
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE                 CO/74/2021 
QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION  
PLANNING COURT 

BEFORE MR TIMOTHY MOULD QC (sitting as a Deputy Judge of The High Court) 

IN THE MATTER OF AN APPLICATION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL UNDER SECTION 289(6) OF 

THE TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990 

B E T W E E N:  

EBELE MUORAH 

Appellant 

and 

(1) SECRETARY OF STATE FOR HOUSING, COMMUNITIES AND LOCAL GOVERNMENT 

(2) BRENT LONDON BOROUGH COUNCIL 

Respondents 

_____________ 

ORDER 

_____________ 

UPON HEARING the Appellant in person and counsel for the First and Second Respondents 

IT IS ORDERED THAT 

1. Leave is granted for the appeal to proceed on the following grounds only - 

(1) Ground 1: In determining the Claimant’s appeal against the enforcement 

notice, the Inspector failed to have regard to a material consideration, namely 

an inspector’s decision dated 10 September 2020, on the Claimant’s appeal 

pursuant to section 195 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990, to grant 

a lawful development certificate certifying as lawful the change of use of the 

dwellinghouse at 154A Harlesden Road, NW10 to two flats. 

(2) Ground 2: In determining the Claimant’s appeal against the enforcement 

notice under ground (f) in section 174(2) of the Town and Country Planning Act 

1990, the Inspector failed to have regard to the effect on the Claimant’s use of 

the premises as a C4 House in Multiple Occupation of the requirement that all 

kitchen and cooking facilities except one be removed from the premises, 

notwithstanding - 

(1) The Claimant’s case that, both for legal and practical reasons, the said 

requirement would be likely to result in her being prevented from using 

the premises for that purpose notwithstanding her right to do so 

pursuant to article 3 of and Part 3 Class L in schedule 2 to the Town and 
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Country Planning (General Permitted Development) (England) Order 

2015; and 

 

(2) The Claimant’s case that the kitchen and cooking facilities had been in 

installed at the premises at least 10 years prior to the date of the 

enforcement notice. 

2. Leave to appeal is refused on all other grounds advanced by the Appellant in her 

written summary of grounds and/or in her skeleton arguments dated 28 December 

2020 and 12 February 2021. 

3. This appeal shall be listed for hearing together with the Second Respondent’s 

statutory planning review claim reference CO/3838/2020.  CO/3838/2020 shall be 

heard first and this appeal shall be heard second by the same Judge. 

4. The following directions shall apply to the determination of this appeal: 

(1) The Appellant must file and serve on the Respondents any further evidence 

and documents on which she relies in support of her appeal by no later than 9 

March 2021. 

 

(2) The Respondents must file and serve on the Appellant any further evidence 

and documents on which they rely by no later than 23 March 2021. 

(3) The Appellant must serve on the Respondents any evidence in reply by no later 

than 6 April 2021. 

(4) The First Respondent must file and serve an agreed trial bundle not less that 

28 days before the date of hearing of the appeal. 

(5) The Appellant must file and serve a skeleton argument not less than 21 days 

before the hearing of the appeal. 

(6) The Respondents must file and serve skeleton arguments not less than 14 days 

before the hearing of the appeal. 

(7) The First Respondent must file and serve an agreed bundle of authorities not 

less than 5 days before the hearing of the appeal. 

5. This appeal shall be listed with a time estimate of 1 day to follow the hearing of claim 

CO/3838/2020 in accordance with paragraph 3 of this order. 

6. Costs reserved. 

Dated: 16 February, 2021 

By the Court 


