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  AGENDA:  

1.0 Welcome & Apologies     
• JB welcomed all to the SG, that took place via Microsoft Teams and telephone owing to the 

circumstances with Covid-19. 

• Apologies were received from Bob Dawson, Sandeep Bhalla, Diana Dennis, Kate Goodwin, Scott 
Collier and Cllrs Glanz and Lewis.  

 

 2.0 Minutes of last meeting  
• The SG confirmed that the March SG minutes were an accurate representation of the meeting and 

were approved.  

3.0 Insurance  

• KB and JCB provided information on insurance options that Insurance Brokers had provided for 
consideration by the SG; it was agreed that further research was required, and MLB offered to 
arrange an introduction to a Lloyds Underwriter. 

 

       Action = MLB to provide an introduction and contact details to a Lloyds Underwriter. 

 

 



 

4.0 Re-opening the West End 

• JT presented NWEC’s current plans for re-opening the West End (a copy of the presentation is 
attached to these minutes). Questions were raised and responded to where possible.  

 

Action = JT agreed to provide updates at future meetings. 

 

5.0 Planning Matters 

• NH advised that the Planning & Public Realm Committee would reply on behalf of the Forum to 
Planning Applications, basing its response on the Plan Policies and Aspirations. The procedure of 
referring large or sensitive schemes to the SG would continue. Responses would normally be made 
online, from the Planning email address and using the Forum’s registered Company address as 
provided by BD.  

• Leconfield House, Curzon Street – a previously circulated response to this application was approved 
for filing (Copy attached) 

• South Molton Triangle – NH & JCB updated the SG on two meetings that had taken place with Lucy 
Puddle from Grosvenor Estates. The meetings had been constructive and further meetings, though 
not currently scheduled, are anticipated. (Copy attached of meeting notes) 
 

Action = NH to arrange submission of Forum’s comments on Leconfield House. 

Action = KB to clarify the South Molton Triangle’s geographical location as per the Plan with the 
Grosvenor team 

 
6.0 NCIL 

• No progress had been made on any CIL project. 

 

7.0 Conference calls with the Leader of the Council  

• Fr RF has represented the MNF on these calls, and requested topics that he should raise on the next 
call. 

• Topics agreed were 
o Temporary toilets for visitors when the West End starts to reopen (the partial reopening of 

major department stores will not include their toilets at this time). 
o Personal Facemasks – as the West End reopens, what provision has been made to ensure 

these are available for visitors, workers and residents? 
o A need for better clarity on WCC’s plans as lockdown restrictions ease and a request for a 

pro-active approach. 
o Homeless – a thorough discussion took place with useful input from Fr RF, Fr DR and Cllr TB. 

 

Action = Fr RF to raise these topics on the next conference call, and report back. 

 

8.0 Date of next meeting 

• It was agreed that June and July meetings would remain scheduled. 

 

There being no further business, the meeting closed at 16:30 

      

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Attachment Two – Response on Leconfield House 

 
 Leconfield House, Curzon Street, London W1. Planning reference 
20/01200/FULL  
 
The Mayfair Neighbourhood Plan (‘the Plan’) came into effect on 24th December 2019 and is now 
part of the statutory development plan for Westminster. The Plan, which was prepared following 
several years of engagement with the business and residential communities in Mayfair, is a statement 
of how those communities would like to see Mayfair grow and develop. The ongoing role of the 
Mayfair Neighbourhood Forum (MNF) is to work with developers and their agents to ensure that when 
an application is made to the City Council for planning consent, that the application is aligned with the 
aspirations and policies of the Plan.  
 
The applicants presented to the Planning and Public Realm committee of the MNF on 19th December 
last year when concerns were expressed over the proposed use, certain elements of the design 
(including the top floor, the deep basement and the green wall) and more specifically, the possible 
impacts of the development on residential amenity (MRU1).  
 
We acknowledge that some changes to the original proposal have been made, specifically in 
respect of the roof extension, but the fundamentals of the scheme remain unchanged. As a Forum, 
we have now assessed this amended scheme against the aspirations and policies contained within 
the Plan, rather than against the wider development plan policies affecting this part of Mayfair.  
In terms of the aspirations of the Plan, the following paragraphs are felt to be particularly pertinent:  
 
Para 3.1.3. “The challenge for Mayfair is to deliver sustainable mixed use growth; locating growth in 
sustainable locations; ensuring growth happens in such a way that it enhances the quality of life for 
residents, workers and visitors; highlighting key Mayfair uses, and supporting greater growth for 
those......Our aim in the Plan is to direct where that growth is most appropriate and better reflects 
and responds to local character and dynamics.”  
Para 4.2.6 “The Forum recognises West Mayfair as a location which is predominantly residential. 
While there are important streets which are not predominantly residential within West Mayfair....the 
overall feel is in the main residential.”  
Para 4.2.15 “...developers need to be particularly mindful of residential units in the vicinity of the 
development, the relative proximity and density of residential units to that particular site as opposed 
to others in Mayfair, and the material considerations which such an appreciation will reveal.”  
 
As a result of our review, we believe that the proposals fail to adequately address the following Plan 
policies:  
MD1 - Design - “Proposals for new development in Mayfair will only be supported where they are of 
the highest quality design.”  
MRU2.1 Residential Use - “Proposals for development in Mayfair should respond positively to the 
character and quality of the particular characteristics of the immediate vicinity of the development 
site, including having regard to whether the site is in West, Central or East Mayfair, and the 
particular residential communities which exist in all those areas.”  
MES 4.1 - Carbon - “All new non-domestic developments shall be Zero Carbon. This shall be 
defined as a 100% improvement over the Target Emission Rate outlined in the national Building 
Regulations.”  
 
In addition, unless adequate conditions are incorporated within any consent, we are concerned that 
the proposals may not be fully aligned with the following policies:  



MRU1 - Residential Use - “Proposals for new commercial or entertainment uses in Mayfair must 
demonstrate how they protect the amenity of nearly residential units and create no material 
additional adverse effects (after mitigation) such as noise and rubbish between 11pm and 7am.”  
MSM - Shepherd Market - “Within Shepherd Market: a) New entertainment uses will only be 
permitted in Shepherd Market where they are small scale, low impact and will not result in an 
increased concentration of late night activity within the area, or an increase in harm to residential 
amenity and b) New entertainment uses will also need to demonstrate that they are appropriate in 
terms of its relationship to the existing.“  
MSD2 - Servicing & Deliveries - “All new development of a significant scale is required to 
demonstrate that the proposed waste and servicing arrangements will not adversely impact the 
amenity of neighbouring occupiers.”  
 
In summary, we believe that the proposals represent a missed opportunity to enhance this part of 
the Mayfair Conservation Area with no residential floor space being provided, no affordable housing, 
no affordable workspace, no public realm improvements, no amenity retail and indeed no amenities 
that the community can use unless they become members of the club.  
 
In view of the scale and unusual nature of this application, we anticipate that the application will be 

determined by a planning committee rather than under delegated powers. We would respectfully request 

that the comments contained within this letter are brought to the attention of the committee. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Attachment 3 – Presentation from NWEC 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 


