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CROYDON COUNCIL 

Jacqueline Harris-Baker Executive Director Resources 

& Monitoring Officer 

RECORD OF EXECUTIVE DELEGATED DECISION 

TITLE St Michaels Court 6-44 Station Road and Queens Hall Car 
Park, Poplar Walk, West Croydon – Approval of the acquisition 
and disposal of land by St Michael’s Church and Queens Hall 
Car Park in West Croydon and in doing so engaging the 
Councils powers under s203 Housing and Planning Act 2016 to 
override third party rights. 

REFERENCE 
NO. 

002

Executive decision number - 0719RES 

SUMMARY 

(include all 
appropriate 
considerations to 
the decision) 

This report seeks confirmed delegated approval of the 
acquisition of land for planning purposes by agreement under 
section 227 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (the 
“TCPA”) (“S227”) enabling the operation of powers under 
section 203 of the Housing and Planning Act 2016 (“HPA 
2016”) (“S203”) to facilitate the carrying out of redevelopment of 
St Michael’s Church, 6-44 Station Road and Queens Hall Car 
Park, Poplar Walk, Croydon (the “Redevelopment Site”) as 
shown for indicative purposes edged blue on the plan at 
Appendix 1.  The redevelopment comprises 232 residential 
units in two 25 and 21 storey buildings and 947 M2 of 
commercial floorspace (for use within Class A1,A2,A3,A4 or 
A5); new public square including area for retail use, works to 
church car park, cycle parking, disabled parking and 
sustainable energy measures” at St Michael’s Square, 
Croydon. 

The Developer is in negotiations with a third party to acquire 
(via a special purpose vehicle within the Developer’s group, 
London Square (West Croydon) Limited) the freehold interest in 
the area of the Redevelopment Site shown for indicative 
purposes edged red on the plan at Appendix 1 (“the Land”). No 
buildings are to be constructed on the remainder of the 
Redevelopment Site edged blue on the plan so it is not 
proposed that the Council acquires an interest in such areas. 

The Developer has asked the Council if it would be prepared to 
consider intervening by utilising the powers under S227 to 
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enable reliance on the powers in S203. For this to occur it 
would be necessary for the Council to acquire an interest in the 
Land.   The Developer has agreed to enter into an Indemnity 
Agreement in respect of the Council’s costs.  

This report follows the first report in September 2019 to the 
Cabinet which evaluated the request against the relevant 
criteria, concluded that the tests are likely to be met and 
recommended agreeing to the request in principle.   

The Leader delegated authority (4119LR) on 3 October 2019 to 
the Cabinet Member for Finance & Resources in consultation 
with the Cabinet Member for Environment, Transport & 
Regeneration (job share) to consider that report. 

On 30 October 2019, having consulted with Councillor King 
Cabinet Member for Environment, Transport & Regeneration 
(job share), Councillor Hall Cabinet Member for Finance & 
Resources took the in-principle decision as follows: 

1. Approved the principle of acquiring the Land located at 6-44

Station Road and Queens Hall Car Park, Poplar Walk,

Croydon, and subsequently disposing of such property to

London Square Developments Limited (the “Developer”) and

that the final terms of such acquisition and disposal and the

implementation of such decision is delegated to the Executive

Director of Resources upon a consideration of a further report

from the Director of FM & Support Services to be drafted in

consultation with the Directors of; Law & Governance &

Deputy Monitoring Officer, Planning & Strategic Transport and

Finance, Investment & Risk.

2. This approval was subject to the Developer continuing

negotiations with relevant owners (who will have their rights to

light affected) and making reasonable attempts to agree

compensation packages with affected rights owners detailed in

Appendix 3 prior to the exercise of the delegated authority.

3. Approved entering in to an Indemnity Agreement forthwith with

London Square Developments Limited in respect of the

Council’s consideration of and exercise of the powers to

acquire an interest in property located at 6-44 Station Road and

Queens Hall Car Park, Poplar Walk, Croydon, and

subsequently disposing of such property to the Developer and

the associated exercise of the Council’s powers under section

203 of the Housing and Planning Act 2016.

It is now recommended that the delegation provided in respect 
of the final terms of the acquisition and disposal and the 
implementation of such decision is exercised.   
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An update upon the engagement and negotiations with the 
rights holders since the first decision was taken is provided in 
section 4 of the report below and at Appendix 5. 

The Developer is undertaking this development using a special 
purpose vehicle - London Square (West Croydon) Limited. As 
such, the Council would directly transact with London Square 
(West Croydon) Limited in respect of any acquisition of the 
Land. A company sitting above the Developer in the 
Developer’s group corporate structure (London Square Limited) 
has entered into the Indemnity Agreement with the Council.  
These parties, rather than London Square Developments 
Limited (i.e. the Developer) are the precise parties that have 
contracted or are intended to contract with the Council in 
relation to this matter. 

RECOMMENDA
TIONS 

It is recommended that: 

the Executive Director of Resources having considered this 
report from the Director of FM & Support Services which has 
been drafted in consultation with the Directors of; Law & 
Governance & Deputy Monitoring Officer, Planning & Strategic 
Transport and Finance, Investment & Risk approves the 
acquisition of the Land located at 6-44 Station Road and Queens 
Hall Car Park, Poplar Walk, Croydon, and subsequently 
disposing of such property to London Square (West Croydon) 
Limited.  

BACKGROUND 
PAPERS/ 
CABINET OR 
COMMITTEE  
REPORT 

The Council must be satisfied that there is a compelling case in 

the public interest that the powers conferred by S203 be 

engaged in order that the proposed building work or use 

proposed can be carried out and in particular, that: 

(i) There is planning consent for the proposed

development;

(ii) Acquisition or appropriation and consequent

engagement of S203 will facilitate the carrying

out of development, redevelopment or

improvement on or in relation to land, and in

particular the proposed development for which

planning consent has been obtained, or similar

development;

(iii) The development, redevelopment or

improvement will contribute to the promotion or

improvement of the economic, social or

environmental wellbeing of the authority’s area

and those benefits could not be achieved

without giving rise to all or some of the

infringements - therefore it is in the public



4 

interest that the land be acquired by the Council 

or appropriated by them for planning purposes, 

so as to facilitate the development proposed or 

similar development. 

(iv) There will be infringements of one or more

relevant rights or interests as defined in section

205(1) of the HPA2016 or breach of a restriction

as to user of land which cannot reasonably be

avoided;

(v) The easements to be interfered with cannot

reasonably be released by agreement with

affected owners within a reasonable time (and

adequate evidence of satisfactory engagement,

and where appropriate negotiation, has been

provided to the Council);

(vi) The ability to carry out the development,

including for financial or viability reasons, is

prejudiced due to the risk of injunction, and

adequate attempts have been made to remove

the injunction risks;

(vii) A decision to acquire or appropriate in order to

engage S203 would be broadly consistent with

advice given in the MHCLG Guidance on

Compulsory Purchase 2019 (the MHCLG

Guidance) (and any replacement thereof) so far

as relevant;

(viii) The use of the powers is proportionate in that

the public benefits to be achieved outweigh the

infringement of human rights;

(ix) The developer and the Council have consulted

with rights holders regarding the engagement of

S203 wherever feasible and appropriate in the

circumstances of the case.

Each of these considerations is dealt with using the 

same enumeration below. 

(i) Planning permission

1. Planning permission was granted for the Development

31 March 2017 under reference 15/01419/P. The

development comprises demolition of 6-44 Station Road

and all but the facade of 6-12 Station Road; erection of

two buildings comprising 25 storeys (plus partial
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basement and mezzanine) and 21 storeys (plus 

mezzanine) to provide 232 residential units and 947 M2 

of commercial floorspace (for use within Class 

A1,A2,A3,A4 or A5); new public square including area 

for retail use, works to church car park, cycle parking, 

disabled parking and sustainable energy measures” at 

St Michael’s Square, Croydon. 

The full report to the Planning Committee which 

considered this application can be viewed by following 

this hyperlink: https://publicaccess3.croydon.gov.uk/online-

applications/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=documents&k

eyVal=ZZZW0HJLXB466  

(ii) Facilitation of the Development by use of S203

2. The carrying out of the Development is dependent upon

adhering to a programme. That programme cannot be

met unless those entitled to rights of light agree to

infringements or the infringements are authorised by

S203. The Developer needs to maintain its programme

to lawfully implement the Development before 31 March

2020 and subsequently complete the Development.

From the Council’s perspective, it regards the proposed

development as having a welcome regenerative effect

upon West Croydon.  If the proposed development were

not to come forward due to an inability to implement the

2017 planning permission prior to its implementation

deadline, then it is unlikely that any development of the

nature, type and scale proposed in planning application

15/01419/P would be proposed or implemented on the

Redevelopment Site. A proposed land transaction

between the Developer and a third party to construct and

occupy certain parts of the proposed Development is to

be contingent on the rights of light injunction risk being

mitigated by the Council resolving to approve the use of

S203 powers. Similarly, further funding for the

Development to allow it to proceed will not be released

to the Developer until the injunction risk has been

removed.  The Developer is therefore not able to

proceed with the Development unless the Council

resolves to engage the provisions of S203. The

Developer’s view, with which officers agree, is that the

risk of injunctive relief being sought can only be

addressed by acquisition of the Redevelopment Site so

https://publicaccess3.croydon.gov.uk/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=documents&keyVal=ZZZW0HJLXB466
https://publicaccess3.croydon.gov.uk/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=documents&keyVal=ZZZW0HJLXB466
https://publicaccess3.croydon.gov.uk/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=documents&keyVal=ZZZW0HJLXB466
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as to engage the provisions of S203.  Whilst the point at 

which the development programme reaches the limit of 

the “no-impact” right of light zone is late 2020, the 

Developer needs the confidence that the right of light 

injunction risk will be eliminated by engagement of the 

S203 provisions prior to making a final decision upon 

whether or not to commence development pursuant to 

the planning permission, the deadline for which is 31 

March 2020. 

(iii) Development in the public interest due to

promotion of the economic, social or environmental

wellbeing of the Council

The scheme will deliver public benefits which include: 

(a) the provision of 232 homes, including 35

affordable units with the desired tenure mix for

affordable housing, (i.e. 62.9% affordable rent

and 37.1% intermediate housing);

(b) a new public square, good design (including the

use of brick in the new buildings, retention of the

locally listed façade and the design of the

ground floor commercial spaces), a new

pedestrian link between Poplar Walk and

Station Road and opened up views of the

Church of St Michael and All Angels from Station

Road reinforcing the church as an important

feature at the heart of West Croydon;

(c) substantive compliance with the adopted West

Croydon Masterplan as the Redevelopment Site

consists of designated area WC6 (Station Road

Development) and WC6 (Whitgift Passage

Development), where both WC6 and WC7 are

each identified for the provision of a tower to

form part of the West Croydon Cluster of tall

buildings and suitable uses are identified as

residential with retail and restaurants at ground

floor level. The provision of a public square and

pedestrian route through from Station Road to

Poplar Walk are also identified as requirements

for the Redevelopment Site.

(d) Bringing back into use a number of boarded up

and run down shop units in historic buildings

which are of local special architectural or historic
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interest (the frontages are to be retained and 

improved); and 

(e) Broader regenerative benefits are likely to flow

from the Development in the wider local area

around West Croydon Station (which is in close

proximity to the Redevelopment Site), where

despite the activity elsewhere in the Croydon

town centre, little is actually currently happening

in this area.

Further detail upon the substantial public and 

regeneration benefit is set out in the document at 

Appendix 2. 

(iv) Infringement of rights by the Revised

Development cannot be reasonably avoided

3. The impacts in planning terms, of the issues of daylight,

sunlight and overshadowing were fully considered when

the Council resolved to approve the Development in

January 2016. The Planning Officer advised that the

proposal was acceptable, An extract from the January

2016 Committee report evaluating the daylight/sunlight

impacts is annexed at Appendix 4.

Accordingly the scale and nature of the two towers is

both appropriate and justified.  It is not viable for the

development to proceed in a manner which does not

infringe the rights to light – the consequential amount of

reduction in height and scale of the development from

25 storeys (Tower A) and 21 storeys (Tower B) under

the consented scheme to 2 storeys (Tower A) and 3

storeys (Tower B) is too great. As a result the rights held

by owners of adjoining properties are necessarily being

impacted to realise the public regeneration benefits of

this development.

(v) Rights of light cannot reasonably be released by

agreement

4. In deciding whether it is necessary to acquire an interest

in land under S227 so as to engage the provisions of

S203 and thereby facilitate the carrying out of the

Development, consideration should be given to whether

agreements to permit infringement can be reached with
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owners of affected properties with rights of light on 

reasonable terms and within reasonable timeframes. 

5. The Developer has negotiated with affected owners with

an injunctable interest since early August 2019.  A

schedule setting out the state of negotiations with each

affected owner is attached. The following conclusions

can be drawn from the information provided by the

Developer:

(i) So far, the developer has contacted all of the

rights holders and is in negotiation with all of

them. Even where progress has been made and

commercial terms have been agreed, this is still

subject to being able to agree the form of deed

of release and complete it. There are still a

significant number of remaining rights of light

claims, and until all deeds of release have been

entered into there is still a risk of injunctive relief

being sought by any owner who has not entered

into a deed of release;

(ii) There is no realistic prospect that agreement will

be reached and binding deeds of release

entered into with all affected owners in time to

ensure that the Development is kept to its

programme and is therefore able to be carried

out;

6. Any remaining risk of there being an affected owner with

an injunctable position would prevent the Development

from proceeding.

7. Given the current state of negotiations, it appears highly

unlikely that the remaining deeds of release will be

completed with all affected owners prior to 31 March

2020 (when the developer must decide whether or not to

implement the development).  It may also be difficult to

secure all of the deeds of release prior to the date that

the “no-impact” right of light zone is expected to be

breached in late 2020. The Council is satisfied that

reasonable attempts have been made by the Developer

settle the rights of light interests. Details about the

engagement and negotiation that have taken place since

the “in principle” decision are detailed at section 4 and

Appendix 5 of this report. The Council also has the

benefit of an Indemnity Agreement in respect of its costs

entered into with London Square Limited
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(vi) Development prejudiced due to risk of

injunction

8. For the reasons set out above at sections (ii) and (iv),

the Development stands to be prejudiced by the risk of

injunction and cannot proceed until such a risk is

removed.

(vii) Decision to engage S203 would be consistent

with MHCLG Guidance

9. The Council has the power under section 226(1) of the

TCPA to make an order to acquire the Land

compulsorily. The advice given in the MHCLG Guidance

should be taken into account in deciding whether to

acquire land in order to engage the provisions of S203.

The MHCLG Guidance states that a compulsory

purchase order should only be made where there is a

compelling case in the public interest. A similar approach

should be taken when deciding whether to acquire land

for planning purposes in order to engage S203. Given

that it is in the public interest that the Development

should proceed (as discussed in part The carrying out

of the Development is dependent upon adhering to a

programme. That programme cannot be met unless

those entitled to rights of light agree to infringements or

the infringements are authorised by S203. The

Developer needs to maintain its programme to lawfully

implement the Development before 31 March 2020 and

subsequently complete the Development. From the

Council’s perspective, it regards the proposed

development as having a welcome regenerative effect

upon West Croydon.  If the proposed development were

not to come forward due to an inability to implement the

2017 planning permission prior to its implementation

deadline, then it is unlikely that any development of the

nature, type and scale proposed in planning application

15/01419/P would be proposed or implemented on the

Redevelopment Site. A proposed land transaction

between the Developer and a third party to construct and

occupy certain parts of the proposed Development is to

be contingent on the rights of light injunction risk being

mitigated by the Council resolving to approve the use of

S203 powers. Similarly, further funding for the

Development to allow it to proceed will not be released

to the Developer until the injunction risk has been

removed.  The Developer is therefore not able to

proceed with the Development unless the Council

resolves to engage the provisions of S203. The
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Developer’s view, with which officers agree, is that the 

risk of injunctive relief being sought can only be 

addressed by acquisition of the Redevelopment Site so 

as to engage the provisions of S203.  Whilst the point at 

which the development programme reaches the limit of 

the “no-impact” right of light zone is late 2020, the 

Developer needs the confidence that the right of light 

injunction risk will be eliminated by engagement of the 

S203 provisions prior to making a final decision upon 

whether or not to commence development pursuant to 

the planning permission, the deadline for which is 31 

March 2020. 

10. (iii) above), and the fact that the Development (or some

similar development) will not proceed whilst the prospect

of an injunction to restrain interference with rights to light

remains, there is a compelling case in the public interest

that the Land should be acquired for planning purposes

in order to engage the provisions of S203.

11. A confirming authority of a compulsory purchase would

expect the acquiring authority to demonstrate that they

have taken reasonable steps to acquire all of the land

and rights included in the order by agreement. In this

case, it is appropriate to show the efforts undertaken by

the Developer and in particular the attempts to acquire

the relevant interests by agreement. The efforts made

are considered to constitute reasonable steps during the

time available. Since the “in principle” decision was

made on 30 October 2019, the Developer has continued

to take reasonable steps to settle compensation with

affected owners. Following any final decision pursuant

to this Recommendation, the Indemnity Agreement

entered into between London Square Limited and the

Council requires continued engagement with rights

holders to agree reasonable compensation.

12. The MHCLG Guidance also says that when making and

confirming an order, acquiring authorities should be sure

that the purposes for which the compulsory purchase

order is made justify interfering with the human rights of

those with an interest in the land affected. These issues

are considered below in part (viii).

(viii) Public benefits associated with engagement of

S203 outweigh infringement of human rights

12. Human Rights issues arise in respect of the proposed

arrangements. An acquiring authority should be sure

that the purposes for which the Redevelopment Site is
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to be acquired and for which rights are to be overridden 

sufficiently justify interfering with the human rights of 

those with interests in the land affected. Furthermore, 

following the introduction of the Human Rights Act 1998 

the Council is required to act in accordance with the 

European Convention on Human Rights (the ECHR) in 

deciding whether or not to implement the arrangements. 

Article 1 of the First Protocol of the ECHR provides that 

every natural or legal person is entitled to peaceful 

enjoyment of their possessions. Acquisition of property 

under S227, which engages S203 to allow interference 

with rights of light, involves interference with a person’s 

rights under this Article. As these rights are enjoyed by 

corporate bodies as well as individuals all of those 

whose rights will be affected can claim an infringement. 

13. However, the right to peaceful enjoyment of possessions

in this Article is a qualified rather than absolute right, as

the wording of Article 1 of Protocol 1 permits the

deprivation of an individual’s possessions where it is in

the public interest and subject to the conditions provided

for by law and by the general principles of international

law. In cases such as this, where rights to light are

enjoyed by residential properties Article 8 is engaged

(the right to respect for private and family life and a

person’s home). Article 8(2) allows for interference

which is “in accordance with the law and is necessary in

a democratic society in the interests of national security,

public safety or the economic well-being of the country,

for the protection of health and morals, or for the

protection of the rights and freedoms of others”.

14. There must therefore be a balancing exercise between

the public interest and the individual’s rights whereby

any interference in the individual’s rights must be

necessary and proportionate. “Proportionate” in this

context means that the interference must be no more

than is necessary to achieve the identified legitimate

aim. A “fair balance” must be struck between the rights

of the individual and the rights of the public. It is for

members to consider the issues raised in this report and

to strike that “fair balance” in coming to its decision.

15. In the present case it is considered that the public

interest in facilitating the redevelopment outweighs the

rights of the individuals to peaceful enjoyment of their

possessions and their right for private and family life and

home and that the proposed use of S203 powers

amounts to a proportionate interference in all the
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circumstances. Central to the issue of proportionality is 

the availability of compensation to those whose Rights 

to Light will be interfered with. 

16. The key public benefits arising from the Development

are set out at section (iii) above. The planning

implications of the Development have been fully

considered and it has been deemed acceptable with

planning permission being granted in March 2017.

4. CONSULTATION

The Developer held an exhibition event at St Michaels 

Church on 20 and 21 September 2019 and engaged with 

each of the rights holders with injunctable interests 

before the “in principle” decision. The Council have also 

taken steps to consult with affected owners with 

injunctable interests. The Council sent a letter to the 

affected owners dated 19 September 2019 to advise 

them of the potential use of S203 powers and to invite 

comments from them for the Council to consider. A copy 

of the letter is annexed at Appendix 6.  The substance of 

material responses received was reported to Councillors 

Hall, Scott and King in advance of the “in principle” 

decision.  

Since the “in principle” decision, Point2 surveyors (on 

behalf of the Developer) have continued to actively 

engage with the affected owners to gain access and 

complete surveys of each property in order to issue 

finalised technical packs regarding the loss of light, 

obtain details regarding the occupation of each property 

and make settlement offers. As a result of those efforts, 

Point2 have made settlement offers for all but one of the 

affected properties. The only property which Point2 have 

not been able to access or make an offer for is 114-126 

North End (Marks and Spencer). Contact was made with 

this owner before the “in principle” decision but despite 

the repeated attempts of Point2 to make further contact 

with the owner and to gain access to this property such 

that an offer might have been made, the owner has failed 

to substantively engage. Point2 will continue to seek to 

engage with this owner in further discussions in order to 

try to reach a mutually acceptable position. For details of 

Point2’s engagement with this owner and the remaining 

owners, please see the tracker at Appendix 5  
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5. FINANCIAL AND RISK ASSESSMENT 
CONSIDERATIONS

The exercise of the s 203 powers as recommended in this 
report is intended to be cost neutral to the Council, save 
for some element of officer time being expended upon the 
development of this proposal.  The Council is to be 
indemnified by the developer from the cost of meeting the 
compensation claims by the holders of the rights to light 
and all legal costs associated with the consideration and 
documentation of the acquisition and disposal of the 
relevant freehold interest. 

The main risk for the Council is the possibility that the 
developer fails to meet its indemnity obligations – but this 
risk is reduced by the likelihood that it would only arise in 
circumstances where the development were not 
implemented and so the main financial liability would not 
be incurred (as that is dependent upon the buildings 
reaching a significant height and mass to infringe the 
rights to light).  It is considered that this is a risk which can 
and should be taken given that the Council is facilitating 
the implementation of the redevelopment with the 
extensive public regeneration benefits. 

As implemented there will be a positive financial impact 
from this development comprising 232 dwellings which 
will provide Council Tax receipts together with the 
business rates arising from the 947m2 of commercial 
space. 

1        The effect of the decision 

To authorise the acquisition of the land, use of the s 203 
power and then to dispose of the land to London Square 
(West Croydon) Limited. Importantly the entitlement to 
compensation of the holders is not removed by the 
exercise of these powers and the onus is upon the 
developer to negotiate the release of those rights. 

2 Risks 

The key risks are assessed in the Financial and Risk 
Assessment Considerations section of this report. 
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3 Options 

The Council has a discretion in deciding to exercise the 
s203 powers in the manner recommended in this report.  
Clearly therefore, the Council could elect not to do so. 
However as explained the facilitation of this 
development and its public regeneration benefit 
outweighs the maintenance of the status quo. 

4 Future savings/efficiencies 

None.  However the Council will have gained corporate 
knowledge and understanding of the use of its s 203 
powers which it may, in future, be asked to do again.   

(Approved by: Lisa Taylor, Director of Finance, 
Investment & Risk) 

No change since the “in principle” decision. 

5. COMMENTS OF THE COUNCIL SOLICITOR AND
MONITORING OFFICER
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5.1 The Director of Law & Governance comments that the 
Council is acquiring Land under s227 Town and Country 
Planning Act. Through the acquisition of the Land, powers 
under s203 Housing & Planning Act 2016 will be engaged. 
The justifications for the engagement of s203 powers are 
set out in the body of this report. The Council shall dispose 
of the Land to the Developer in accordance with s123 
Local Government Act 1972 and does not consider that 
Secretary of State approval is necessary. 

5.2 The Council has obtained an opinion of Queen’s Counsel 
relating to the use of statutory powers in this way. The 
opinion has concluded that the use of powers and 
methodology engaged in the exercise of those powers is 
lawful and correct. Browne Jacobson have also concurred 
with this view.  Both have also advised on this report. The 
Council is indemnified by the Developer for any costs 
arising out of this matter that the Council may incur in 
exercise of its powers. 

5.3 Pursuant to Part 3, paragraph 3 of the Council’s 
constitution, this decision is an executive function. Under 
part 4D, paragraph 1.01(viii) of the Constitution, the 
Leader is able to delegate this executive function to a 
Cabinet Member. The Council does not consider this 
delegation to be covered by the General Scheme of 
Delegation 2018 and as such a specific Leader delegation 
was made to enable Cabinet Members to take the “In 
principle” decision. This final decision has been further 
delegated (via the “in principle” decision) to the Executive 
Director of Resources  

(Approved by: Sean Murphy, Director of Law and 
Governance & Deputy Monitoring Officer)  

No change since the “in principle” decision. 

6. HUMAN RESOURCES IMPACT

None of significance 

(Approved by: Sue Moorman, Director of Human 
Resources) 

No change since the “in principle” decision. 

7. EQUALITIES IMPACT
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To the extent any person’s right to light is to be impacted 
by the development that person is entitled to 
compensation.  

There is no known other adverse impact on any specific 
person with a protected characteristic. In so far as any 
such person is to be impacted: 

a) planning permission has been granted for the
development; and 

b) if that person has a right to light, there is an
entitlement to compensation. 

(Approved by: Yvonne Okiyo, Equalities Manager) 

No change since the “in principle” decision. 

8. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

The environmental impacts of the development were
considered prior to the grant of planning permission and
so insofar as there will be environmental impacts,
permission has been granted for them to occur and
measures have been required to mitigate or compensate
for such impacts to some degree.

9. CRIME AND DISORDER REDUCTION IMPACT

It is considered that the regeneration of this location is
likely to have a beneficial impact upon the streetscene
and that the development ought to be at least neutral as
to crime and disorder reduction and will hopefully
contribute to the reduction of crime and disorder in this
part of West Croydon.

10. DATA PROTECTION IMPLICATIONS

10.1 WILL THE SUBJECT OF THE REPORT INVOLVE THE 
PROCESSING  
OF ‘PERSONAL DATA’? 

NO 

I agree* to the recommendation (as amended*) 
* delete as appropriate

Jacqueline Harris-Baker 
………………………………………………………………… 

Print Name 
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Title:  Executive Director Resources 

Date: 27/11/19 


