
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Appendix A - Pre-application advice letter from Hillingdon dated 1st June 2022 





















 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Appendix B Follow up pre-application advice from Hillingdon dated 15th August 2022  



Dear Georgia, 
 
Thank you for the letter from Nexus Planning dated 29.06.2022, in which you set out a number of 
points in connection with pre-application 2082/PRC/2021/279. I sincerely apologise for the delay in 
responding to the letter. 
 
Having reviewed our formal pre-application response in light of the comments from Nexus Planning, 
I stand by our original response as set out in the officer report dated 01.06.2022. I would add that I 
strongly disagree with the assertion that our conclusions were informed by ‘inaccuracies or 
misunderstandings on some key areas’.  
  
To clarify, there is not an in principle objection to the proposal and on the contrary, the potential 
benefits of enhancing the facilities are duly noted. However, there are a number of potentially 
overriding constraints and impacts as explained in detail in our report. It will be for the applicant to 
respond in any forthcoming formal planning application with appropriately detailed technical 
information and suitable mitigation. At this stage, in the absence of such information, I cannot be 
confident that the issues we have highlighted can be satisfactorily addressed, particularly in respect 
of MUGA 2. 
 
With respect to Nexus’ comments regarding the Community Use Agreement (page 2 of the letter), I 
can confirm that in compiling our formal response to the pre-application, the planning history 
pertaining to the site was carefully reviewed and understood. I note that condition 6 of planning 
permission 2082/APP/2017/2086 was not expressly replicated on the decision notice for application 
2082/APP/2019/3720 and in any event, it is a temporary consent. Notwithstanding, I have clarified 
our view in respect of the principle of development above. 
 
Turning to Nexus’ comments on the various technical matters, I stand by our advice (in the officer 
report dated 01.06.2022) regarding the assessments/reports which will be required for a formal 
planning application. I can clarify that the Lighting Report by Halliday Lighting was considered by 
officers in reaching our conclusions on the pre-application proposal. This brief Lighting Report makes 
no reference to relevant planning policies and does not give adequate comfort in relation to the 
impacts of the proposed lighting. I would also question the categorisation of the site as ‘Urban’ and 
note that the report does not provide any detailed justification in respect of this. The site lies within 
a predominantly residential area, in proximity to large unlit open areas (including woodland/golf 
course), therefore it is considered to be sensitive to lighting proposals. A more detailed and fully 
comprehensive lighting assessment and mitigation strategy should be submitted with any 
forthcoming formal planning application. 
 
I hope that this response is helpful and clarifies the position for you. 
 
Kind regards 
 
Roz Johnson 
Planning Service Manager 
Residents Services  
London Borough of Hillingdon  
Civic Centre (3N/02)  
Uxbridge  
UB8 1UW  
(E-mail) rjohnson@hillingdon.gov.uk   
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