinate addition, would fail to 

harmonise with the architectural composition of the original dwelling and would be detrimental to the character, 
appearance and symmetry of the terrace of houses of which it forms a part and to the visual amenities of the 
wider Old Northwood Area of Special Local Character 

The proposed part two storey, part single storey rear extension by reason of its size, scale, bulk, depth and 

proximity, would be detrimental to the amenities of the adjoining occupiers at 98 Hilliard Road by reason of 
overdominance, overshadowing, visual intrusion, loss of light and loss of outlook 

The proposed porch, by virtue of its design and appearance would thus fail to harmonise with the architectural 
composition of the original dwelling and would be detrimental to the character, appearance and visual amenities of 

the street scene and the wider Old Northwood Area of Special Local Character. 

The proposal would result in the provision of a habitable room (bedroom 4) with no outlook or natural lighting and 
would result in a substandard form of living accommodation and reliance upon artificial means of lighting which 
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would fail to satisfy sustainability and energy efficiency objectives and would be to the detriment of the amenity of 
future occupiers. 

LAND TO REAR OF 18 MOOR PARK ROAD, NORTHWOOD 

Erection of a detached 5 x bed dwelling with associated parking and amenity space with new crossover to Grove 

Road. 

Decision: Refused 

Reasons: The proposed development, by reason of its siting and layout would result in a development of the site, 
which would fail to harmonise with the existing local and historic context of the surrounding area. The principle of 
intensifying the residential use of the site as proposed, as well as the proposed loss of existing private rear garden 
area would have a detrimental impact on the street scene and character and appearance of the area as a whole. 
The proposal is therefore detrimental to the visual amenity and character of the surrounding area. 

The application fails to demonstrate that the development will safeguard existing trees on/adjoining the site in as 
much that trees, shrubs and wildlife habitat cannot be retained or re-provided in the residual garden spaces and 

further fails to demonstrate protection for and long-term retention of the trees. The proposal is therefore 
detrimental to the visual amenity of the street scene and the wider area. 

LAND TO THE SIDE OF 17, WOODSIDE ROAD NORTHWOOD 

Erection of a detached two storey 4 x bed house with associated parking and amenity space including the 
demolition of existing double garage 

Decision: Refused 

Reasons: The proposed development, by reason of the inadequate plot width and the failure to preserve mature 
trees including boundary planting, would result in a development of the site which would fail to harmonise with the 
character of the Gatehill Farm Estate Area of Special Local Character and its original layout. The principle of 

intensifying the residential use of the site as proposed would have a detrimental impact on the street scene and 
the character and appearance of the area as a whole. The proposal is therefore detrimental to the visual amenity 

and character of the Gatehill Farm Estate Area of Special Local Character. 

17 KEWFERRY ROAD, NORTHWOOD 

To carry out tree surgery including, pruning back to the boundary line branches overhanging 15 Kewferry Road, 
One Holly, T40 and One Willow, T41, on TPO 118. 

Decision: Refused 

Reasons: The Willow tree has historically been managed as a pollard (last approved in 2018 and every 4 to5 
years previously), it is noted that approximately one third of the canopy is currently overhanging the garden of 15 
Kewferry Road, however to remove all of this overhang would lead to an unbalanced crown and a difference in the 
regrowth of the canopy. There is scope to carry out minimal work to ensure the branches are not touching the roof 

of the outbuilding (however it is also noted that the outbuilding has been newly built and therefore the tree should 
have been taken into account when deciding where to site the building). The Holly tree has also been regularly 

maintained and as such it has a compact crown and only marginally overhangs the front garden of 15 Kewferry 
Road. As the Holly is situated very close to the boundary line removing the overhang from one side would take it 
back almost to the trunk and leave the tree lopsided and unsightly  

Having regard to the reasons given for the proposed work, the work is unjustified and will have a detrimental 
impact on the visual amenity and arboreal character of the area. 

8A HIGHFIELD ROAD NORTHWOOD 

Conversion of roofspace to habitable use to include a rear dormer, 5 front rooflights and conversion of roof from 
hip to gable end with gable end window 

Decision: Refused 

Reasons: The roof alteration/extensions, by reason of the hip to gable end roof design and the size, scale, bulk, 

and design of the rear dormer window would fail to harmonise with the architectural composition of the original 
semi-detached dwelling, would be detrimental to the character, appearance and symmetry of the pair of semi-
detached properties of which it forms a part and to the visual amenities of the street scene and the character and 

appearance of the surrounding Old Northwood Area of Special Local Character. 
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5 FALCON CLOSE, NORTHWOOD 

To carry out tree surgery, including a crown reduction by 3m to One Ash, T12 on TPO 261. 

Decision: Refused 

Reasons: No reasons have been provided by the applicant as to why the work is required.  

The work is unjustified and will have a detrimental impact on the visual amenity and arboreal character of the area 

85 COPSE WOOD WAY, NORTHWOOD 

To carry out tree surgery including, a crown reduction by 50% Two Oaks (trees 1 and 2 on application), a crown 
reduction by 40% Four Hornbeams (Trees 3, 4, 5 and 7 on application and One Oak (Tree 8 on application) and a 

crown reduction by 30% One Oak (Tree 6 on application), all within Area 1 on TPO 389. 

Decision: Refused 

Reasons: Having regard to the reasons given for the proposed work, the work is unjustified and will have a 

detrimental impact on the visual amenity and arboreal character of the area 

Expert assessment: The Oak (Tree 1 on application) is showing signs of die-back in its canopy. Expert assessment 
should be made to determine the cause of this and if there is decay present, and if so how extensive it is in terms 
of the condition, safety and management of the tree 

6 THE COVERT, NORTHWOOD 

To carry out tree surgery, including a crown reduction by 20% to 20 Hornbeams within Area 1 on TPO 400. 

Decision: Refused 

Reasons: Having regard to the reasons given for the proposed work, the work is unjustified and will have a 

detrimental impact on the visual amenity and arboreal character of the area. 

2 THE COVERT, NORTHWOOD 

To carry out tree surgery including a Crown reduction by 3m to Two Hornbeams (T3 and T17 on application), a 

Crown reduction by 4m One Hornbeam (T10 on application) and a Crown thin by 25% One Hornbeam (T5 on 
application) all within Area 1 on TPO 400. 

Decision: Refused 

Reasons: Having regard to the reasons given for the proposed work, the work is unjustified and will have a 
detrimental impact on the visual amenity and arboreal character of the area. 

 

33 LINKSWAY, NORTHWOOD 

To carry out tree surgery including, a reduction in height down to between the gutter level of the house and the 
height of the pitch of the roof roughly half their existing height to one row of Cypress (T1 - 7 on application form), 

within Area 1 on TPO 392. 

Decision: Refused 

Reasons: The reasons provided by the applicant are opinions which are not supported by any arboricultural 
evidence. Swaying in the wind is a natural process which allows trees to cope with wind exposure and is not seen 
as a reason to drastically reduce them in height.  

Having regard to the reasons given for the proposed work, the work is unjustified and will have a detrimental 

impact on the visual amenity and arboreal character of the area. 

3 BUTTSMEAD, NORTHWOOD 

To carry out tree surgery including, a crown reduction to previous points to One Oak, T4 on TPO 35. 

Decision: Approved 
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Reasons: The tree to be pruned shall be crown reduced by cutting back to 25-50 mm beyond previous points. 
Crown reduction shall not be construed as 'lopping' or 'topping' and shall result in a tree of typical form for the 

species and of balanced appearance. 

40 KEWFERRY ROAD, NORTHWOOD 

To remove One Leyland Cypress T117 on TPO 90. 

Decision; Refused 

Reasons: One of the applicants reasons for work is that the tree is soaking up all the moisture in the ground 
which lead to the grass dying in 43 Moor Park Road however the grass has already been replaced with astro turf 
and as a result this is no longer an issue. It was noted that there are some lower branches nearly touching the 
roof of the shed under the exemption to abate a nuisance; these can be reduced to ensure adequate clearance. 
The amenity value of the tree is seen to outweigh the perceived negative impact of the resident at 43 Moor Park 
Road. Having regard to the reasons given for the proposed work, the work is unjustified and will have 

Work to lift/ cut back low branches effecting the shed roof, by cutting back secondary and tertiary branches to 

provide up to 1-2m clearance between the roof and the tree branches (thereby abating the nuisance) does not 
require the formal consent of the Council. 

13 LINKSWAY, NORTHWOOD 

To carry out tree surgery including, a crown reduction by 3m One Oak (T2 on application) and to reduce to below 
decay One Lawson Cyprus (T5 on application), both within Area 1 on TPO 392. 

Decision: Approved 

 

6 GLYNSWOOD PLACE, NORTHWOOD 

To carry out tree surgery including, a crown thin by 50% and reduction in height by as much as is permissible, to 

Two Ash trees, T11 and T12 on TPO 505. 

Decision: Refused 

Reasons: A 50% thin is excessive and will likely lead to the creation of lion-tailing within the canopy. The 
applicant would also like to reduce the height of the trees however they have not specified how much they would 

like to remove. No arboricultural reasonings have been provided as to why the work is required. Having regard to 
the reasons given for the proposed work, the work is unjustified and will have a detrimental impact on the visual 
amenity and arboreal character of the area. 

6 THE COVERT, NORTWOOD 

To carry out tree surgery including to reduce lateral growth over patio by up to 2 m to balance crown One 
Hornbeam (T1 on application), To fell Two twin stemmed Hornbeam (T2 and T3 on application), To remove two 
smaller stems growing towards the house One Multistem Hornbeam (T4 on application), To fell one Hornbeam (T5 

on application), all within Area 1 on TPO 400 

Decision: Refused 

Reasons: The group of Hornbeams form a significant landscape feature behind the house. The proposed pruning 
and removal would reduce the size and amenity value of the group of trees and would leave gaps within the 
cluster. There are more than five hornbeams within the rear garden and the map provided could lead to ambiguity 
in relation to which trees are to be removed. Having regard to the reasons given for the proposed work, the work 
is unjustified and will have a detrimental impact on the visual amenity and arboreal character of the area. 

 

Enforcement Action By LBH 
None 

 

ADDITIONAL NOTES: 
I joined a Teams Meeting with David Simmonds MP and other Residents Associations in his constituency to discuss 
the planning White paper and recent changes. 
I submitted answers to the Government’ Planning for the Future Consultation.  
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ACTION POINTS FROM LAST MINUTES: 

1 I circulated the exchange of emails with Sophie Coughlan regarding Processionary Moth Disease 

 
Planning For The Future White Paper Responses:      

1 Three words: Protective: Watchful: Safeguarding 

2a Yes. 

3 A mixture to reflect different age groups. The priority is to ensure all neighbours are made aware of the 
applications made next door or close-by. So, a site notice should still be a requirement. 

4 Protection of neighbours outlook and privacy, sympathetic design of new houses and extensions to 
reflect the immediate local area, protection of the existing area from development that changes the 
character of the local area. 

5 No – if so general it could be misused by developers. It would need to be single site specific for every 
property in the borough. Most residents are too busy with their lives and believe others will protect them 
and trust them to do so. Consequently, they are only concerned once they are personally affected, which 

is why they need to have the right to make their objections heard at the time of the application, 
otherwise their interests will be reduced to secondary to the developer. Therefore, it is far better to 

consider applications on an individual basis so neighbours concerns are addressed for their often unique 
circumstances. 

6 No -  as some developers will abuse the proposals as too many will prioritise their own profit above local 

impact, leaving too much to enforcement, which itself would be made more difficult if the guidelines are 
merely general. Regard needs to be had for existing residents and not just have the emphasis on new 
development. 

7a No - it would be far too general, and too often open to ‘interpretation’ by developers looking at their own 
profit and not overall impact. 

7b Make adjoining LA’s obliged to deal positively even if it is at their cost. It should be a requirement similar 
to existing obligations. 

8a No - because things change, so the proposal is likely to age very quickly, and algorithams aren’t solid 
enough to be used here. 

8b No - affordability should not govern where development takes place, but need should be the driving 
force. 

9a No - because neighbours and those affected should be able to object to the whole proposal at the time of 

the application, and not be unable to overturn the consent and just comment on the detail. 

9b No - as the impact on neighbours is too risky and as outlined would be secondary to the new 

developments even though they are the ones who will be impacted.  

9c No - as any assumed permission will be open to abuse by developers. 

10 No - as too often applicants leave out important parts of the submission even when a clear requirement 
e.g. Planning Statement. There needs to be a strict requirement for 100% compliance by applicants as 

that alone would speed up decisions. Local Plans tend to give applicants certainty as they stand, because 
they have detailed guidelines of what is acceptable in the local area, but it is when developers push 
boundaries that time scales take longer and so caused by their own approach. 

11 Yes - as that is easier. 

12 No - as too much pressure is on the LA and mistakes will creep in. 

13a Yes - until the alternative is both tried and tested. 

13b Use digital tools – communities rely on the LA to reflect their preferences. Most people are only 
concerned once they are personally affected though, which is why they need to have the right to make 

their objections heard at the time of the application.    

14 Not sure, for the larger sites only, but that often depends on the financial considerations rather than 
planning. 

15 Not sure / indifferent  

16 Reduce over-development so that sufficient local services are can still be provided for the existing as 
well as the new residents. The lack of local services (doctors, schools and the like) should be a reason to 
stop new developments of any size. 

17 No - as LA’s are more independent – if design is imposed nationally then the local features will be 
overridden. It sounds nice to include, ‘the community,’ but it won’t work in practice. 

18 No - it needs to be done locally and not nationally. 

19 No - Minimum standards are needed but they may become the target only. 

20 No - Permitted Development reduces the neighbours ability to object even when they are badly 
impacted. Beauty here needs to mean fitting with the local design, and not some national design. Areas 

are unique to themselves. 

21 Infrastructure  

22a No - a flat rate tends to be unfair. 

22b Locally. 

22c The same – there is no reason to stifle development with higher taxes.  

22d Yes - if the amount is certain and set off against future CIL receipts. 
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23 Yes - change of use is sufficient to justify the levy, but assessing the value will be time consuming. 
Householder extensions/alterations to their own homes should not be subject to the levy.  

24a Yes - but on-site provision is not needed – hence the levy. 

24b Yes - If affordable housing is provided on site then it should be in lieu of the levy. The developer should 
decide whether on site or off site provision or payment of a levy. 

24c No - Assessment of the value will be time consuming but should be based upon a known calculation 
method rather than seek a subsequent additional payment from the developer. 

24d No - it is a levy and not a 100% responsibility. Anything additional should be financed publicly. 

25 Yes - it isn’t just about affordable housing, but the infrastructure for the local community, as well. 

25a No – see answer to Q25 

26 No. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Traffic & Highways – October 2020 

 
1.  Resurfacing of Green Lane from Hallowell Road to Rickmansworth Road has been completed and 

looks good  

 

2.  I have written to Richard Lewis about outstanding work, particularly:-  

a)  vehicles exiting The Avenue and completing a U-turn to travel east along Rickmansworth Road,  

b)  the slow progress with the petition raised for a pedestrian crossing at the junction of 

Rickmansworth Road with Green Lane. 

Peter Lansdown 
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 Police Report  

Ward panel : meeting via Zoom held on Wednesday 16th September.  
Sgt James Bishop was present along with PC Max Christmas and PCSO Usher.  
The minutes have not yet been voted upon so confidential but the draft ones are attached so you can the 
general conversations.  
 
Attempted Rape  
The attempted rape of a young lady in the Gravel Pits was a shock to the Copsewood residents and the wider 
Northwood community. The police reacted quickly and when the alleged rapist struck again in Ruislip the next 
morning they had built up a strong picture of the man who was later arrested and charged.  
 
I spent a good part of that weekend fielding messages and calls from the local residents and trying to liaise with 
the police. The police were not forthcoming and did not contact me so I could help with community reassurance. 
That disappointed me.  
 
One resident who lives adjacent to the scene of the crime told me that police didn’t even ask about if they knew 
or saw anything despite sitting outside her house for almost 2 days.  
 
I contacted Cllr Richard Lewis asking if he can start to consider how to make the Gravel Pits and the paths within 
safer for the public particularly as winter draws in. So far nothing has been forthcoming.  
 
Schoolboy Mugging  
A Habs boy was mugged for 4 other youths when alighting the school coach at Northwood station. Again a 
number  of concerned parents contacted me.   I asked the local SNT to tell me what I should do to reassure 
residents and offer a message for them.   Part of our email conversation below in blue.  

 
Looking into this there isn’t much more information on the report. The student was approached on Eastbury Road 
after alighting the bus/coach where four young males approached them and took their phone and headphones. The 
victim was uninjured and did not know the suspects. The investigation at this stage has been closed as the victim is 
not willing to proceed and was not being managed by our team. If you did want to put a message out I would advise 
topics like being aware of your surroundings when travelling, be mindful of any person or persons who may be 
following you and if you feel uneasy to proceed to the nearest shop or area where there is a larger footfall of people. 

 
And when pushed on a few points: 
 
I can confirm there was only 1 victim involved in this incident. Obviously yes the advice to enter a shop etc isn’t 
helpful if in a residential street, however where the offence took place the victim may have been able to enter the 
Dr’s Surgery before being approached if he had felt uneasy about a group behind him. It is just a suggestion to be 
mindful of who is around you. For example, if a young boy is walking down the road using his phone he may not 
even realise a group of boys behind him. If you survey your surroundings while travelling you may see this group and 
actively avoid them (as much as possible).  I hope this makes sense. I know it’s not a cure all for being a victim but 
sometimes awareness can stop a crime from taking place.  
I can understand the community is alarmed. Robbery/mugging is not something we often see in Northwood. If 
anyone does want to speak with us about this incident or from crime prevention advice please do pass on our 
contact details. 

 
Correspondence  
There have been a few telephone calls to my home looking to speak to the police.  One elderly gentleman called 
me 3 times and seemed rather confused. Another elderly lady, who has called me before, also called complaining 
about her neighbours threatening behaviour.  
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I passed on both to the police and I hope matters have now been attended to. Again no feedback to me 
afterwards.  
The new Sergeant (James Bishop) has not yet contacted me to formally introduce himself although we met 
virtually during the ward panel meeting.  

 
 

Membership 
Ros Plume is to be congratulated for the excellent Autumn Newsletter, as is Miles Gillman for the Northwood Walks 
map – we have received several congratulatory emails about both. 
 
As planned, Newsletters and Maps were delivered to me by the printer on 25-09 and were split into allocations 
with subs envelopes. 

 
Despite one ARS being unavailable (abroad), and one RS (Lak BULUSU) having suffered a stroke, all were 
distributed within a few days after collection by ARSs and RSs thanks to family help.  
 

Only the maps and 25 printed Newsletters for the Dene Rd Residents Association remain uncollected 2 weeks later 
despite 2 reminder emails – though at their request Ros did send an electronic form of the Newsletter for those 
suitably organised. 

 
Members have responded to the COVID situation by some 50 subs envelopes being delivered to Sharmans – in 
addition to those returned via their RSs. 
 
My plea in the Newsletter has brought many requests for email addresses to be added to our db to receive alerts – 
though several required detective email exchanges when the member did not supply their name and / or postal 

address! 
 
Paul Barker 
 
CRS and DPO 
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Business Report 
 
As I have been advised by my osteopath to minimise walking and load-carrying for the time being, Miles and Valerie 
kindly offered to do this for me. 
 
I prepared and printed all the invoices for those requiring them and printed off copies of my own business database 
current members and their payment status. 
 
Some businesses pay directly to David, others we collect from on the spot and I sign the invoice. When the subs are 
received, I enter them onto my database with any relevant notes. My database does not include email addresses.   
These are on the main NRA database for communication purposes. I also inform Ros of new or resigned members for 
the website. 
 
I have made use of several businesses.  The restrictions to which they are adhering are comprehensive. Most will not 
let customers in without appointment.  If they need to open the door, they stand well away.  Coming into the shop, 
some take your temperature and others just ask you to use the hand sanitiser.   
 
Overall, the businesses are complying and I felt pretty safe.   
 
Green Lane:   
Due to my weekly visits to the osteopath and other occasional necessities, I have been able to observe Green Lane.  I 
have also had treatment at Dene Dental and Parker and Hammond.  Both exemplary.  Whenever possible I have 
dropped in to say hello to some businesses and, hopefully, purchase something.   
 
Valerie has reported that she had not met with any resistance to paying the subs.  I will report further when I have 
the subs and can see the full picture.  However, it looks promising.  
 
High Street and Pinner Road 
The old High Street is a world away from Northwood’s Green Lane.  It is much quieter here and they have different 
needs from Green Lane.  A fuller discussion may be appropriate before the Spring Newsletter. 
 
HL     11/10/20 

 

 

END OF REPORTS 


