UXBRIDGE QUAKER MEETING HOUSE,
YORK ROAD, UXBRIDGE, UB8 1QW

PLANNING STATEMENT - REAR DOOR SECURITY SCREEN

1. Site Description & Context:

a.

Archetipo Itd.

Listing: Quaker Meeting House built in 1817, with an extension to the
south built in 1962 from designs by Hubert Lidbetter. Read the official
list entry to find out more.

Heritage Category: Listed Building Grade: |I

List Entry Number: 1080107

Date first listed: 06-Sep-1974

List Entry Name: Uxbridge Quaker Meeting House

Statutory Address: York Road, Uxbridge, UB8 1QW

Summary
Quaker Meeting House built in 1817, with an extension to the south
built in 1962 from designs by Hubert Lidbetter.

Reasons for Designation
Uxbridge Quaker Meeting House of 1817 with a later extension, is listed
at Grade Il for the following principal reasons:

Architectural interest:

* embodying the modest simplicity of Quaker meeting houses, the
external structure, built in the early C19, retains much of its original
character and fabric;

* for the survival of the little-altered large meeting room and its original
fittings including the full-height shutters and fixed seating in the elders'
stand.

Historic interest:

* one of the oldest meeting houses in Greater London which has been
in continuous use since 1817 and is the successor to earlier meeting
houses built in 1691 and 1755.
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Group value:
* with the Grade Il-listed burial ground wall.

History

The Quaker movement emerged out of a period of religious and
political furmoil in the mid-C17. Its main protagonist, George Fox,
openly rejected traditional religious doctrine, instead promoting the
theory that all people could have a direct relationship with God,
without dependence on sermonising ministers, nor the necessity of
consecrated places of worship. Fox, originally from Leicestershire,
claimed the Holy Spirit was within each person, and from 1647
travelled the country as an itinerant preacher. 1652 was pivotal in his
campaign; after a vision on Pendle Hill, Lancashire, Fox was moved to
visit Firbank Fell, Cumbria, where he delivered a rousing, three-hour
speech to an assembly of 1000 people, and recruited numerous
converts. The Quakers, formally named the Religious Society of Friends,
was thus established.

Fox asserted that no one place was holier than another, and in their
early days, the new congregations often met for silent worship at
outdoor locations; the use of members’ houses, barns, and other
secular premises followed. Persecution of Nonconformists proliferated
in the period, with Quakers suffering disproportionately. The Quaker
Act of 1662, and the Conventicle Act of 1664, forbade their meetings,
though they continued in defiance, and a number of meeting houses
date from this early period. Broad Campden, Gloucestershire, came
info Quaker use in 1663 and is the earliest meeting house in Britain,
although it was out of use from 1871 to 1961. The meeting house at
Hertford, 1670, is the oldest to be purpose built. The Act of Toleration,
passed in 1689, was one of several steps towards freedom of worship
outside the established church, and thereafter meeting houses began
to make their mark on the landscape.

Quaker meeting houses are generally characterised by simplicity of
design, both externally and internally, reflecting the form of worship
they were designed to accommodate. The earliest purpose-built
meeting houses were built by local craftsmen following regional
traditions and were on a domestic scale, frequently resembling
vernacular houses; at the same time, a number of older buildings were
converted to Quaker use. From the first, most meeting houses shared
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certain characteristics, containing a well-lit meeting hall with a simple
arrangement of seating. In time a raised stand became common
behind the bench for the Elders, so that fraveling ministers could be
better heard. Where possible, a meeting house would provide
separate accommodation for the women's business meetings, and
early meeting houses may retain a timber screen, allowing the
separation (and combination) of spaces for business and worship. In
general, the meeting house will have little or no decoration or
enrichment, with joinery frequently left unpainted.

Throughout the C18 and early C19 many new meeting houses were
built, or earlier buildings remodeled, with ‘polite’, Classically-informed
designs appearing, reflecting architectural frends more widely.
However, the buildings were generally of modest size and with minimal
ornament, although examples in urban settings tended to be more
architecturally ambitious. After 1800, it became more common for
meeting houses to be designed by an architect or surveyor. The
Victorian and Edwardian periods saw greater stylistic eclecticism,
though the Gothic Revival associated with the Established Church was
not embraced; on the other hand, Arts and Crafts principles had
much in common with those of the Quakers, and a number of
meeting houses show the influence of that movement.

Friends met in private houses in Uxbridge from at least 1676 (as
witnessed in a letter from John Sands to George Fox, quoted in Trott
1970, p2). By 1678 a room was rented at the George Inn, in the High
Street in Uxbridge and in the same year land at the north end of the
yard (adjacent to the present York Road) was given by the Heale
family, owners of the inn. In 1691, soon after the passing of the
Toleration Act, a small meeting house was built on land given by
William Winch next to the burial ground, at a cost of £159.10.2. The
builder was John Hudson, a Quaker bricklayer from Ruislip. The
boundaries of the burial ground were renewed and slightly extended
in 1723.

The meeting house was built on inadequate foundations and in 1755 it
was demolished. It was replaced with a new meeting house on the
same site that year at a cost of £245.17.0. However this too was found
to be structurally unsound and was demolished in 1817. It was
replaced with the present Uxbridge meeting house, a large structure
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of two chambers, the larger for the main meeting room and the
smaller for the women's business meeting, each giving off a central
lobby with shutters on both sides which could be opened to create a
large single space. The cost was £1,520.3.11.

The burial ground was enlarged at the same time. Originally behind
high walls and gates, the burial ground was last used in 1928. In the
1950s part of it was given up for the widening of York Road, in
exchange for which Friends accepted a piece of land to the south,
upon which an extension, housing kitchen, schoolroom and WCs was
built in 1962, from designs by Hubert Lidbetter. He was the most prolific
architect of meeting houses with a career spanning the 1920s to the
1960s. He designed four large urban meeting houses; the inter-war
examples are in a classical fradition: Friends House, London (1924-27)
and Bull Street, Birmingham (1931-33). Liverpool (1941, demolished)
and Sheffield (1964, sold and adapted for alternative use) were in a
simple mid-century style influenced by modernism. But more typical
were his numerous smaller meeting houses of a domestic neo-
Georgian character.

Burials from the surrendered part of the Uxbridge Quaker burial ground
were reinterred in the south-west corner of the site in 1960 (as
recorded on a stone plaque on the 1962 building).

Details
Quaker Meeting House built in 1817, with an extension to the south
built in 1962 from designs by Hubert Lidbetter.

MATERIALS: stock brick laid in Flemish bond with a slate roof.

PLAN: rectangular plan with porch on the west.

EXTERIOR: the meeting house comprises two double-height meeting
rooms on either side of a central lobby, which is entered via a
doorway on the main north front. There is a gabled porch to the
smaller (originally women's) room on the west side. Attached on the
south side is a lower extension of 1962, by Hubert Lidbetter.

The original building has a shallow hipped roof and three high round-
headed windows with gauged brick arches and glazing bar sashes on
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the north elevation, two lighting the main meeting room and one the
smaller room. A similarly-detailed half window is placed over the main
north entrance, which has double doors each of three flush-beaded
panels under a flat gauged brick arch.

At the west end the porch has a hipped roof and double doors under
a gauged brick arch, these doors each of five flush-beaded panels.
The porch is flanked by windows similar to those on north side. The east
elevation facing the street is plain and windowless. On the south side,
the addition of 1962 has a shallow pitched roof.

INTERIOR: the main entrance on the north front gives onto a lobby
which originally had shutters on both sides which could be opened up
to create a single internal space. The shutters to the smaller meeting
room were destroyed in a fire in 1988 and noft reinstated, and that
room now has a modern character and finishes. However, the main
meeting room survives intact, with its shutters on the west side
operated by sash cords, allowing them to be raised into the roof
space. It also retains its perimeter panelled dado (partly renewed in
1988) with fixed seating and, on the east side, the elders’ stand, raised
by three steps and with a panelled front. The stand is reached by two
short flights of stairs, each with turned newels of late C18 or early C19
character. The walls above the dado are plastered and painted, and
there is a flat lath and plaster ceiling. In the roof space, the original
king-post roof structure of sawn softwood survives. To the south, the
1962 extension contains a kitchen, schoolroom and WCs.

. Legacy

The contents of this record have been generated from a legacy data
system.

Legacy System number: 203023

Legacy System: LBS

Sources

Books and journals

Butler, D M (Author), The Quaker Meeting Houses of Britain, Volume 1,
(1999), 425-7

Trott, C, The Story of Uxbridge Quakers from 1658, (1970)

Websites
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Architectural History Practice, 2016, Friends Meeting House, Uxbridge,
accessed 13 January 2020 from
http://heritage.quaker.org.uk/files/Uxbridge%20LM.pdf

Quaker Meeting Houses in Great Britain, accessed 3 Dec 2019 from
http://heritage.quaker.org.uk/quaker-gb-meeting-houses-national-
overview-report-2017-03.pdf

o. legal
This building is listed under the Planning (Listed Buildings and
Conservation Areas) Act 1990 as amended for its special architectural
or historic interest.

2. Relevant Planning History:
a. Heritage Conservation team sent: 22 May 2025 see Appendix 1
3. Proposal:
a. The proposed screen and gate works were developed following a
series of incidents, and discussion with the Planning team. As the rear
doors had attracted rough sleeper/s from time to time, on one

occasion they lit a fire, fortunately put out before significant damage
was done.

r
\

—

b. To improve the building security, protect the building, and stop the
area being used for rough shelter/sleeping.

c. The screen is not to be attached to the building fabric, and secured in
place with ground anchor rods.

d. Toreduce risk to the building further the small store doors to the left of
the secure space are to be bricked up behind the door set.
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(Alternatively subject to Heritage agreement, the opening doors and
lintel could be replaced with brickwork in matching bricks to the
fabric).

e. Access, orrather exit is to be maintained as existing with the additional
security gate. Entrance can be made from outside with a keyed
deadlock. Emergency exit provision is by thumb turn to the gate lock.

f.  The screen can be treated as temporary works, and can be removed
in future within damage to the existing building.

g. The choice of materials is deliberate (natural oak, in a powder coated
metal frame) to be seen as temporary and not part of the existing
building fabric.

h. Soot and scorch marks to be washed of the brickwork, and painted
surfaces (without use of acid cleansers)

4. Planning Policy Considerations:

a. Given the urgency of securing the buildings safety a temporary
Planning approval is sought while we consider a design in keeping
with the building and Planning policies related to Heritage Buildings.

5. Planning Assessment:

a. The Proposalis discrete and will secure the building from unwanted
risks, at the rear and does not materially affect the principle elevations,
or the fabric.

6. Conclusion:
a. The proposed screen works are given temporary approval for a period

of 5 years. We understand that as the works do not affect the
Heritage Property, Listed Consent is not required
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7. Appendix 1 - Relevant Planning Advice:
a. 22nd May 2025 e-mail

From: Heritage Conservation <heritageconservation@hillingdon.gov.uk>
Sent: 22 May 2025 15:14

To: Building Surveyor <buildingsurveyor@Igpt.org>

Subject: RE: Uxbridge Quaker Meeting House - Urgent Security Concern.

Dear Richard

As discussed at the time it would be preferred that a comprehensive in
keeping fencing and brick walling scheme be designed to prevent
access to the overall site in keeping with the character of the building.

However clearly we don’t want the building to be burnt down in the
meantime whether accidently or on purpose. The fencing would need
planning permission. I'd recommend applying for say either 3 or 5 year
consent to allow you time to design, get permission for and fundraise a
permanent in keeping security solution. In the mean time generally we
would be supportive given the issues and the proposed design. | can't tell
you that you would be granted planning permission as that needs to go
through the process but we would aim to respond quickly and positively
to safeguard the future of the building.

Once we have the application it might be worth emailing to discuss as we
can perhaps give an informal steer and suggest if consent would be
granted which could allow manufacture of the fence and gate to begin
during the application process and prevent any unnecessary delays.

Kind Regards
Neil
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8. Appendix 2 - Planning support notes

1.

7.

8.

Accommodation Schedule
¢ No change to the existing accommodation

Air Quality and Dust Risk Assessment
e During the works dust generation is expected to be minimal and
manged to reduce any impact locally and to neighbours

Biodiversity / Ecology Survey and Report
e Not Applicable. As the screen is located on an existing path

BREEAM (pre-construction) Assessment
e Not Applicable

Construction Logistics Plan
e To be produced when developing/carrying out the program of
works

Daylight/Sunlight Assessment impact
e Not Applicable

Delivery and Servicing Plan
e The project delivery plan is offsite manufacture, and followed by

installation on site. There are no services changes - Not Applicable

Energy Assessment
e Not Applicable

External lighting details
e Not Applicable

10. Flood Risk Assessment

e Not Applicable

11. Health Impact Assessment

Archetipo Itd.

e Not Applicable
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12. Land Contamination
e Not Applicable

13. Landscaping Details
e Noft Applicable as in existing footpath

14. Noise and Vibration Assessment
e Not Applicable

15. Parking Provision
e Not Applicable

16. Planning Statement (Including Secure by Design principles)
e The rear door areais secured from misuse.

17. Refuse and Recycling Storage and collection strategy
¢ No change.

18. Site Waste Management Plan
e No change not Applicable

19. Sustainability Statement
e Not Applicable

20. Structural Survey
e Not Applicable

21. Sustainable Urban Drainage Systems (SuDS) Strategy
e Not Applicable

22. Transport Assessments and Transport Statements
e Not Applicable

23. Tree Survey/Arboricultural Survey and Assessment
e Notrequired as there are no frees within 6 m of the proposed screen
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